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A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF ADOPTIVE FAMILIES
 IN METROPOLITAN WINNIPEG
I INTRODUCTION _ |

nThe primary p&?pose of an gdqption ageney is to
find‘the best homes}pcsSible for'the;dhildren entrusted to
its eare.ﬁl_ It is now generally acceptedvthat, for the
great majority of children, there is no better way of_
meeting thei: needs than thrcugh participatien in normal
family 1ife where the child is loved snd accepted. We
believe that because each child's needs vary, an agéﬁéy
shoﬁld have é wide range of potential adoptive parents,
each diiferent from the other and amongst thése one
particuiar family whose perSonalifies and circumstaaceé are
‘such that they can most adequately fulfill the needs of a
particular child. Wwhich family.is fbestd for the child can
only be decided when the full resources of the community,
rather than one small segment of it, are available for
comparison. »This'studyiis concerned with a comparative
analysis of'adeption homes in so far as they are the chief
resource used by'éhild placement agencles in meeting the
 needs of the adoptable children in their care.‘
It is only in recent years that adoption agencies

have developed programs based on sclentific understanding

1. Michaels, Ruth. "Casework Considerations in ,
Rejecting the Adoption Application®#. Adoption Principles
and Services. bp. 14. 5
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‘of children's.neegs.ﬁ In the early days, in Eﬁrope and the _
New World, depéndent childreg were cargd er”mogpiy'by"the |
church. During this period and up to about aldecade ago
great use was made of orphaﬁagés in_caring for them. With
the advent of‘legal_adoptions the early emphasis was placed:
on environmental factors and-ﬁdqppion homes were_selected
on the basis of the family's ability to provide a pleasant
home,.adeéuate space, and”financia14security. The emphasis
was on selecting ﬁhé'”right" child‘for the family, rather
than on selectiﬁg_the hoﬁe for the child which would best
meet its pérticular needs.l

At present, agencies base thelr selection of .
parents for a child mainly on casework understanding of the
families, rather than on physical and environmental factors.
In this selection of homes, while emphasis is placed on the
emotional tone of each home, intellectual, ph&sical and
material factors are considered. Because children can be
offered to so feﬁ families who apply, agencies have a
responsibility for selecting for each child parents whose
ﬁualities{and circumétances are such that the best possible
home is found for each child depending on its needs. An
agency, today, is concerned that the child shall be offered
the opportunity to develop to the limit of its ability.

1. Brown, Florence. "what do We Seek in Adoptive
Parents?® Adoption Prinmeciples and Standards. p. 2.
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& pumber of follow-up studies have been made in the
United States in order to estimate the success or failure
of adoption placements and to point up ways in which
adoption programs can be improvedﬁa- No studies of this
kind, to our knowledge, have ever been publiéized in
Canada, snd it would seem that'little research has ever
been done in this field. The studies made in the United
States emphasized the child aﬁd its adjustment in the honme.
While our study is focused on adoptive families, it should
be kept clearly in mind that we do this only because they
are the chief resources used by adoption agencies in
meeting the needs of the adoptable ¢hildren in their care.

The purposes of this study are: .

1. To enlarge on the knowledge of adoptive parents
in so far sas they-are an integral‘part of the adoption-
process.

2. To examine some aspects of the casework procéss
in the selection of adoption homes.

3. To indicaﬁe some recent trends in the adoption
process. ; |

The term ‘adoption® for purposes of this study
refers to #the act by which a person takes the child of

2. For a summary of some of these studies see, Brooks,
L. M. and R. C. Adventuring in Adoptions. pp. 170-179.

The studies referred to are now out of print. For a recent
follow-up study see, Child Adoption Research Committee, Inc.

A Follow-up Study of Adoptive Families.
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another into his family and assumes the legal obligations
of a-parent“.l By “adoptable‘child" is meant "any child
who has been legally surrendered by his parents and who is
ablé to contribute to and benefit from family 1ifen.?
Adoptions, generally, are of three types: natural adoptions,
where a child is adopted by his pérent, step-parent or
relative; private adoptions, where a family receives a child
from a source other than a recognized childAplacement agency,
- this usually being directly from one of the parents; and
lastly, "open® adopti;nsglwith which we are chiefly

concerned in this thésis, where a family applies to an agency
- for a child and, within limitations, depends on the agency

to choose 2 child for them. Because Mopent adoptions are

the resource‘used bj agencles in the placement of adoptable
children in their care, we have limited ourselves to a study
of this category, exceptfthat in Chapter IV we shall mention
natural and private adoﬁtions briefly.

