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An Exploratory Investigation of Potential 

Societal and Intra-Familial Factors' 

Contributing to Child Abuse and Neglect 

National Council for Black Child Development 

April 1980 . 

ABSTRACT 

This is a study of the appareQt systematic differences between Black mothers 
, . 

who abuse their children and those who do not. Data were elicited in the spring of 

1978 from 224 Black mothers in the District of Columbia, 103 who were known child 

abusers who had been so identified by court action, and .121 who had no record of 

child abuse. These two groups were compared to discern differences between them 

in' an effort to discover important correlates and/or causes of child abuse among 

Blacks. In this static-group comparison pre-experimental research design it was 

discovered that while there were no appar~nt. differences in intra-familial social 

dynamics between abusing mothers and'the comparison group, there wer~ substantial 

differences in variables representing the impact of society on these families. 

Abusing mothers were typically unmarried and had larger families. They had less 

education. Th~y were not social recluses and participated in the same' array of 

occupations represented in the non-abusing mothers group. However, their employ

ments were much more likely to be interrupted by disability or other cause, and 

their incomes were scarcely one-half those of the non-abusing mothers. Though 

generally in good health, ab~sing mothers were much more likely to be seriously 

disabled. 

More rigorous inquiry into this phenomenon is suggested. Based on the 

literature review and new findings of this, study, implications for further" research 
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A are that: (I) .child abuse and neglect in the United States are characteristic of all 

social strata and not limited to low income or minority groups, a factor that should 

be taken into account in all future work; (2) research should focus on the impact of 

social institutions on the family where abuse occurs, with some emphasis on the 

effect of employment discontinuities; (3) additional inter generational studies of 

personality development would be useful, including the impact of social institutions 

acro~iS all social strata; (4) a strong cross-alltural emphasis would be useful in all 

child abuse and neglect studies; and finally, (5) research is needed to assess the 

.efficacy of treatment programs in light of findings of this study. 

National policy toward child abuse and neglect would be most effective if 

Included as an· integral part of a r~tional, coherent, comprehensive, national family' 

poilcy to p['event the destructive effects of the operation of the u.S. social system 

. on children, most particularly Black children. Such a policy should be characterized 

,by a broader vision than what has been typical of flagmented policy in this area, and 
. . 

should establish policy objectives in the areas of adequate employment, income 

maintenance, definitive criteria of what constitutes child abuse and neglect, child 

care services, national health insurance integra~ed family social services, fostering 

child network advocacy groups,. research aimed at generating knowledge on inter-

personal family violence and tqe impact of social systems on child abuse and 

neglect, as well· as in other areas. 

The implications of this research are that social service agencies, helping 

professionals, and community organizations must engage in activities and practices 

that will lead to a reduction of the pressures on families. It is these pressures, 

particularly if unrelieved, that may enhance the probability of child abuse or 

neglect. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
" 

Child abuse 'has become the center of a new research focus. Once a little studied 

area~ it is now 'the subject of many new research projects, and abusing parents and abused 

children have become the objects of a growing number of, treatment programs specifically 

aimed at the child abuse phenomenon. Recent research, reviewed in the next section, has 

shown that child abuse and neglect take place in every social stratum, though it' is often 

underlreported in middle and upper social strata be~ause of ~he systematic operation of 

major u.s. social institutions. It is appropriate that work designed to elucidate Black child 

abuse is part of this new research and treatment emphasis, but very little has been done .on 

this aspect of the problem. The National Council for ~lack Child Development undertook 

the ~esear~h reported below to ~~et this need. Sinc~ this is among the first major research 

efforts ~f this kind, it is necessarily an exploratory study. 

The deflniti~n of child abuse, and neglect is not obvious; there 'are many potential ways 

of defining the concept. While narrow and highly technical definitions would be more 

satisfactory to measurement experts and leg~l scholars, a broader. and more gene~al 

definition is more suitab~e for an expl~ratory inquiry. Yhis, will assure th~t a large net is 

cast to capture many aspects of child abuse and t:\eglect that may be relevant to the 
,. . . 

advancement of theory, and to the improvement of social policy and social service practice. 

The particular definition 'adopted is one provided by David Gil in his tes~imoriy before 

the U.S. Congress concerning the Child Abuse Prevention Act of 1973: 

" ••• any act of commission or omission by individuals, institutions or 

society as a whole, and any conditions resulting from such acts or 

inaction, which deprive children of equal rights and liberties and/or 

interfere with their optimal development, constitute, by d\'!finition, 

abusive or neglectful acts or conditions." 

Potential abusers, then, include not only parents and parent substitutes, but also institutions 

suCh as schools, juvenile courts, detention centers, child welfare homes, foster homes and 

agencies, and correctional facilities, as well as others. 
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• ~ecognizing ,this need for a broad definition of child abusing behavior and for a 

concommitantly broad definition of potential child abuselrs, this ;;tudy is focused on abusing 

mothers and a comparison group of apparently non-abuSing mothers who are Black. Because 

study resources did not permit a direct study of social institutions and other non~parental 

phe~omena, the apparent effects of these on study parents had to be inferred from parental 

perceptions. It is obvious that additional work would appropriately focus on a close study of 

the institutional and other extra-familial factors that emerge as influencing abusive and 
, 

neglectful behaviors toward children. Additional comments on this are to be found in 

Secti911 , below. 

. Objectives 

There were four specific objectives of this study; All are closely related, forming the 

, ~ore of the inquiry •. 

The first objective was to address the variety of definitions of child abuse. This is 

accomplished in the literature review section (Section 2) that follows. 

.The second objective· was to present fro,m empirical inquiry some of the societal 

factors that may create stress for the Black family, and that may have a bearing on child 
' , 

abuse and neglect. 

The third objective was to identify some of the familial behavioral characteristics that . , 

may have a bearing on child abuse and neglect. 

The fourth objective was to examine the patterns of relationships, if possible, between . - . 

societdl factors affecting the Black family and familial characteristics as both may interact 

to generate abusive or neglectful behavior. 

The second, third, and fourth objectives cannot be easily separated conceptually, and . 

they are discussed in light of the empirical evidence in Section 3 below. The implications 

for policy and practice and for further research are discussed in the fourth and fifth 

sections. A discussion of the implications of the reserach is an obvious and necessary part 

of, any such undertaking, especially when treatment alternatives are currently being 

considered by agencies of all levels of government, private social service agencies, and 

interested citizens • 
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Research Methods . 

The basic static group comparis,on pre-experim~~ntal research design involved the 

com~arison of 'a group of Black mothers known to be abusers as the result of court 

proceedings wi.th a comparison group of Black mothers who are not apparently· abusers taken 

from the community by quasi-random selection. One hundred three (103) abusers and 121 

apparent non-abusers were interview~d. The 619-item questionnaire was designed "to elicit 

data on variables thought probable to distinguish between these two groups of mothers~ 

Those variables differentiating abusers from non-abusers in a significant way were taken to 

suggest relationships with abusive or neglectful behavior. This achieved the desired result 

of developing a list of factors apparently contributing to the generation of abusive and/or 

neglectful behaviors of the parents in the study. 

More discussion on the study methodology is provided in a methodology section the 

sixth and final section of this report. 

Staff 

Many persons worked on this project from 1975 to 1980. Among them were: 

• Robert Bentley, Ph.D. - December, 1975 - June, 1977 

• Michele Chargois - December, 1975 - November, 1976 
\. 

• Wilfred Hamm - July, 1977 - September, 1977 

• Eugene Beard, Ph.D. - October, 1977 - August, 1979 

• WiUiaff\ Ellis, Ph.D. - September, 1979 - March, 1980. 

• Rubye Johnson - November, 1979 - March, 1980 

The final report was prepared by William Ellis with the assistance of Rubye Johnson. 

These individuals worked under the leadership of five NCBCD presidents-Thomas 

'faylor, Evangeline Ward, Ph.D., Roy Littlejohn, Marjorie Grosset, and Jay Chunn, Ph.D. 

" The project was further aided by a Professional Advisory Panel, including Carolyn Block, Ph. 

D., Michele Chargois, Jeanne Giovannoni, Ph.D., Fr~derick Green, M.D .. , Kenneth Johnson, 

Ura Jeal) Oyamade, Ph.D., Ruth Perot (Chair), Patricia Shannon, Jerry Sutton, and Rosa 

Trapp-Dukes, Ph.D. 
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

" ' A thorough search of the literature revealed that there is a paucity of rt~search related , 

to child abuse and neglect as it impacts Black parents and their children. Considering the 

. far ,reaching. ~onsequences of this phefl~menon, the scarcity of available studit~s on factors 

correlated with abuse and neglect in Black communities is both alarming and disconcerting. 

In view of the limited literature related specifically to abuse in Black communities, the 

literature review for the present study necessarily included studies which may appear to b~ 

o~y tangentially related to the problem under investigation. 

,The literature review was extrapolated from the following sources: (1) Child Abuse ' 

and Neglect Research: Projects and Publications, (U.S. Department of Health, Education 

and Welfare, 1979), (2) professional journals, (3) conference proceedings deaiing with the 

areas under investigation and related topics, and (4) related publications. 

~e literat~re reyi~w focused on four,' aspects ,of Black child abuse and neglect: 

problem definition, the critical issue of biased reporting, factors contributing to abuse, and 

_ ,characteristics of abusing parents and their children. 