In order to see whether families seeking to adopt a
child formed a representative cross-éection of all families
in the community, certain factors which were available from
the case records were tabulated and are dealt with in
Chapter II.. These factors included occupation of the adopt-
ing}father, schooling of each parent, income and assets,

religion, racialvorigin, ages at time of application and at

1. Young, H.F.,Y. Dictionary of Soeial Welfare. p. 4.
2. Hallinan, Helen, W. "Who are the Children Available

for Adoption®. Adoption Principles and Services. p. 21.
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‘marriage, and duration of marriage at time of application.
| As indicated in the opening paragraph of ﬁhis
chapter, it was our original intention to examine some of
the personal characteristics of adoptive families. It was'
hoped, for example, that a study of adoption”records would
give information which would enable us to make a prelimin-
ary assessment of such factors»as the personal adjﬁstment
of each of the parents, theirwfelationship to éach other,
their relationship to their own parents.and siblings as an
indication of childhood satisfactions, their attitude
toﬁards childlessness agnd towards infertility, their ability
to accept an adopted child, and their understanding of
chiléren and their needs. These factors are considered
important in assessing the personalities aﬁd potentials of
the parents and the emotional tone of the home which they
offer for a dhild.l However; after close examination of
some 209 files it was found that the information available
to us on these points was not sufficientlj specific to
form the basis of many definite conclusions. This is
elaborated on in Chapter III.
Sources of Data and Method:

The sources of data were the files of the Child

Placement Branch, Winnipeg Office, Division of Public
Welfare, Manitoba. Because of the detailed home studies

and recordings made of interviews it was felt that most of

1. Michaels, Ruth. op. cit. p. 2.



this information would be obtainable directly from the
individual files of each family. For comparative purpoées
the various Dominion census records relative to Metropolitan
Wiﬁnipég and the annual reports of the Division of Public
Welfare were used. From time to fime comparisons will also
be made to some of the findings of a fgllow-up study made
in Chicago by the Child Adoption Research Inc.}rand
published in 1951, |

This thesis cannot hope to be more than a background
study of some modérn adoption methods. It was at first
hoped to examine all open—adopticn files for the years 1948
and 1949 under three categories: a) those families.who
applied in these years;_b) those with whpm children were
placed in the two years;: ¢) those whose files were closed
in these years. However, because the files of those families
who had applied in the two years were in various stages of
being processed, it was decided to eliminate them from this
group and to give all adoption applications since the post-
war years a cursory examination in order to discover some
of the trends in édoption. This is done in_Chapter IvV.
| The advantages of choosing the years 1948 and 1949
for the other two categories of cases, i. e,,.those with
whom children were placed §nd those whose files were closed
in the two years, were that during this time the Division
of Public Welfare had already embarked upon a program based

1. Child Adoption Research Committee, Inc. op. cit.
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- on modern theories of child development,.for‘comparative'
purposes too greaﬁ'a period of time would not be covered,
and these files were readily available. If a further study
is made of adoption placements involving the cases studied
ﬁere, sufficient time will then have elapsed since the
placements were made so that it wiil be possible to judge
their success or failure. _

The reliability of the information will depend on
how the various socizl workers at the agency saw and
recorded the different situations. Any personal bias they
may have had would be reflected particularly in the case-

- work aspects of adoption which are discussed in Chapter III.
It should also be remembered that only open-
adoptions are dealt with in the'fifst three chapters of this

' thesis. While some adoptions are dealt with by the
Children's A1d Societies and the Jewish Agency, except for
isolated cases, these are begun as foéter home placements
and become adoption homés only if the foster families decide
to make the child in their home their own. These would,

therefore, not be classified as open-adoptions.
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II. WHO ARE ADOPTIVE PARENTS?

Introduction , )

| In this chapter we will attempt to examine some of
those pefsonal factors which are commonvto a selected group
of adoptive parents. The aim is to seek out categories
‘which tend to desdribe these families so that a comparison
can be made between them and the generai'population. A
total of 209 open-application files of the Division of
Public Welfare, Maniﬁoba, were selected. Of this number,
seventy files were for homes used for placements during
1948 and fifty-seven during 1949 and fifty-three were for
'adoptive applicants whose files were closed during 1948 and
twenty-nine during 1949.

The total number of files reviewed served to cover
all open-adoption applicants with whom children were placed
by the Winnipeg Office, Division of Public Welfare,
Manitoba, with the exception of nineteen cases. Not
-examined in this category were the files of five families
in 1948 and four in 1949 who moved out of Metropolitan
'Winnipeg after a child was placed and information was there-
fore incomplete. Not considered also were the files of four
families in each year who obtained a child privately after
having submitted open applications, and the files of two |
families in 1948 where it was found necessary for the agency
to remove the child from the home after initial placeﬁent.

. In examining the files which were closed in the two

years, it was often found impossible to distinguish thosé



files which weré rejected from those withdrawn by the
applicants. We have, therefore, included withdrawn and
rejected applications under the ongﬁg@i@ngiﬁ&?wﬁlnﬁﬁa"jin
this chapter. A furﬁher reference»is made to these files
in Chapter III, where some casework aspects of the adoption
process are examined; |

For the two categories a) parents with whom
children were placed in the above years, and"b) those whose

lwas drawn up

files were closed in this period, a schedule
setting forth definitive and measurable ﬁualities of the
adoptive parents. It 13»proposed‘ta‘dea1 with these
Qualities in the order in which théy appear in schedule

form.

A - _age of adoptive Parents at Time of application

The age of adoptive parents at the time of
application is set forth in Table 1. It will be seen that,
for families with whonm children were placed, there is only
:one parent in the age group 45 -~ 49 years and for this
category, none older than this. With the closed cases
| thefe are thirteen cases in which a parent is forty-five
years‘of age or older. It will also be seen that there are
rélatively few parents over forty years oif age. The small
number of older adopti#é‘parents is explained by the fact
that the agency has a flexible rule which makes forty years

the maximum age of prospective adoptive parents unless an

1. "This is attached as Appendix maw,
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TABLE 1
AGE OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS AT APPLICATION
'~ Families With  Families Whose
Whom Children Files Were Closed
Were Plaeced Witheut Placement
1948 1949 1948 1949
AF AN AF AM IF¥ W IF A
Under 20 years.. 0 ©0 © O .0 06 o0 o
20-24 " ,.,.0 0 0 3 1 3 o0 1
25 -29 " ....6 13 5 10 8 12 5 8
30 - 34 * ....23 28 20 20 10 17 8 8
35 -39 " ...30 24 26 2L 16 16 9 9
40 -44 ® ,..10 5 6 3 10 2 3 1
45-49 " ... 1 0 0 O 5 2 3 0
50-5¢ " ... 0 0 0 O 1 1 0 o
55 -5 " ... 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 o
60-64 " ... 0 0 0 0 1 0 o o0
Not Stated ... 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
oIS - 70 70 57 87 5B 5B 29 29
Mean Age (years)zs 3 35.1 36.6  34.5

83.4 33.1 32.9 31.1

older child is applied for. It can be understood that if an
infant were placed with a couple beyond the age of forty years
~ they would be well advanced in yeara when the child has
reached adolescence and would prebahly be less capable of

dealing with one of the most difficult perieds of its life.

1. These abbreviations are used throughout for “adaptive
father® and "adoptive mother". .
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Itlwill be noted that ﬁhere are proportionately
fewer parents under 25 years of age amongst families with
whom children were placed than for closed cases and that for
1948 for approved homes there were no parents under this age.
It would be expected that some fime‘woﬁld elapse after
marriage befqre these parents realize_they are unable to
‘have children of their own. Then too, parents with whom chil-
dren are placed are expected to be relatively mature and well
settled, which would also explain why there were fewer
families in the former category than with the closed cases.
The recordings indicated that those parents under 25 years
of age with whbm a child was placed were reiatively mature
and,reasénably well settled. |

For the adoptive fathers the mode in 2ll cases is in
the age group 35 - 39 years; for the mothers it is in this
age group in two cases and 30 - 34 years in the othér two
cases. This would perhaps indicate that these families have
achieved economic security and feel that this is their best
time to adopt a child. |

B - Age of Adoptive Parents at Time of Marriage

By subtracting the mean duration of marriage from the
mean age at time of application, an estimate of the mean age
at time of marriage was obtained. The result is shown in
Table 2.