Problems of Definition i·, 

It can be immediately discerned that a major problem in 'the study of child abuse is' the 

considerable disagreement concerning its definition. David Gil, author of Violence Against 

chii~ ,(1970), captures the scope of the problem by stating that the fields of medicine, 

law, sociology, psychology, psychiatry, and social welfare have all attempted to define child 

,abuse according to their varying perspectives. Medical practitioners, whose job is to 

diagnose and treat' physically injured children, define -'3.buse in terms of identifiable 

..~~,atomical and physical symptoms of attack. Mental health workers, who assess emotional 

'or psychological abuse, broaden their definition to include both physical and mental damage. 

S<."Cial workers, law enforcement authorities, and others whose reporisibility falls beyond 

care of the victims to the perpetrators of abusive acts, define child abuse in terms of 

observable, physical and psychological consequences,and include motivational and behav

ioral characteristics of the perpetrators. Further, legislators and social policy specialists, 
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whose concern is the protection of children from potentially injurious acts and/or conditions, 
• t· . 

require comprehensive definitions encompassing clinical, physica~, and psychological aspects 

of abuse as well as cultural, social, economic, and political factors presumed to be sources 

of ~this destructive phenomenon. 

Gil (1970) suggests that an appropriliilte definition of child abuse should contain not only 

factual statements but value premises directly reflecting society's extent of concern for the 

welfare of children as its most valuable r~source. The definition of child abuse Gil 

presented before the Subcommittee on Children and Youth and the Committee on Labor and 

Public Welfare at hearings on the Child Abuse Prevention Act in 1973 is a definition which 
, I, 

the pr~sent investigators regard as m01t useful for the formulation of social policies and 
. 

measures of protection for children, and it has been quoted in Section 1 above. 

This definition encompasses physical and emotional abuse and neglect resulting from 

acts of commission and omission on the part of parents or parental substitutes. At the same 

time, the definition covers a broad spectrum of damaging acts against children within the 

realms of societal abuse which are committed by such institutions as sch90ls, juvenile 

courts, detention centers, foster homes and agencies, correctional facilities, and other su'ch 

social service agencies. Societal abuse also includes the maintenance of substandard housing 

and its attendant conditions. Finally, the definition alludes to the influ'ence of social 

institutions, particularly in the distributIon and allocation of power, privilege, and wealth to 

certain individuals while fostering dependency and relegating inferior . status to entire groups 

of individuals such as Black Americans. 

A basic premise in Gil's definition is that American culture and society have 

historically condoned the use of physical force in the child rearing process. Such discipline , . .' 

. continues to be considered necessary in the socialization process of children, and ~ a result, 

is the underlying cause of physical abuse in private homes, schools, and child care settings. 

However, Gil neglects to adequately develop the important concept of cultural relativism in 

his, discussion. Child abuse can not be defined without respect to the particular culture in 

which it occurs (Chargois, 1978, p. 67). Child-rearing practices, like all other socialization 
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pfoces~es, are cultlJre-bound; even a limited acquaintance with anthropological and socia

'logical theory makes one aware of the fallacies in any attempt to define socialization 
I 

practices along a culturally free dimension. What may be considered as abusive in one 

culture may not be considered to be so in another. Patterns of behavior exhibited toward 

children over generations need careful examination in order to assess cultural factors where 

they are judged to be significant. 

The definition offered by Clark and Menzel (1976, p. 3) concerns physical child abus~ 

which, they stated, occurred when a child suffered bodily harm after some deliberate action 

by a parent, guardian, relative, or babysitter. Spinetta and Rigler (1972, p. 296) limit their 

definition of abuse to the concept of physical injury to the child, willfully inflicted. An 

abused child is one, according to Brown ~d Daniels (1968, p. 90) on whom . an act of . 

aggression has been committed and which requires medical attention or created concern for 

his physical well-being. 

A more operational definition and frame of reference is provided by AIvy (1975). It 

should be noted that his focus was also physical abuse. His approach is two-faceted: (1) the 

.comprehensive approach which defines child abuse as collective, institutional, and individual 

. in nature, and (2) the narrow· approach, which cO{'lsiders only individual abus~ (p. 921). In 
. . . 

relation to the narrow approach, Aley's description is similar to the focus of the Federal 

Child Abuse Prevention Treatment Act and mo'St local and state approaches to the problem. 

On the other hand, "Collective abuse," according to Alvy (1975, p. 922), " ••• refers to those 

attitudes held collectively by our society that impede the psychological and physical 

development of children." Institutional abu.se, within the comprehensive definition, consists 

, . of. several sub-sets of abuse, including abusive and damaging ~cts perpetrated against 

children by institutions such as schools, child welfare agencies, juvenile courts, and other 

institutions responsible for child care. Individual abuse " ••• refers to the physical and 

emotional abuse and neglect of children resulting from acts of commission or omission on 

the part of parents and other individual caretakers." 
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~finition~ ~rames of reference range from individual to comprehensive in scope and 

d~fy consensus. Looking at this range from a Black perspec,tive, the most appropriate 

definitional frame of reference would be the comprehensive approaches (Alvy, 1975; Lewis, 

1960).· This broad approach is preferable to any that ascribe the blame for child abuse to 

genetic or class-related variables. This is not to imply that parents are blameless; it is, 

more importantly, to focus on the entire sociocultural environment or the total human 

ecology to provide the most comprehensive multivariate analysis of a problem. The role of 

socially mandated institutions in providing both potentially and actually abusive, noxious 

condl~ions is equally pertinent to analyses ali is the co-association of group demographic 

variables. 

It can be concluded from the literature that an urgent need exists to move toward a 

more comprehensive definition of child abuse and neglect if research in the area is to 

become comparable across samples. It would seem that abuse must be viewed and defined 

as either socio-institutional or individual in nature. The former includes those noxious 

environmental or ecological forces impinging 6n the lives of groups and individuals that 

negatively effect the overall quality of life in America. 

The Critical Issue of Biased Reporting 

The central issue concerning Black communities in existing 'reporting practices is that 

of being overrepresented in the incidence rate of child abuse a~d neglect. The' most serious 

infraction in reporting systems affecting Black communities is systematic socioeconomic 
. . 

bias. At least four explanations of this discrepancy have been offered in the literature: 

(1) private doctors are reluctant to report (Helfer, 1975); (2) ~gencies are less likely to 

intervene with affluent f,amilies; (3) affluent families can maintain privacy and seclusion 

(Parke and Collimer, 1975); and (4) the better educated, affluent families can hide abusive 

behavior (Parke and Collmer 1975). In terms of reporting practices, Green (1975) cautioned 

that the crit.ical issue is one of who gets reported. This was. also noted in the literature 

review by Bentley (1976) who wrote about the social inequality inherent in society as 

reflected in its reporting practices. Ninety-eight percent (98 percent) of the reported cases 
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are from public agencies predominantly serving poor and marginal income families. The 
. . 

remaining two percent (2 percent) are reported from private physicians and agencies. 

Unless we assume that child abuse and neglect is lite~allY none~istent in our more affluent 

populat.ion, we ar~ led relentlessly to the conclusion that our present cohort of reported 

cases is seriously biased and under reported (p. 330). 

In the area of child abuse among minority families, Gil (1970) suggested ihat the 

overrepresentation of nonwhite children in his two sa.mples of abused children may indicate 

the effects of discriminating attitudes and practices operating on the part of the reporting 

sources. Alternatively, those data may indicate a true higher incidence of chHd abuse 

among ethnic minority groups reflecting differences in culturally accepted childrearing 

practices between whites and nonwhites, though this is doubtful. . Furthermore, Gil's 

conclusions are limited because of his restrictive focus on po~erty as a major factor 

contributing to child abuse in Black families. He asserts that child abuse and poverty are 

related in the following four ways: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Cultural appro~al of physical force in childrearing practices' tends to be stronger 

. among the sO.cio-economically deprived members of society. Presented data 

showed that the middle class uses signi~1ca~tlY less corporal punishment than the 

working class. 
. . 
The working class is less inhibited from expressing aggressive violent feelings 

and impulses directed towards other persons than the middle class. 

The presence of environmental stress conditions and strain has more serious 

consequences for persons living in poverty than for those who are affluent. 

The poor have les$ opportunity and fewer channels for escaping from child

bearing responsibilities. 

These four conclusions are only suggested by Gil's data on abusive famllies and are not 

int.ended to indicate c~usal relationships. In addition, they are further limited by a 

c0r:tfounding of class and race as intervening variables, since the representation of middle 

class whites and Blacks in his sample is minimal. 
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" • From the above discussion of the literature regarding the reporting of abusive 

, behavior, it may be concluded that what is lacking is a more in-depth, systematic 

exploration of factors which singularly or in combination m.ay'influence the reporting of 
'., 

,abusive and neglectful behavior. 

Psychosocial Ecological Factors 

There are several ways in which one may perceive factors contributing to child abuse 

and neglect, the most common of which is to look at familial, cultural, and environmental 

influences. As these three areas are interdependent, they have been subsumed by the 

prese~t investigators into one category: the psychosocial ecological perspective. This 

relatively new approach examines interdependent forces which can contribute to abuse and 

neglect or reduce the potential for such behavior, such as interpersonal forces, life situation 

forces, and cultural forces. 

Several authors have suggested that child abuse and neglect are related to environ

mental stress such as that generally experienced by lower socio-economic groups. This 

perspective assumes that these groups are overrepresented in incidence rates because they 

live with more stressful experiences which place them at high risk of becoming abusers. The 

literature identifies several variables that can serve as precipitating factors in abuse such as 

education, housing, unemployment, i':lcome, family stress, family size, and job dissatis

faction. All these factors are associated with lower socio-economic groups. 