While the mean age at marriage of adoptive parents
would seem to be above that of the general population, the

significance is difficult to assess because it was not
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TABLE 2
AGE OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS AT MARRIAGE

Fam;lies With Fammlles Whose
Whom Children Files Were Closed
Were Placed Without Placement

1948 1949 1948 1949

Mbam Age at ;
Application "~ 35.5 33.4 35.1 33.1 36 6 32 9 34.5 3l.1 years

Mean Bnratien 7.8 7.8 7.6 7.6 7.8 7.8 8.3 8.3 *®
of Marriage u C ‘ -

AGEAAEXMRG. =~ 27.7 25.6 27.7 25.5 28.8 25.1 26.8 22.8 "

possible to obtaim from the Dominion Bureau of Statistics a
figure comparable to this. Eany of these ecouples were

marrie@ in the late depression years when marriages were often
postponed, or in the early war years when the tendeney was to
marry young. It is'interesting to note the close relationship

between the mean ages at marriage for the two years.,

¢ - Duration of Mhrr;gge at Time of Application

' Table 3 shows that the mean duration of marriage at

time ef application was 7.8 years for both eategorles in 1948
and 7.6 and 8.3 years respectively for those with whom a c¢hild
was placed and those whose files were closed in 1949. ‘Phe
fact that these people have been married for this length of
time might serve to indicate that they have tried to have
c¢hildren of their own and have struggled with the problem of
;nﬁertility bgie:e_gpplyimg for a child. fThis ig born out by

the reeérded material.

1., Field Notes.
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TABLE 3

DURATION OF MARRIAGE AT TIME OF APPLIQ&TIGN

Nﬁmber of
Families With
Whom Children
-Were Placed

‘Number of

Families Whose

‘Files Were Closed

Without Placement

.- 1948 1949 1948

: 1949
Under 1 year ... 0 0 0 | 0
1 %o 3 years ... Tg- 7 u6 2
4t06 * ...20 16 15 8
7t09. % ...24 18 11 10
10 to12* ...1l2 12 9 2
13 40 16 % ... 7 2 7 5
16 to 18 * ... 1 2 0 1
Over 18 " PP ¢ 0 0 0
‘Not Stated ... O 5 a
. moms - 70 57 58 29
meén P Y - ?.6} 7.8

8.3 years

| In the Chlcago Study 1t was found that those whe were
marrlea the longest proved to be the most successful adeptlve
parenta.l Thirty-six per cent of the most successful placements
were made with parents who were married thirteen to eighteen
yeais at tiﬁe of application. Forty per cent of ali parents in
the Chicago Study were in this age group; with the families
studied heré{cnly 8 per cent were in this age range. |

1. Child Adoption Research Cemmittee, Ine.

@,E. Git.
pp. 20 ~ 22. o
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' According.to the Manitoba Child welfare act it is
necessary to place a child with parents whose religion is
in accord with the preference'of the natural parent. This
makes religion an important factor to be considered in
adoptions. Table 4 giVes the religion of the parents in
both categories of cases, and that of the population of
Metropolitan Winnipeg, together with percentages of the
total. It should be noted that in this table the total
number of adoptive parents is taken in each classification
rather than the division of “adopting father“ and "adopting
mother?, “ ‘ |

It is noted that the percentage for Roman Catholics,

Greek Catholics and Greek Orthodox religions is below what
would be expected by comparisbn to the percentage of each
religion for Metropolitan Winnipeg. The shortage of adopt-
ive parents of these religions is a chronic problem faced
by all pohild welfare agencies. The reasons for their
scarcity are not known and could well form the basis of a
further study. -

~ The median income of Roman Catholic families with
whom children were placed was $2,4Q0., and for those whose
files were closed this was 3352,200f While no attempt will be
made to analyze this further, itris noted that Roman
Catholics are in a lower income group than one would expect
by comparison with the figures on income for all adoptive

parents.
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TABLE 4
,Beligion of Adoptive Parents Compared With the Religions of
the Population of Metropolitan Winnipeg (1951 Census)l

 Families Whose
Families With Files Were Clesed Population

_ Whom Children I Wirthdut s - 7 Metropolitan
Religion - Were Placed _ Placement Winnipeg
‘ 1948 1949 1948 @ 1949 __1951
-No. Per- Per-. . 'Per- Per- . . -
____cent.Ne. cent No. cent No. cent _No. Percent
Baptist 47 3 o 2 6,382 .
T (0w (39  (2)
Church of . ,
England 20 14 18 1B 64,925
in Canada (28%)  (12%) (17%) - (20%) (18%)
Greek 0 1 o 0 J 8,042
Orthodox  (0%) (1% (o) (0% (2%)
Jewish 8 8 8 0o 18,514 )
- (e%) (7%) (7%)  (0%) | (5%)
Lutheran 4 R ) 3 4 20,531 _
: (3%) (4%) (=% . (%) : (6%)
Mennonite 4 6 0° - 4 N 5,751 ,
(3%) (0%) (0%) (7%) (2%)
Presby- 0 O I - 0 19,475
terian (0%) (o)  (2%) _ (0% | (5%)
Roman 12 14 9 6 71,015
Catholic (%) (128 (8%) (10%) (20%)
Ukrainian '
(Greek) © 1 0 0 26,855 B
Catholic (0%) (1%) (0%) (0%) . (8%)
United - .
‘Church 58 58 44 1z 98,468
of Canada  (41%) (51%) (41%) (20%) (28%)
. Others
and not 10 10 22 18 -~ 14,111
Specified  (7%4)___ (9%) . (217) P ¢:25)) | (42)
140 114 58 854,069
1. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Population and
Housing Characteristics by Cen Tracts, Winnipeg,

1951 Census. Bulletin CT."B. 7
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It is also noted that in_three cases out of four the
percentagés‘of members of the United Chﬁrch are considerably
higher than would be expected from a study of the figures
given for the total_population. The same is true for people
‘of the Jewish faith snd when the number who are still on the
'waiting list are considered; applicants from this group can
be seen to form a proportionately larger group than would be
expected. At least one reason for this}is that there are
few children born out of wedlock to Jewish parents and it is
customary for members of the Hebreﬁ faith'to care for any
illegitimate children born to fellow-members. These children
are, therefore, frequeﬁtly not placed on the rolks of public
welfare agencles. It is not known why there are so few
Presbyterians, who constitute 5 percent of the pépulation of
Metropolitan Winnipeg, amongst adopting parents.

E - RACTAL ORIGIN OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS

Because in choosing parents for a chiid an attempt
is usually made to match the racial origin of the parenfs
with that of the child, this is a significant factor in
adoptions.
| From Table S it is noted that the percentage of
adoptive parents‘of British racial orlgin exceeds what one
would expect from an examination of the figures for
Metropolitan Winnipeg. This is also true of the Jewish
people in three cases out of four in the table and for the
Scandinavian people with whom children were placed in 1949.

Excepting these groups all parents of the other racial origins



TABLE 5

Racial Origin of Adoptive Parents Compared With The Racizal
Origins of the Population of MetrOpolitan Winnlpeg

’ Families Whose 4
- Families With Files Were Closed Population

Racial Whom Children Withéubs Lo Metropolitan
Originl : Were Placed '  Placement '~ Winnipeg -
Te4s 1949 . 1948 - 1945 1951 -
. Per- Per- Per- = Per- . Per-
Nc. cent No. cent No. cent No: cent No. cent
British 108 78 ™M 42 183,529
Isles (77%)  (68%) (78%) (72%) - (52%)
Fremch 4 3 " 6 o 26,668
3% (29 ©H  (oF) NG
- German 6 8 2 2 24,499
| (4%) (4%) (2%) (3%) | (7%)
Ttalian O 1 o o0 2,455 |
| o® (1% (%)  (0%) (1%)
Jewish "o 8 8 o 18,096
S () (7 (o) (59
Nether- 5 2 2 B 2 7,494
lands 4 9 (2h) Q= (28
Polish 5 2 1 0 ) 17,637
(4%) (1%) - (1% (0%) (5%)
Russian 1 3 0 0o 2,788 ‘
(1%) (2%) (0%) (0%) (1%)
Scandina~- 3 7 3 2 18,341
vian® (2%) (6%) (3%) (3%) (4%)
Ukrainian 1 = 4 i 2 41,437
(1%) | (3%) (1%) (3%) (12%)
Other 0 0o o 1 10,160
European  (0%)  (0%) (o) (2%) (3%)
Bsiatic O = 0 0 o 2,131 ,
© (0%) (0%) - (o%) (0%) (1%)
Others snd 0 .~ 0 6 2 3,834
Not Stated _ (0%) ___ (o) __ (%) __ (=% _______ (@1%)
TOTALS: 140 114 106 88 354,069
1. Traced through father.
2. Includes English, Irish, Scottish and Welsh.
B. Includes Danish, Icelandic, Norwegian and Swedish.