Gil (1970) found that over 48 percent of abusers had an annual income under $5,000 

while only 25 percent were at this income level in the population as a whole. He found, also, 

that abusive adults t~nd to be poorly educated, a variable usually associated with income 

. (Gil, 1970). Gil's findings were supported by Johnson's (1973) comprehensive study of abusive 

families in seven Southern states when his data indicated that the educational level of male 

and female abusing parents was low and that their occupational status reflected this. These 

findings on income and education of Gil and Johnson ,are almost certainly artifacts of their 

biased samples, based on what is now known about the distribution of child abuse in the 
I 

American popUlation. Moreover, although the evidence emanating from Gil and Johnson's 
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~tudie~ appears to. offer plausible causal variables, the dominant society's im~act on Black 

families' low sOdo-economic status as a possible mitigating forc;:e is not evident in the 
, 

researchers' design. The oppressl've n t f h d ' 
a ure 0 t e ommant society precludes ~onomic 

growth for this segment of the population. 

Several studies have suggested that child abuse and neglect are 
directly linked, to 

housing. For example, Parke and Collmer's (1975) research indicates that a decrease I' 
, n 

living spa.ce may increase the frequency with which qtales use physical force to punish their 

children. The dilemma for the Black family in housing today is sharpened by the stressfu~ 
condi~ions of economic deprivation and retrenchment experienced by SOciety as a whole, but 

is more keenly and painfully felt by Blacks Who find themselves on the lower rungs of the 

economic ladder. Rese h d 
arc ers ten not to be cogniz;ant of the atten,dant factors contri-

buting tq this social phenomenon for the Black family, in their efforts to accummulate data 

to substantiate the strong social pathological orientation governing most research on Blacks 

and other minorities. 

Several studies have suggested that unemployment may contribute to abu~e, although 

these findings, like others, may be the result of biased sampling. Gil (970) reported that 12 

percent of the fathers in his survey were unemployed at the time the abus,e occurred. The 

National Institute of Mental Health (1977) and Parke and Collmer ,(1975) have reported even 

higher rates of unemployment a b '. 
mong a users. Relatlonshlps between employment and child 

abuse, particularly as regards unemployment and recession, were discussed at the American 

Public Health annual meeting in Chicago, in 197 5 (Jus~ice and Duncan, 1975). Four work

related situations were, found to be stress producers for subjects susceptible to child abuse: 

traumatic job experiences that result in undisch~rged tensi.on; unemployed fathers caring for 

children; working mothers overloaded wl~~h J'ob and domestl'c \ 

husbands, especially professionals who neglect their wives. 
responsibilities; and working 

Another factor wh,ich may be related to abusive behavior is job satisfaction. McKinley 

C19~4), cited in Parke and Collmer (1975), found that" ••• the lower the job satisfaction, the 

higher the percentage of fathers who employed harsh punishment with their children." This 
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~elationship was significant across social class levels (Parke and Collmer, 1975, p. 24). Gil 

(1974) suggested that many forms of intra-familial violence n:ay be attributable to job 

dissatisfaction.' This contention is supported by a study of job satisfaction and harsh 

punishment (McKinley, 1964, cited in Parke and Collmer, 1975). When one takes into 

consideration the low economic status of Blacks in this society, it may be assumed that they 

are most often forced to remain in jobs which are not stimulating, offer no challenge, and 

from which they derive no gratification or satisfaction. 

Family size has been mentioned in the literature as being related. to child abuse and 

neglect. Data relevant to this phenomenon suggest that abusive families have more children 

than the average family (Light, 1973; National Institute of Mental Health, 1977). This 

variable may be confounded by soc;:io-economic status, as low income families tend to have 

more children than the national average (National Institute of Mental Health, 1977). Blacks 

and other minorities are disproportionately represented in the statistics on low socio

economic status families, an artifact of biased reporting. It is probably not family size per 

~ which elicits abusive or neglectful behavior, 'but the attendant stresses. Some of these 

stress factors have already been noted. 

Certain marital situations may be related to, abuse. One of these factors may be the 

presence or absence of the father figure in the home. Several studies have reported that a 

disproportionately greater number of abusing or neglectful families have no father figures in 

the home (National Institute of Mental Health, 1977). In spite of these findings it seems 

likely that this fact is confounded by ethnicity. Gil (1970) reported 20 percent of all abusive 

families had no father figure in the house. When ethnicity was introduced in the statistical 

analysis, the percentages of abuse ranged from more than 40 percent among Puerto Rican 

families and 37 percent among Black families to less than 20 percent among white families. 

On the basis of Gil's findings, one might conclude that father absence is positively related to 

the incidence of child ,abuse, and this being the cf;1se, Black and other minority group 

fa~ilies ,are therefore at higher risk in abusing their children. Before accepting Gil's 

findings, however, one must look at studies which refute them. For example, one recent 
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~tudy from Childr~n's Hospital Medical Center in Boston, Massachusetts (1974 cited in the 

National Institute of Mental Health, 1977) found no fatherless homes in a sample of 303 

f~milies. 

Tension and discord within the marriage unit such as repeated separations, insufficient 

income, and marital stress, as well as divorce have also been cited as factors related to 

abuse. For example, Johnson and Morse (1968) report marital conflict for 70 percent. of their 

sample. 

Isolation as a factor in child abuse and neglect has been reported in several studies 

(NIMH, 1977; Young, 1964)1' This isolation of families may be from their extended family, the 

community as a whole, and/or the services the community provides. Isolation from the 

community has also been reflected in the lack of association with church or other organized 

community group. Two studies reported data with significant differences between abusing 

families and a control group of non-abusing .families relative to the length of time each had 

~een at the same address or the number of moves the family had made in the preceding year 

(NIMH, 1977). 

Young (1964, cited in Parke and Collmer, 1975) indicated that abusing parents are more 

apt than neglectful parents to prohibit their chijdren from participating in after-school 

activities. Hence the child not only spends more time with the parents, which increases the 

opportunities for abuse, but also the child fails to. develop the normal peer relationshi.ps. 

Failing to develop normal peer relationships, the child may be unable to develop normal 

adult relationships as a parent later. The pattern of isolation is then said to have a cyclical 

effect. 

On the basis of the literature related to psychosocial ecological factors contributing to 

child abuse and neglect, one might conclude that environmental or psychological stress dops 

not cause parents to abuse or neglect their children; rather, there are severa! factors that· 

serve as immediate forerunners to incidents of abuse and neglect. 
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S:0mmunity Institutions 

I~ is customary to focus on par~nts and parent surrogates ~hen discussing child abuse 

and neglect. Qf equally serious consequence is the abuse and neglect reSUlting from the 

maltreatment of children by community institutions, often. under the guise of helping. 

DeFrancis (1961) reviewed the role of protective servkes in child neglect. He noted 

that family deterioration is a major factor in child neglect, thus prevention should be the 

focus of plrotective services, as this approach would '1ot only save the community money, it 

would alSI.) preserve homes. The cooperation of the entire community aimed at prevention is 

stressed ~y DeFrancis (1961). Elkind, Berson, and Edwin (1977) looked at problems facing 

prote~tion service workers and agencies in.volved with providing services to abused children 

and their families. They stated that coordinated assistance from several resources is 

needed. ' Further, commUnICatIon . . among these agencies is often difficult. Collaboration 

directed toward maintaining family integrity is sometimes challenged by agencies and 

profelssionals viewing and treating the parent as the "victimi~er" and the child as the 

"victim," though this may sometimes be ~ecessary to protect the health and safety of the 

child. Moreover, Hamory and Jeffry (1977) described a therapeutic approach to child abuse 

~n Western Austria with partic::ular emphasis on "cooperation, coordination, and services 

delivery. Among the resources mentioned are the pediatric hospital, state child health 

services, mental health services, and child life protection units~ F:actors considered in the 

treatment approach include socio':'ec~nomic status, ~he effect of past experiences; and 

e~ .. ternal stress such as housing or financi~l problem~. Services available using the multi

disdplinary approach'include those of social workers, psychologists, and lay therapists. 

Brookhurst (1977) states that schools can play an active role in ,the fight against child 

abuse and neglect in four areas: reporting suspected incidents, acting as a partner in 

decision-making and treatment programs, acting as an agent for primary prevention, and 

serving as child advocates. , 

Colucci (1977) in an article entitled, "The Schools and the Problem of Child Abuse and 

Neglect," offered' similar formulas for handling the problem. He suggested the following 
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~teps for schools to take: training teachers in identification, instructing teachers con

cerning reporting procedures, requiring a physical examination b.y the school physician, and 

reporting the findings to the appropriate agency, maintaining communication with the 

agency, and developing a cooperative therapeutic plan and es1:ablishing follow-through 

procedures on all therapeutic plans. 

To further dramatize the multi-dimensional focus involved in th~ phenomena, the 

International Association of Chiefs of Police, Inc. suggests in a training manual almost 

identical steps in the detection and prevention of chUd abuse and neglect as offered by 

Broadhurst and Colucci. They also emphasize the concept of joint responsibility as well as 

the need for cooperation between law enforcement and other professional agents. 

Delaney (in Helfer and Ke~pe, 1976) suggested ,that the purpose of the court is to 

define and protect the rights and enforce the responsibility of the parent, the child, and the 

community. More impo~tant, he strongly advocated that child protection be a team effort 

involving medical and social service professionals, as weU as the law. 