4, Dominion Bnreau of 8tatistics. loc. cit.
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are repfesented to a lesser degree than would be expected.
Because Table 5 shows those groups which are being

missed or are not proportionately represented amdngst

adoptive parents, it might warrant further exploration by

the Division. |

F_- FACTORS EFFECTING SOCIAL STATUS

Under this section lncome, assets, schooling,
occupation and housing characteristics'were considered
because these were measurable gualities and because the
files were'relatively compiéte on these points.

1. Income: The average yearly income of the two categories
of adoptive families is tabulated‘in Table 6. It is noted
that the median income of all familles studied is consider-
ably above the median income for family head wage earners
in Metropolitan Winnipeg for 1951. Only seventeen percent
of those families with whom a child was placed in 1948, and
sixteen percent of thosé'in 1949, had an income below the
median for famlly head wage earners in Metropolitan Winnipeg.
For those families whose files wére'closed prévious to
adoptibn; forty-seven peréent in 1949 and twenty-nine per-
cent in 1949 had incomes below the median figure for
Metropolitan Winnipeg. | l>

The table would seem to indicate that famllies who
‘apply for adoption are a select group of the general
population.

2. Life'lnsuranceé- The amount of life insurance carried by

adoptive parents is shown in Table 7. It was not possible to
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AVERAGE YEARLY TNCOME OF ADOPTIVE FAMILIES

Number ef ~ Number of
Families With Pamilies Whose
Whom Childrea  Files Were Closed

Were Placed  Without Placement
| 198 1949 1m8 1949
énaer $1,000. ..... 0 0 0 0
$1,000. - $1,999. -9 4 15 4
$2,000. - $2,999. 26 2% 13 12
$3,000, - $3,999. 18 14 10 2
$4,000. - $4,999. 9 6 4 4
$5,000. - $5,999. 2 5 3 1
$6,000. - $6,999. 1 1 0 0
$7,000. =~ $7,999. 1 0 0 1
$8,000. - $8,999. 2 1 0 0
$9,000. - $9,999. © R 0
$10,000.~ $10,999. 1 2 0 0
$11,000.- and over 1 - 1 0 0
| ($25,000.)($16,000.)

Not Stated e o s 5
TOTALS - 70 57 5B 29

Median $3,028. $3,143. §$2,615. $2,708.

Median - Male wege earners, Eﬁtrapolitan Wimiipeg,
1951 Census - $2,226.

Median - Family Head wage earners, Metropolitan Winnipeg,

1951 Census - ,2'569' —

quote comparative figures for Metrepolitan Winnipeg. The

annual report of the Superintendent of Insurance for the



Number of Families
Number of Families Whose Files Were
With Whom Children Closed Without

liere Placed > Placement

No Insurance.....;.......; 1 2 S 1
$1. -under $ 4,600;.;.
$4000. - ® 8,000....17 12 13 5
$8,000. - "  12,000....10 8 2 2
12,000, - #  16,000.... 4 6 4 3
16,000. - ®  20,000.... 5 3 2 2
20,000, - ® 24,000.... 2 2 0 0
24,000, - ® 28,doo.... 1 1 1 1
OVer $28,000. . .ceeennnees 2 0 2 0
Unstated...,;......;3.....42 ;_g _8 ;§

TOTAL: 70 §z_ §§ 29

Medlan (computed from : - .
ungrouped data)...... $6,083. §5,338. $5,600. $5,333.

Province of Manitobalgives the number of policies and the

total amount of 1life insurance in force in all Manitoba but
the aﬁnunt‘in force in Metfopolitan Winnipeg 1s not stated.
3.

_Number of Years of Schooling of Adoptive Parents:
In order to arrive at a rating scale for education,

the number of years of schooling was used as a gauge, each

1. Provinee of Manitoba - Report of the Superintendent
of Tnsurance 1948 and 1949
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parent being credited with an additional year of educational
training for every year of schooling'beyond high school
whether this was university, business, vocational or
occupational training. The results are‘éhoWn in Table 8.

It is difficult to compare fhe mean grades of
education for these families as compared with those of |
Metropolitan Winnipeg. However, from the-1951 Census recordl'
the percentages of the population not attending school in the
- different educational levels was computed and included in
Table 8. It will bg seen that the educational level of both
categories of adoptive parents was considerably higher than
that of the general population and that the educational level
of those families with whom children were placed was higher
than that of the families whose files had been closed. It
can be inferred from this that the person who applies for
adoption is himself in a select group of the popﬁlation so
far as educational attainment is concerned and that some
emphasis is placed on‘edﬁcation in selecting pafents. In the
~ Chicago study, 55 percent of the parents studied had gone
beyond high school; in our study this was 23 percent for
families with whom children were placed and 14 percent for
families whose files had been closed.

It appears that education is a factor which affects
the agency's choice of adqptive parents even though its

importance may not be consclously realized by the worker.

1. Dominion Bureau of Ststisties. loc. ecit.



TABLE 8

Number of Years of Schooling of AdOptive Parents
pulat £+ Met: .

o schooling
= 4 years
- 8 years
| --12 years

3T years

«-nd over
ot stated
TQOTALS:

Means

Number of

Popula-~
Number of Parents Whose tion of
Parents With Files Were Metro-
Whom Children Closeﬁ:ﬂ”tﬁéntf politan
Were Placed = % Fhagementc: . % Winnipeg %
1948 1949 1948 1949 1951
AF. M AF AM AF A AF AM
o o o0 0 _ 0 0 0 0 14,667
| - (o%) (0%) (5%)
1 0 o 1 1 1 1 1  16,59%
. (1%) | (5%) (6%)
13 14 6 3 7 10 1 1 83,981 .
| (15%) (22%) (32%)
%8 35 41 % - 22 24 3 2 - 128,497
(61%) (59%) (48%)
16 20 9 12 7 35 1 1 21,068
(23%) (14%) (9%)
2 1 1 .2 e 15 28 24 R
0 7 57 57 53 53 2 29 264,809
11.0 11.1 11.1 11.1 10.4 10.1 9.5 9.8

importance which soclety places on educatlon.

The worker, as a part of society, reflects the

Then, too, the

educated parent may give a better impression by covering up

unfavorable character tralts and by the ability to carry on a

sophisticated conversation.

It is often thought that educated parents have a

better understanding of the emotional needs of children. The

fact that in five of the six unsuccessful placements” in the



e BB ae

Chicago studylthe father had had college or professional
training would seem to indicate that the amount of education
is not by itself an inde®- of successful parenthood. Because
in our study we can give only a cursory examinétion to the
various data, this would be an area which could warrant

- further studj.

4.~ Decupatisns:

In order to indicate the status which accompanies a
particular occupation, a rating sca162~was adopted and the
occupation of each adoptive fqther4was‘cla331fied according
to this scale. The tabulated results are shown in Table 9,
the Group 1 indicating the top of the soclal scale, and Group
7 those whose occupation 1is assumed to have the least soclal
prestige. The fact that the mode for families with whom
children were placed is in Group 2, according to the scale,
would“again seem to indicate that‘adoptive parents are in a
- select group of the population. It 1is noted that the mode

for those familles whose}files were closed is in Group 4.

a) Tige of Housing: Because children are often a
handicap to a family in obtaining housing, it would be
expected that a-high percentage of ali childless couples would
be occupying apartments and flats. It is noted, however, that

1. Child Adoption Research Committee Inc. op.cit. pp. 21
2. Warner,W.L., Meeker,M., and Eels,K. Socilal Class in

America, pp. 140 - 141. A copy of this is attached as
Appendix "BY, ,
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RABLE 9

Occupations of Adoptive Parents Rated
According te Accoempanying Social Status

| " Number of Families = Number of Families
Status with Whem Children Whose Files were Closed

Group = Were Placed ‘Without Plecement
1948 1949 1948 1949
Group 1 ....... 4 ..;;. 2 teiiirennees B eeei B
BB s BT veee 28 teieennnnnne & vee 4
B B iiees 20 veee 14 teriienennadd0 oull B
"4 iiiee. 1l vee. B eeiieee.... 14 ..., 8
T B tiveees & veen B oaveeneenn.. 12 Li.. 4
" g coeesee B ceee B tesieeccees B e B
B veeiiied veee 0 teernnennes 2 auni 1
) 0 57 85 27

for both gategoriea of adoptive parents, the majority eof
whom are childless, the percentages livimg in apartmentS'@r
'flgts are lower than one would expect by eemparisen‘with the
figures for Metrepolitaaninnipeg.