Other Societal Factors 

The lack of a systematic policy relating to family violence, economic stress, and 

inadequate services is a major cause of child abus~ and neglect as noted by Stembridge, ~ 

!I. (1978) in their article titled "Focus on Child Welfare Policy." Four aspects of policies are 

examined, namely policy-maker status, the impact of policy on service delivery to a'special 

client, the implementation of improved policy-making, and service delivery and the public 

acquisition and utilization of infor~ation. Their examination of these policies resulted in 

three issues for future research: whether child abuse and neglect labels are being unevenly 

,applied to the poor and to minorities; the definition of a family as a functional or 

dysfunctional social unit; and abusive child care patterns of the normal parent. , 

M. Wa Edelman, in an article entitled "On Effective ChUd Advocacy" (1977), reinforces 

the the need indicated by Stembridge, et ale for further' study of labeling and defining the 
-- . . 

faf!lily as a social unit. She suggests that Americans have not accepted responsibility for 

children's needs because children are powerless as a pressure group, and the oppression 
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r~sulting from suc~ powerlessness has been demonstrated in cases with women, as well as 

w,ith Blacks and other minorities. 

Andrew Billingsley and Jeanne Giovannoni offer the consummate credence to the 

above concerns in their book Children of the Storm (1970, p. 12), succinctly stating: 

The Children 

" ••• of the twin evils of our time, racism and poverty, 

racism ranks first and poverty second as causes of the 

difficulties Black children face. Neither of these mala-

dies is caused within the Black Community. Both are 

generated, operated, and perpetuated by the White Com-

munity and the institution it dominates. We must ex-

amine and speak to societal abuse." 

Th,is final section .in the literature review looks at the victims of abuse and neglect, 

the children themselv~s. Gil (1968, 1967) conducted two surveys on abused children, with 

samples composed of 6,617 children and 5,993 children, respectively. Defining child abuse as 

physical abuse and concentrating on the behavior of the perpetrator, he saw abuse as the 

intentional, non-accidental use of force or inteptional, non-accidental acts of omission 

aimed at hurting, injuring, or destroying a child. In both samples half of the children had 

previously been victims of a child abuse incident which indicate that abuse is not an isolated 

incident but may reflect a pattern of caretaker/child interaction within the home. 

GiJ found that fathers and stepfathers were involved in child abusing incidents more 

than mothers, and that nearly 87 percent of the perpetrators of child abuse were parents or 

.parent substitutes. 

A review of the data on the abused child showed that some children may be abused 

because they are "different" from the other children in some specifiable way. Kempe and 

Helfer (1972) defined "different" as the presence of a birth defect, hyperactivity, retarda

ti~n, ve~y high intelligence, or some other distingishing characteristic possessed by the 
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~bused child. A p'erfectly normal child may even be perceived as being "different" by his 

parents and will be singled out for punishment for no obvious reason. 

The Parents 

Finally, we look at the perpetrators of abuse and neglect. Kempe and Helfer (1972) 

provided a profile for recognizing abusive parents which consisted of the following parental 

characteristics and behavior: 

• Abusive parents are unusually vulnera,ble to criticism. 

• There is often' disinterest or abandonment by a spouse or an important person 1n 

the life of the abusing parent. 

• . Abusive acts are precipitated by incidents which tend to· lower the abusing 

parent's already inadequate self-esteem. 

•. Abusive parents have unrealistic, exaggerated expectations for the abused child; 

and when events create a crisis of an unmet need in the parent, the parent turns 

to the child with exaggerated demands for gratification. Physical abuse Is used 

to ensure that the child behaves so as to meet the expectations of the abusing 

• 

• 

parent. 

The pattern of unrealistic demands on the part of the abusing parent comes 
. . 

directly from the parent's own childhood and learning experiences. These 

parents were raised in a similar manner, were expected to perform well at a very 

early age, and were severely criticized and punished for failure to do so. These 

authors pointed out that while these fact~rs are not abnormal in themselves, the 

degree to which they are expressed is distinctly excessive. 

Abusive parents have deep and la~ting imprints of their early childhood ex

periences which were extremely stressful. These experiences have left them 

with no firm self-esteem; and therefore, they express an Im.mature and constant 

need for rea~surance. Such parents are shattered by events which indicate poor 

performance or disapproval from a spouse, relative, employer, and other signifi-
I 

cant individuals in their lives. Their reaction in the fact of such an event is to 
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• repeat ,those acts they learned in childhood concerning how adults behave 

towards children at these times. Hence, such adults abuse their own child in 

attempts to gain the nurturance and reassurance they lack. 

In a study in which 30 known abusers and 30 non-abusing individuals were interviewed, 

Kempe and Helfer (1972) found that abusers perceived themselves as being significantly less 

close to other persons, as possessing higher expectations of their children, and as haying had 

, unsatisfactory relationships with their mothers than ,did the non-abusive matched controls. 

Of interest is the fact that there was no significant difference in the degree to which both 

groups of individuals expressed being made anxious and upset by the behavior of their 

children. This last finding is in agreement with Gil's (1970) data which indicate that a major 

precipitating factor of child abuse incidents is the occasion when parents take disciplinary 

measures with the abused child w~ich become exaggerated as the parent succumbs to 

uncontrolled anger. Richard Light (1973) notes in his prof~J.e of abusing families that they 

are "just like everyone else" except that they cannot adequately inhibit aggressive behavior 

in dealing with rather common disciplinary interactions.with their children. 

These findings have led to the postulation that exposure tc? many children (many 

common disciplinary interactions with many chi~.dren) increases the incidence of abuse. 

However, Light (1973) finds that the number of children adults are' exposed to at anyone 

.time is. not important. He observed that as family size tends to increase, the amount of 

time a parent is exposed to at least one child grows, but not proportionately to the number 

. of children in the family. Light contends that the parent's urge to abuse a child occurs at .. 

random for any family size, but that the probability of the development of the urge to abuse 

increases with family size. Also, the urge to abuse may be related to economic or' financial 

pressure which in turn correlates highly with the number of children in the family. 

Gil (1970) has presented a typology of precipitative factors of child abuse in seven 

causal contexts: . . , 
• The home environment is characterized by psychological rejection of the child 

, which results in his being repeatedly abused and battered. 
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The circumstances where the 'uncontrolled anger of the parent causes him/her to' 

implement culturally accepted norms for disciplining children but with ex

aggerated intensity. 

The instance where abuse is delivered by a male b~bysitter '.f'whO acts out sadistic 

and sexual impulses in the temporary absence of the mother, often under the 

influence of alcohol. 

The instances where abuse is caused by a mental or emotional disturbance in the 

caretaker (46.1' percent of Gil's sample) acting under increasing environmental 

stress, although most abusing adults exhibit a profile of normal individuals 

except in their chUdrearing behavior.' 

The characteristics of the child contribute t hi b o s own a use due to being 

perceived as "different" or due t h' . d o IS mlscon uct and persistent atypical 

behavior. 

The abuse caused by the activity of a female babysitter who abuses the child 

during the temporary absence of the mother. 

The, abuse of the child which develops from a quarrel betw~en his caretakers at 

times under the influence of alcohol. 
'. , 

Gil (I970) concluded that this seven-factor typology allows prediction and the 

proportional distribution of reports of physically abused chl'ldren under presently existing 

$our.ces of, reporting mechanisms in the 50 states • 

Summary 

• 

From the foregoing review of the iiter·atun~ 'the following points are highlighted: 

• 

• 

Th~re is a paucity of re~earch rela~ed to child abuse and neglect as it impa~ts 
Black community, parents, and their children. 

There are both causati~e and correlational facto~s related to child abuse and 

neglect.' Thus, the definitions of the phenomena may be either individualistic or 

. societal, with the. former being a narrow definition and the latter more . 
comprehensive in scope. 
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• 
From a Black perspective, the broad approach 1s preferable to any that ascribe 

, , I d varlabiesl in recognition of the 
the cause for child abuse to class-re ate 

. 
inCidence of abuse 1n all social strata. 

( 

• h 
hould focus on the entire socio-cultural environ-

Definition of these p enonema s. , 

h' h vides the most comprehensive 
ment, on the total human ecology w IC pro 

multivariate analysis of the problem. 

• 
ChUd abuse cannot be defined without respect to the particular culture in which, 

it occurs. Child rearing practices, lik~ all other socialization process, are 

culture-bound. 

• 
A cross-sectional sample representative of American social class structure 1s a 

, basic methodological consideration in research design. 

{ 
Although the one parent family' is frequently noted to be high risk to child abuse 

studies have subjected this assumption to analysis. A 
• 

and neglect, very few 

should be undertak~n.. to look at adequately functioning one-
concerted effort ' 

• 

parent families and to describe exact~y what goes on. 
. , d 1 t occurs as the result of the 

Intentional or unintentional societal abuse an neg ec 

failure of society to provide means. of support that facilitate families meeting 

- ( basic instrumental needs. 
h resulted in unreliable data on the 

Faulty and biased reporting practices ,ave 

incidence of abuse and n~glect particularly as they relate to minorities and the 
• 

, 't' d the poor 
poor. This is reflected in the overrepresentation of mmon les an • 

. 't Y b stated that child abuse 
In conclusion, on the basis of the reported hterature, I rna e 

d ' m Abuse and neglect are 
and neglect cannot be understood or effectively viewe In a vacuu • , 

the result of multi-dimensional problems, inextricably interrelated 'with other concerns and 

cultural, and ethnic contexts in which 'these occurrences 
issues. The .social, economic, 

, 1 0 search efforts must mirror a 
manifest themselves are as real as the acts themse ves. ur r~ , 

multi-dimensional approach if we are to fully understand child abuse and neglect. 
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3. FINDINGS " 

There were a.. number of interesting preliminary findings that emerged from this study • 

Readers should be cognizant of the fact that this is an exploratory study, one designed to 

generate hypotheses, rather than concrete findings. These so-called "findings," then, should 

be considered with caution, and none should be taken as firm. This section provides a 

statement of the results of the research. It divides the variables considered in~o three 

categories-those related to the impact of psychosocial and ecological factors on the family, 
. 

those related to the social dynamics of the internal life of the family, and those 

representing the interaction between these, namely psychological factors centered around 

the personality development of the study mothers. There is additional comment on the 

effects of agencies. 

It ~s difficult to dra~ cle~r distinctions between these variables; and therefore, these 

categ<>ries must be taken as mainly utilitarian, rather than as having any necessarily 

enduring theoretical significance. However, there is a model implicit in them, one in which 

society influences intra-familial social dynamics. Further, intra-familial social dynamics 

influence psychological factors, which, in turn, affect child abuse or neglect (or the lack 

thereof). There is an additional direct link between societal variables and child abusive 

behavior which is unmediated by the family. thIs model is represented in Figure 1. In 

addition to the relationshIps indicated in this model, there are other feedback effects, in 

which the abused children have an impact on the development of other children, both their 

peers and their own children later in life. Furthermore, the abusing parent may experience 

impacts in other areas of his/her life resulting from having participated in abuse. For 

example, law enforcement authorities may get involved, costing work time and potentially 

damaging the parent's reputation among members of the community; or other children in the 

family may experience deleterious effects to their development, though they may not 

themselves have been direct targets of abuse. An obvious example is the potential impact 

of sexual abuse to an adolescent female on her younger brothers and sisters who may not 

themselves be directly abused. 
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P.sychosocial Ecological Factors \ ! 
i: 
II! The first group of variables to be considered is related to the i~pacts of society on th~f 
/. 

condition and dynamics of the Black family in which child abuse or neglect occurs. The 50- If 

called' "social assets" of both abusing and apparently non-abusing families were assessed II 
through the administration of a Self-Administered Social Assets Scale. Here, as throughout ~ 
the study, the investigators were seeking to identify critical differences between. abusing I 
and non-abusing families. (See Table I.) ! 

Marital status - Non.;.abusing mothers were almost twice as likely to be married, that , 

is never separated, divorced, or widowed. Approximately 34 percent of the abusers were 

divorced, separated, or widowed, compared to only 23 percent of the comparison group. 

Forty-one percent (41 percent) of the abusers were nev~r married, compared to 31 percent of 
. 

the non-abusers. (Additional tables, Table 2 through Table 12B, are presented at the end of 

this section.) 

~ousehold Composition - There were also some differences in household composition. 

SUghtly more than one-half (55 percent) of the . non-abusing mothers lived in families with 

mate and children, compared to only 26 percent of the abusers. Family size was also 

different. Forty percent (40 percent) of the abusers had four or more children, while only 18 

percent of the non-abusers had larger families df four or more children. This' parrallels 

findings of other studies. 

Education:" Non-abusing mothers apparently had more years of formal schooling than 

the abusers, with a majority of the non-abusers completing high school or above and only 41 

percent of the abusers. E~treme care, however, must be taken in the interpretation of this 

·and any other socio-economic status variables because of known underreportage of abuse 

among the affluent • 

·Parents of the mothers - The male parents of the comparison group mothers tended to 

'be living (70 percent), or if not Hving, had died when the respondent was over. 20 years age 

(l~ percent). Of the abusers, only 64 percent had the male parent living, and 11 percent had 

experienced the death of the male parent when they were'more than 20 years of age. For 
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the abusing mothers, the female pareqt had died when they were between 6 and 20 years of . .. 

"age in 1.3 percent of the cases, while the f~male parent had dic:;d in only 8 percent of the 

cases of the non-abusers. Some 70 percent of both groups of mothers felt that their parents 

were proud of them, and the remainder felt either that their fathers spent too little time 

with them or that their mothers sought to exercise undue controls over their lives., There 

was also little difference between abusers and non-abusers on financial problems their 

parents had experienced, with approximately one-half of each group reporting this as part of 

their experience. 

.friends and social group membership - No difference was found between abusing and 

non-abusing mothers in numbers of friends or social group memberships. This represents a 

contrast to earlier work reported in the literature review in Section 2. 

Occupational status - The largest number of comparison group (32 percent) were 

employed in clerical occupations, whereas the largest number of abusing mothers (49 

percent) were homemakers. The second largest proportion of mothers were employed in 

unskilled occupations such as domestics,' waitresses, retail store clerks, and so, with little 

difference between abusing and non-abusing mothers. A very small segment (from .3 percent 

to 6 percent) of each group were employed in professional occupational categories. Overall, 
,. 

occupational status did not substantially differentiate between abusers and non-abusers. 

Employment status - Occupational status is a measure of the social rank assigned to a 
. . 

particular occupational category. Employment status is a measure of whether or not the 

person is presently employed full-time, employed part-time, or unemployed. There were 

substantial differences between. abusers and non-abusers on this variable. Approximately 

. -one-half (47 percent) of the non-abusers, but only 26 percent of the abusers, were employed 

full-time. Abusers were also less likely (5 percent) to be employed part-time than 

comparison group respondents (14 percent). Furthermore, almost six times as man,y abusers 

(12 percent) were unemployed or 'could not work b~cat!5e of a disability, compared to 2 

percent 9f the non-abusers. Interestingly, non-abusing mothers experienced fewer interrup

tions in employment during the prior two years than did abusing mothers. Forty-nine 
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Marital Status 

Education 

School Record 

Household Composition 

.Feelings toward Parents 

Father/Step/Foster Parent 

Mother /Step/F oster Parent 

Parents' Martial Status 

Parents' Money Problems 

Friends 

Social Group Membership 

Job History 

Occupational Status 

Interests Including Work 

Physical Condition 

Childhood Health 

Disabled 

Parents' Health 

Table 1 

Comparison of Mothers" 
Mean Social Assets Scores* 

Nonadjudica ted Adjudicated 

0.4.3 0.74 

1.14 1.62 

1.00 1.07 

1.70 1 • .54 

0.42 0 • .38 

2 • .31 2.99 

1.7.5 2.46 

2.17 2.24 

1.5.5 1.48 

0 • .54 '0.82 

.2.39 2.40 

0 • .53 0.27 

1.2.3 1 • .53 

0.91 0.75 

1.10 0.87 

1.36 1.20 

1.00 1.46 

1.01 0.91 

(N=12l) (N=103) 

'~ Level of 
Significance 

P .01 

P .001 

P .01 

P .001 

P .01 

P .05 

*Scores ranged from +2 to -2 depending on whether or not the particular 
characteristic was an asset or a liability. 
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~rcent (49 perce!lt) of the abusers had experienced such interruptions, while only 26 

'percent of the non-abusers had done so. The non-abusers were also less Ukely to have 

changed positio!1s. This general pattern confirms earlier research. 

Income - There were large differences in income between abusing and non-abusing 

mothers. The annual median family income of abusing mothers was between $4,000 and 

$6,999, while that of the comparison group was between $10,000 and $12,999. This pattern 

was also discovered in other research, as noted in Section 2 above, though it may be the 

result of biased reporting of child abuse or neglect episodes. 

Interests (including work) - The differences between the interests of the two groups, 

including work, were not divergent. Some 40 percent to 50 percent of the mothers had 

several interesting and enjoyable activities as integral parts of their lives. Equivalent 

proportions had either one or more major interests that occupied them from time to time. 

Health - The childhood health of the mothers, their present physical conditions, and 

the health of their parents when study respondents were children were not significantly 

different. Approximately 80 percent of both categories of mothers described their 

childhood health as "good," approximately 15 percent described theirs as "fair," and ·12 

percent or less said their health was poor In childhood. The overwhelming majority of both 

abusing and non-abusing mothers described their' present health as "good/' Respondents 

from both groups reported approximately the same proportions of their parents were in good 

health, with nearly,50 percent of each group reporting-that their parents were rarely in poor 

health, and with 35 percent to 40 percent of each group reporting that their parents were 

never in poor health. ' 

'. 
Disability - Abusing mothers were somewhat more likely (35 percent) to have been 

, disabled than comparison group mothers (27 percent); and of those who had been disabled, 

approxima.tely one-half of the non-abusers and 30 perc~nt of the abusers were disabled for 

periods between two weeks and one month. However, abusers (28 percent) were much more 

llkely to be disabled continuously than non-abusers (9 percent). 

" 
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The abusing family -. In comparison to the non-abusing mothers, abusers were 

unmarried with larger families and apparently less education. They were not comparative 

social recluses, as they had friends and belonged to social groups; and they had the same 

array of occupations as the non-abusers. However, their employments were much more 

likely to be interrupted by disability or other cause, and their income was scarcely one-half 

that of the non-abusing families. Though generally in good health, they were mU,ch more 

likely to be seriously ·disabled. 

Intra-Familial Social Dynamics 

The above pattern represents a substantial amount of external pressure. What, then, 

are the resulting social dynamics inside the abusing family with its substantially lower 

resources? A Family Environment Scale (FES) was incorporated in the instrument, 

comprising 90 true-false and including 10 subscales. Three dimensions of intra-familial 

social dynamics were explored-a relationship dimension, a system maintenance dimension, 

and a' personal growth dimension. 

Relationship dimension - The most important aspects measured by the relationship 

dimension were family cohesion, expressiveness, and conflict--that is, the degree to which 

mothers felt they belonged to and were proud of their families, the extent that open 

expression was encouraged, and the magnitUde of' conflictual interactions. There was no 

difference between abusing and non-abuseing mothers on cohesion, expressiven,ess, or 

conflict. Other, less important, aspects of the relationship dimension reflected no 

significant differences between abusers and non-abusers either. These included intellectual

cultural orientation (concern, interest, and participation in political social intellectual and 
. '" 

cultural activities), active recreational orientation, and moral-religious emphasis. 

System maintenance dimension - The system maintenance dimension of intra-familial 

social dynamics measured family m~agement practices and procedures. Abusers and non

abusers were not different on either the organization (order and organization in structuring 

faf!1ily activities) or control (hierarchical organization, inflexible rules and regulations, and 

autocratic decision making) aspects of this dimension. 
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• Personal growth dimension - Likewise, there were no significant differences between 

abusing and non-abusing mothers on the personal growth dimension. Aspects represented in 

this dimension include independence, achievement orientation, socia-cultural activities, 
, 

intellectual activities, recreational involvement, and ethical growth and development. 

There were no differences on any of the intra-familial social dynamics variables, 

which immediately discredits the stereotype of the abusing home as one in which c,onfusion 

and discord reign supreme, where Httle respect is shown by family members for each other? 

and where slovenly ways predominate. To the contrary, mothers in both kinds of homes 

equally and strongly emphasized ethical and religious values and issues, and were generally 

neat and orderly. Parents form both groups of homes emphasized being on time; duties were 

clearly defined; and money was handled with care. 

Psychological Factors-the Personality Development of Mothers 

A third set of variables was examined in the search for differences between abusing 

and non-abusing mothers. There is much in existing child abuse literature suggesting that 

childhood relationships have an essential impact on the personality development of the 

potential abuser. Such an impact can be characterized as one which is not mediated by the 

abuser's own family consisting of herself, childref" and perhaps a mate. Such an effect can 

also be viewed as societal in that it originates' at a point Qutside the abusing family 

environment that 'is the focus of this study. And, finally, it can be viewed as part of the 

feedback loop in which current familial environments spawn the next generation of parents, 

many of whom may be potential child abusers. The theory implicit 1n this line of 

argumentation is that that abusing mothers had abusing parents who rejected, criticized, 

punished, failed, and/or hurt them-a notion prominent in the literature, as reviewed in 

Section 2 above. As children, the abusing mothers were either the direct objects of these 

behaviors or they observed them being directed at their siblings. These practices then 

became models by which these mothers raised their own chlldren.· 

What the data show regarding this explanation is unclear. On the one hand, parents of 

abusing mothers were reported to be strict without being severe in their disciplinary 
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practices. On the, other, there is no apparent pattern of sharp differences between the 

reported childrearing practices of parents of abusing and non-abusing mothers. Further

more, this ambiguity is compounded by the fact that the data were reports by some persons, 

namely the study mothers, of other persons' behaviors, namely those of their mothers. It 

can be strongly suggested that the study mothers are not W{ely to be the best reporters of 

the chHdrearing practices to which they were subjected. For this reason, this cat~gory of 

variables will have to await further assessment in additional studies in which direct inter

generational data will form the basis for analysis. Only by interviewing both parents and 

their ~rown children will it be possible to get at the phenomena in question. In such studies, 

one of the most important variables will be the differences between the parents' perceptions 

of their chlldrearing practices and the children's perceptions of them. 

Effects of Agencies 

Another difficult aspect of the chlld abuse and neglect phenomenon to fathom in these 

data 'Is that of the effects of public and private institutions on child abuse. What 

institutions promote child abuse directly or indirectly? What institutions attenuate or 

curtail abusive or neglectful behavior? Very little can be said from th~se data concerning 

this. However, it should be noted that there are certain systematic differences between 

abusing and non-abusing mothers on variables attributable to the impact of social institu

tions. For example, the income of abusing mothers was scarcely one-half that of non

abusing mothers, and their employments were more likely to be interrupted. The pressures 

generated on the family by this alone would be substantial, and such' pressure can be 

attributed to the inadequacy of the operation' of U.S. economic and political institutions 

with respect to these persons. It should .be rem~mbered that any such difference may not be 

. real or may be exaggerated by biased reporting. 

Schorr and others make a strong relevant argument in Schorr'S edited volume, Children 

and Decent People (1974). They assert that federal programs for children are poor and 

un~erfunded because they are for the poor. Similarly, it can be suggested that programs 6f 

, all kinds for the poor are ineffectual and underfunded because they are for the poor. And by 
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eJStension, u.s. soc~ety can be said to operate very well for t.he afflue,:,t, and very marginally 

-for the poor, including the Black poor. 

Though these speculations are not derived from the data in this study, they are of 

some interest and should be close to the core of anr furth~r inquiry on child abuse and 

neglect. 

Conclusion 

Mothers in the study who abused or neglected their children were 

• apparently different on societal variables representing the impact of the 

operation of U.S. social institutions on their famllies, though it was possible to , 

discern the direct effects of any specific institutions, and understanding that 

these difference may result from biased reporting of child abuse, and neglect, 

• very similar on the intra-familial social dynamics variables representing what 

takes place in the family, and 

• impossible to clearly judge on the personality development variables that would 

indicate the direct effect of social institutions, unmediated by the family, on 

mothers who were study respondents. 

The policy and practices implications of t~ese preliminary findings are discussed in the 

following section. 
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Marital Status 

Married 

Divorced, separated, 
or widowed 

Never married 

TOTALS 

TabJe 2 

MARITAL STATUS 

Abusers 

26 
(2.5%) 

3.5 
(34%) 

42 
(41%) 

103 
(100%) 

30 

Comparison Group 

.56. 
(46%) 

28 
(31%) 

37 
(31%) 

121 
(100%) 

• 
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Number of Children 
in Family 

One 

2-3 

More than 5 

TOTALS 

Table 3A 

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION: ' 
MATE AND CHILDREN, ETC. 

Abusers • 

22 
(21%) 

39 
(38%) 

23 
(2296) 

19 
(1896) 

103 
(10096) 
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Comparison Group 

39 
(33%) 

57 
(4996) 

) 
I 

I 
t 

f 

14 
(12%) 

j 

1® 7 
( 6%) 

tt 117 
(100%) 

.f . () 

, . . 

Highest Grade Completed 

No grade school 

Some grade school 

Completed grade school 

Some high school 

Completed high school 

SomecoUege 

Completed college 

Other 

TOTALS 

Table 4 

EDUCATION 

Abusers 

. 1 
( 196) 

13 
(13,%) 

10 
(10%) 

36 
(3396) 

29 
(28%) 

6 
(6996) 

7 
(796) 

3 
(396) 

103 
(10096) 

',r 

Comparison Group* 

o 

2 

, 
32 

* 

* 

* 

.* 

• 

*A serious missing data problem rendered these computations very difficult 
to interpret precisely. 
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,f. '. PARENTS OF MOTHERS: 
~ FA THERS, ETC •. • 

Father, Stepfather, or 
Foster Parents 

Abusers Comparison Group 

(: 
." 

Living 64 83 
(64%) (70%) 

Died when I was 6 8 3 
( years old (8%) (2%) 

Died when I was 6 to 9 3 1 
years old (3%) (1%) 

Died when I was 10 to 1.5 6 , 
.years old ( 6%) (4%) 

Died when I was 16 to 20 8 7 
years old (11%) (17%) 

Died when I was over 20 11 20 ( . years old (11%) (17%) 

TOTALS 100 ·119 
(100%) (100%) 

.( . 
Table 'B 

PARENTS OF MOTHERS: 
MOTHERS, ETC. 

1" 

Mother, Stepmother, or , 
Comparison Group Abusers 

Foster Parents 

Living 80 92 :C (79%) (77%) 

Died when I was 6 8 1 
years old (8%) (1%) 

Died when I was 6 to 9 3 2 (. years old (396) (2%) 

Died when I was 10 to 1.5 0 3 
years old ( 0%) (2%) 

( Died when I was 16 to 20 2 4' 
years old (2%) (3%) 

Died when I was over 20 8 18 
years old ( 8%) (18%) 

( TOTALS 101 120 
(100%) (100%) 
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I Ii . 
Friends I!® 

r Many close friends I 

II (J 

' .. 
Some close friends 

I 
Only a few close friends J 

! , 

II 

.. No friends 

TOTALS d 

II 
1"0 j 

f 
II 
'1 
/!-O 

II Social Group II Membership lj 
!j 
I 
qfh 
I" 

Active in one or more j 
" social groups 

If 
Not very active I 

I. 
j(Q; 

I 
No social group 
membership 

I TOTALS 

! fl' ,;i 

(J 

Table 6A 

FRIE~DS 

Abusers 

18 
(18%) 

20 
(19%) 

62 
(60%) 

.'3 . 
(3%) 

103 
(100%) 

Table 6B 

SOCIAL GROUP MEMBERSHIP 

Abusers 

21 
(21%) 

18 
. (18%) 

61 
(61%) 

100 
(10096) 

34 

C,?mparison Group 

23 
(20%) 

. 31 
(26%) 

.so 
Ul%) 

4 
(3%) 

118 
(100%) 

Comparison Group 

24 
(20%) 

. ,24 
(20%) 

70 
('9%) 

118 
(100%) 
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Occupational Status 

Professional, government 

Professional, private 

Manager ial, government 

Operative, goverment 

Operative, private 

Factory labor 

Sales 

Clerical 

Homemaker 

Student 

Security guard 

Service worker 

Other 

Unemplo'yed 

TOTALS 

Table 7 

OCCUPATIONAL STATUS 

Abusers 

2 
(3%) 

0 
(0%) 

1 
(1%) 

1 
( 1%) 

0 
(0%) 

0 
(0%) 

0 
(0%) 

9. 
(12%) 

37 
(49%) 

0 " 
( 0%) 

1 
(1%) 

1 
( 1%) 

16 
(21%) 

. 8 
(10%) 

76 
(100%) 

3.5 

Comparison Group 
.... , 

(.5%) 

1 
(1%) 

0 
(0%) 

3 
(3%) 

1 
(1%) 

1 
(1%) 

1 
, (1%) 

34 
(32%) 

19 
(18%) 

2 
(2%) 

1 
(1%) 

0 
(0%) 

28 
(27%) 

9 
(9%) 

10.5 
(100%) 

Tabl~ 8 

" 
EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

Employment Status Abusers 

Employed full-time 26 
(26%) 

Employed part-time .5 
(.5%) 

School or job training .5 
full-time ( .5%) 

School or job training 3 
(3%) part-time 

Employed and school 6 
(6%) or training 

Unemployed 'and looking 28 
for work (28%) 

11 Unemployed but not 
looking for work (11%) 

Disabled 12 
(12%) 

Other .5 
(.5%) 

TOTALS 101 
(100%) 

" b 
36 

.... 

Comparison Group 

.56 
, (47%) 

17 
(14%) 

4 
( 3%) 

:3 
(2%) 

4 
(3%) 

23 
(19%) 

9 
(8%) 

2 
(2%) 

·2 
(2%) 

120 
(100%) 
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I: ". Table 9 

TOTAL FAMILY INCOME 

It 
:. 

Total Family Income Abusers Comparison Group 

$1000 - 3999 36 21 
C (4096) , (1996) 

\_-: 

$4000 - 6999 19* l' (2196) (1396) 

$7000 - 9999 16 18 
C (1896) (1696) 

$10000 - 12999 6 17* 
(796) U'96) 

$13000 - 15999 8 14 C (996) (1296) 

$16000 - 18999 1 11 
(196) (1096) 

$19000 - 21999 1 12 C (196) (1196) 

$22000 - 27999 0 2 
(096) (296) 

$28000 - 33999 1 2 
(196) (296) 

$34000 - above 3 0 
, (3%) (096) 

C TOTALS 91 112 
(10096) (10096) 

, . 

*Median category 
C 

.' 
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, Table 10 

INTERESTS (INCLUDING WORK) 

Interests (including work) Abusers 

Several major interests, 18 
extremely gratifying (1896) 

A number of m'ajor interests,' 24 
usuaUy enjoyable (2496) 

One major interests, 15 
, usuaUy enjoyable (1596) 

A number of interests 21 
with much shifting (2196) 

Difficult to maintain 
. interest in anything 21 

for an extended time (2196) 

, TOTALS 99 
(10096) 

38 

' ... 

Comparison Group 

l' 
. (1396) 

41 
(3496) 

17 
(1496) 

27 
(2396) 

19 
(1696) 

119 
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,Childhood Health 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

TOTALS 

Table 11A 

CHILDHOOD HEALTH 

Abusers 

76 
(7596) 

ll~ 
(1496) 

0 

12 
(1296) 

102 
(10096) 

Table lIB 

PRESENT PHYSICAL CONDITION 

Present Physical Conditio!'o Abusers 

Usually very good ·40 
(4096) 

Usually good 38 
. (3896) 

Occasionally ill 14 
(14%) 

Almost always ill 8 
(896) 

TOTALS .100 
(10096) 

39 

Comparison Group 

98 
'. (8296). 

19 
(1696) 

3 
(296) 

120 
(10096) 

.. Comparison Group 

57 
(4896) 

49 
(4296) 

10 
(896) 

1 
(1%) 

117 
(10096) 

.' 

Table llC 

HEALTH OF PARENTS 

Health of Parents when Abusers 
Respondents were Children 

Parents always ill 4 
(496) 

Parents frequently ill 12 
(1296) 

Parents rarely il1 46 
(4696) 

Parents never ill \' .... ,..., . 
~~.\\ 

(3996) 

TOTALS 101 
(100%) 

40 

Comparison Group 

3 
(396) 

15 
(1396) 

56 
(4896) 

43 
(37%) 

117 
(10096) . 
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Was Respondent Ever 
Disabled? 

Yes 

No 

TOTALS 

. 
Length of Disability 

Less than one week 

Two weeks to one month 

More than one month 

Continuously 

TOTALS 

Table 12A 

DISABILITY 

Abusers 

34 
(3.5%) 

64 
(6.5%) 

98· 
(100%) 

.. 

Table 12B 

LENGTH OF DISABILITY" 

Abusers 

4 
(13%) 

10 
(31%) 

9 
(28%) 

9 
(28%) 

32 
(100%) 

*Includes only mothers who were disabled. 
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Comparison Group 
'0(' 

. ' 

33 
(27%) 

88 
(73%) 

121 
(100%) 

Comparison Group 

, \I 

.5 
(1.5%) 

17 
(.52%) 

8 
(24%) 

,8 
(9%) 

33 
(100%) 

. 4. POLICY AND PRACTICE IMPLICATIONS 

This section offers some approaches to combatting the i,ncidence of child abuse in 

families throughout America, with emphasis on Blacks and minority families. The intent 

here 1s not to articulate all aspects of policy and practice changes necessary to prevent 

and/or ameliorate the phenomena of child abuse and neglect; rather the purpose is to set the . 
stage for the development and implementation of a comprehensive nation~ family policy • 

Policy 

Service delivery systems for abused and neglected children must necessarily include 

rehab~litative efforts; however, prime consideration should also be given to prevention and 

amelioration, for it is only through preventive measures that many of the etiological factors 

apparently related to abuse and neglect can be adequately addressed. 

This study and others reported in the literature review point to several variables that 

may be related to incidence statistics: 

• faulty or inconsistent reporting 

e inconsistent definitions 

• social class 

• economic status 

• ecological factors (such as employment and family size) 

Unfortunately, this study and others bear witness to the fact that the above variables 

overwhelmingly affect Blacks and other minority fam~lies to a greater degree than other 

ethnic groups, with serious implications for policy formulation and implementation neces

sary to combat this phenomenon in Black communities as well as in other communities 

throughout the country. 

Preventive and ameliorative efforts are most efficacious when couched in national 

policy. It is important to understand the rationale for recommending a comprehensive 

national policy to address child abuse and neglect. It is evident from all we know about 

piecemeal policies that broad policy measures are needed to strongly affect psychosocial 

variables identified in this study, as well as technical and legal aspects of reporting 
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p'ractices and pro~lems inherent in definitional specificity of child abuse and neglect. 

'Furthe~, it is apparent that these factors affect not only Black c~mmunities but many other 

el~..ments of American society. However, it should be noted that they have a more profound 

impact on the Ii ves of Blacks and other minorities than others due to the racist practices 

inherent in American society. 

The findings of this study indicate an overwhelming need for the develop~ent and 

implementation of a comprehensive family policy beyond any policy to address child abuse, 

~d neglect, however broad. The national policy focus adv~cated here compliments present 

'rehabilitative activities, adding the range, breadth, and comprehensiveness necessary to 

comb~t destructive forces operative in the United States sociopolitical system, as it related 

to children, and to Black children in particular. 

In . the past, when policy-makers formulated policies and programs on behalf of 

children, a narrow vision was emp oye • 1 d The characteristics and problems of individual 

famHles were focal points, rather than those social, economic, and political fa~tors which 

impact parents and children of every social level. This approach has had disastrous results 

with respect to child abuse and neglect, now a major national problem •. It is quite apparent 

that a comprehensive national family policy is now imperative to begin to adequately 

£: address this and other facets of the crisis that besets the American family. Such a policy 

would necessarily be characterized by a broader vision than what has traditionally 

charact\~rized fragmented policies in this area. 

t; Th,ere is a need to establish policy objectives in' the following eight areas within the 

context ()f a national'family policy: 

• adequate employment (full and fair employment) ., 
• income maintenance 

• definitive criteria of what constitutes child abuse and neglect 

• child care services 
) 

• national health insurance 

• integrated network of family social services 
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• fosteri.ng child network advocacy groups 

• research aimed at generating knowledge CYi . .interpers,on~l family violence and the 

impact of social systems on child abuse and neglect 

Practice 
.~ 

. The policy suggestions put forth here point to a critical need to acknowledge the 

interplay between society and the individual. Recognition of this critical interplay 

mandates that a two-pronged focus be utilized by those delivering these services-most 

notably social workers. This group of professionals' must be committed to countering the 

increasingly dehumanizing forces of modern society that impinge on the functioning of 

individuals experiencing the stud: 'problem. Furthermore, they must be willing to serve as a 

link between individuals and their environment, by acting as educators. -:'onsultants, brokers, 

and advocates as necessary when negotiating with environmental social and institutional 

systems; to do this adequately, they must be committed to meeting the diverse needs of 

individuals by providing a wide range of services. 

Conclusion 

These policies and practices are part of society based on the claim that our children 

are our "most precious natural resource" (Keniston, 1977, p. 221), and the view that families 

are "the building blocks of our society" (Kenistort, 1977, p. 221). This value stance would 

make our children the nation's highest priority, which is precisely what is needed if we are 

to build a better society for all children and for all adults as well. 
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,: IMPLICATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

There are a number of implications for further research ef!lerging from this study. In 

any exploratory study such implications for the next stage of research are an expected and 

impo~tant part of the outcomes. 

First of all, it is important to note that the scientific work on child abuse and neglect 

is only now entering what is likely to be its most productive phase. For many years the work 

on child abuse and neglect made an implicit assumption that abusive and neglectful . ' 

behaviors did not take place in "good" homes, the ones with higher socioeconomic status and 

stabll.ity. Child abuse was taken to be the province of the poor, and most particularly that 

of the Black and Hispanic poor. The image of the abusing home In the minds of many 

researchers may have been the poor home with much disorder characterized by juvenile 

delinquency, disrespect, and general confusion. Recent research, cited in the literature 

review in Section 2, has shown that c~i1d abuse and neglect take place in every social 

stratum. The underreportage of child abuse and neglect in the middle and upper social 

strata is said, by some researchers, to be the ~esult of the systematic operation of major 

social institutions. For example, physicians and hospitals have vastly underreported child 

abuse among middle and ~pper strata families, and s~cial service agencies and the criminal 

justice authorities are much more likely to discov~r and deal with child abuse cases among 

the poor, as these important public and private organizations are constructed primarily for 

these social elements. This change in the attitudes o~ researchers toward child abuse and 

neglect in. the United States, from one in which these events were assumed to be most 

characteristic cf the dispossessed to one in which abuse is thought to take place in all social 

. strata, is part of a more general shift in the attitudesoi' researchers toward studies of 

interpersonal violence. $tudies and treatment programs on incest, sexual assault, and spouse 

beating are now turning away from concentration on the poor with new, and to some, 

su~prising findings that these event; seem to be distributed throughout the fabric of society. 

Research based on this new assumption will generate a whole new perspective on 

interpersonal violence in the home. 

4' 
o 

4 

• Second, furtl"ler research shotJld, nonetheless, concentrate on the impact of social 

institutions on the family where abuse occurs. The data elicited in this project suggest that 

financial problems may have an impact. on the potential for child abuse. While this may be a 

function of the systematic biases in the reporting of child abuse and neglect, with lower 

income groups being more fully reported than others, there may still be some important 

effects here. This is not necessarily an indictment of the poor family, of whatever 

ethnicity, because financial problems may well plague middle and upper income families 

under stress. In addition, other societal factors may 'impact families throughout the social 

structure in such a way as to raise their potential for child abuse and neglect. 

Third, the matter of personality development must be approached in further research 

in a way that will make it possible to generate some firmer determinat~on of the impact of 

these phenomena. As stated above, it would be best to directly study child abusers and their 

parents' chHdrearing practices, comparing these with practices of non-abusers. Any 

additional studies of the intergenerational personality development type should include a 

consideration of the impact of social institutions on personality development. They should 

also include adequate numbers of middle and upper class abusers and non-abusers, as these 

. personality development studies may be the source of explanations of child abuse across 

sodal strata. 

Fourth, the obvious implication of the third suggestion is that additional studies of 

Black child abuse 'and neglect must include the study of some whites as well. In spite of 

changes in. the elan of research on interpersonal violence, there are probably still many 

researchers who assume that such violence occurs primarily among Blacks and other ethnic 

minorities, especially those who are poor. It would be even better to conduct such reserach 

on a global scale which would include a variety of other cultures. It is intriguing that the 

"six cultures study" (Whiting, 1963) seems to suggest that the ideal-typical American 

household, in which a mother has more or less continuous and complete responsibility for 

re~ring children in substantial isolation, apparently generates more tension than other 

environments where childrearing responsibilities are shared by several adults in various 
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, , ltd' s of child abuse and neglect, imbedded in comprehensive studies 'JI!ays. Cross-natlona s u Ie . 

, d th' interesting theoretical notion. of childrearing practices, would best eluci ate IS , 

. b enlightening to study a variety of child abuse and Finally, a~ always, it would e 

. 'h t xt of programs to prevent and treat neglect prevention and treatment programs 10 t e con e "" 

It is important for policy and social service practice other kinds of interpersonal violence. 

to conduct studies that will inform future policy and practice to enhance their efficacy. It 

efforts could be cast as formative evaluation, that is, would be best if some of these 

evaluation which is at once objective and at the s~me time immediately helpful in the 

improvement of on-going programs. To be sure, other efforts should more broadly consider 

practl'ce options that are currently in effect to ascertain their the major policy and 

And it will be important to use .the results of both types of efforts as comparative efficacy. 

an empir.ical basis for future policy formulation. 
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6. METHODOLOGY 

This section is a brief description of the procedures followed "in conducting this 

. research. Ther~ were many complexities in the work, and the investigators were forced. by 

cIrCUmstances to adapt procedures to meet the real problems and limitations experienced in 

the field. This is typical of all social research, but especially characteristic of explora,:ory 
inquiries. 

Research Design 

The basic research design was a !!.atic-group comparison. This is a design in which a 

group that has experienced a phenomenon is compared with one that has not. Campbell and 

Stanley include this in the category of pre-experimental designs (Campbell and Stanley, 

1963, pp. 12-13). There is a .potential logical flaw in such a design resulting from the fact 

that where differences in the two groups are apparent, they may have been different 

without the occurrence of the phenomenon under study (Campbell and Stanley, p. 12). As a 

result, it is impossible to draw definitive conclusions of a scientific sort from data 

generated in the application of such a design. However, a static-group comparison design is 

entirely appropriate for an initial exploratory inquiry in what is essentially an uncharted 
area. 

The stUdy was comprised of one group of meithers who had been adjudicated as child 

abusers by the judicial system of the District of Columbia, and another of group of apparent 

non-abusers taken from the Black community at large in the District of Columbia. These 

two groups were examined to determine what differences existed between them. ConeJu

sions were then drawn from the discerned differences regarding the factors that may explain 

"child abose in the Black community. The results of the project were some working 

hypothesf", stated as preliminary findings, that can provide the basis for future, more 

rigorous research. This additional research will then provide a developing body of empirical 

theory that will qualify as true scientific results. 
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Sampling Proced~~ 

~e study sampling objectives were to secure a group of approximately 100 randomly 

selected convic,ted child abusing Black mothers and a comparison group of approximately 100 

b The term "apparent" is used to qualify these persons because it was apparent non-a users. 

not felt that the investigators could dearly ascertain that any given mother was not an 

abuser. There is an additional ambiguity regarding the designation of the particular child 

abuser because child abuse cases in the District of Columbia are opened in the name of the 

affected child's mother, whether or not she was the actual abuser. Other studies have shown 

a strong role of fathers and stepfathers in child abuse' and neglect, as' noted in Section 2 

above. 

The 

names of 

judicial authorities of the District of Columbia were contacted to secure the 

known child abusers who had been recently convicted by the city courts, and 

approximately 500 such persons convicted by the District of Columbia Superior Court were 

so identified. A multi-stage effort was then mounted to secure an adequate sample. First, 

a random sample of more than 100 was d.rawn from the confined universe of 500 convicted 

abusers. Because there was not an adequate number of persons in the initial ,sample~ a 

second effort was made, selecting an additional number of persons at random. When this 

also failed to produce the desired number of willin'g respondents, a third stage was initiated 

in which 25 person5 were selected from the 500 convicted abusers by the criteri(;>n of . 
willingness to participate in the st'udY. The result w~s quasi-random sample of 103 Black 

female adjudicated child abusers who were mothers of the abused children. 

For the comparison group of apparent non-abusers, predominantly Black areas of the 

District of Columbia were approximately matched with the group of abusing parents by 

socio-economic status based on Census data. Blocks were selected for sampling on this 

basis. A total c~unt of all dwellings in the selected blocks was then made, and every third 

dwelling w'as selected. An individual was then select~d for interviewing within each of these 

d"{ellings. As with the abusing p~rents, the refusal rate was high, and the random sampling 

procedur~ was again modified to secure enough mothers to meet the sampling objectives by 
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! s~lecting additional mothers by the criterion of willingness to be interviewed. The result 

,was a quasi-random sample of 121 Black female apparent non-abusers who were mothers. 
, 

Instrumentation 

Existing studies in child abuse, and especially on Black child abuse, were reviewed to 

determine questions for indusion in the instument. A lengthy instrument was structured on 

this basis; an? after refinement, it was subjected to a pre-test in which ten (10) persQns were 

randomly selected fr9m the study ~arnples. These persons were administered the question~ 

rlalre on two separate occasions separated by an interval of several days. A reliability 

coefficient of greater than 0.9 resulted, ~aking the correlation between the scores for the 

items in the two test administrations. There were no validity tests conducted. With some 

editing of a few of the items in the questionnaire, a 619-item questionnaire resulted, which 

was subsequently administered to members of the study sample. 

Additional information on this instrument is available from the National Council for 

Black ChHd Development, P.O. Box 28353, Washington, D.C. 20005. 

Data Collection 

A variety of data collection procedures was used in the administration of the 

questionnaire to the study population in the spring of 1978. Some of the questionnaires were 

administered by interviewers with substantial training; others were administered by inter

viewers with somewhat less training; while the reminder were self-administered. This may , 
, , 

have resulted in some biases in the data set, though it should be noted that the patterns in 

the data ~ake good intuitive sense, which may suggest that reliability may not have been 

damaged by the employment of these diverse procedures. 

Data Analysis 

The Self-Administered Social Assets Scale was analyzed to test the hull hypothesis of 

no difference between the social assets of abusers and non-abusers. The scale item values 

ranged from -2 to +2, according to whether the item was considered an asset or liability. 

o Each item's mean value was squared to remove any negative sign and then increased by a 

constant that varied. The test, standard error of the differences between uncorrelated 
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1l1eans, was appUeq to the data, and only those differences that were statist,ically significant 

were indicated as real di~ferences betw~en the study group and the comparison group. 

This comprised the major aspect of the data analysis for those variables reported 
'", 

above. 
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