Housing, as a factor to be considered in eadoptions,
is impeitant ingsefar as a child requires an environment which
is not toe restrictive. The fact ﬁhat adoption applicants
live in an apartment or flat is sometimes weighted negatively

or this account. The figures on housing are givern in Table 10.

b) ‘quupanqii Table 11 shows the nnmber'ef,owner-
eeeupie& and renter-oceupied dwellings for both categories
‘of adoptivé parents as compared with the figures for
Metropolitan Winnipeg. The pereentages, in braekéta, are

based on stated cases.



-25-

TABLE 10

Type of Housing of Adoptive Families Compared
With Population of Metropelitan Winnipeg

o Number of - Number -

Number of Families Whose Pepulation

Families With Files Were Closed of

Whem Children Witheut Mhtrepalitan

_Were Placed Placement . _Winnipeg

) 1948 1949 1948 1949 1951

Single ~ 2 o0
Detached 55 43 36 18 62,995 -
A (79%)" (715%)  (73%) (72%) | (68%) -
Apartments 15 14 1 ¢ 30,220
and Flats (21%)  (25%) . (27%) - (28%) - (324)
Not Stated O 0 4 4 o
Total -~ 70 57 53 29 93,215

e A1l pereentages are based on stated cases.

TABLE 11

 Type of Occupamey of Dwellings of Adoptive Families
Compared With Population of Metrepolitan Winnipeg

. ‘ Number of Number -
Number of , Families Whose Population
Families With Files Were et
Whem a Child Closed Without Metropeljitan
Was Placed _Placement - Winmipeg*
1948 1949 1948 1949 1951
Owner
Oecupied 50 38 - 29 15 - 58,770
(ng)  (es%) (69%)  (e0%) (61%)
Renter “ B o : : - | '
- Oecupied 20 18 " 20 10 37,185
- (29% (32%) (41%) (40%) (894)
' Not Statet —gﬁ _ _£” o ;ﬁ’ , '_i- , o ;
- Total 57 3 29 95,958
1. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. op. eit. p. 10.

2e Eaminian Bureau cf‘étatisties. loe. eit.



¢) Number of Rooms per dwelling and Persons per
Room For Adoptive Families: . :

Table 12 shows the numbér of rooms occupleg by
adoptive famllies and the mean number of persons per roomn.
Because thé census tablelgave only mean amounts, a compara-
tive figure is not included in the body of the table.

TABLE 12

Number of Rooms Per Dwelling and Persons

: o Number of
Number of Famllies Whose
Families wWith Files Were
Whom Children - Closed Wrthdut: !
Were Placed aReRERE "

1948 1949 1948 1049

One I'OOIB........'.'... O.oon-o Oooo-ooo.--ooo l...l!. 0
TWO'roomS.'....l.l. 2'....0 l'.....,..'.‘.‘ 4.0'0,.0 l
Three rooms. LR R BN BR AR N J 14. A. LR O 4 8. s & & & 5 8 00Ot 0 7. . % s 8 5
| Four' rooms. [ B BE BN BN B B J 150 s o 08P 220;.‘.0 . e @ .IGOO L ] ls. > o ¢ @0 7
Five rooms. ® 3 S s e 140 . 8 e .V 9" * . *® & 05 8 0 o 80 100 L B ) 6
Six rooms......-.... 16000000 7.0..0‘...‘0..' 9...... 5
Seven rooms. L N O B BN 3N 4 50 2 8 000 6. s & 0 & 080 880 00 5. s 6 & 0@ 1
Eight roomSC ® 8 % & 00 50 -« & 508 2. e s &0 0 00 ' .‘l L ] 10 [ 2R 2R BN BN J 0
Nine rooms....‘.... l.'l.‘l. OC.'..‘Q...O.'. 0'..0'. O
Not stated. ® & 0" 000 ﬁl a e e s _20 * ® s 00 l "8 &0 0@ _§. L2 B BN BN ) _é:.
10 57 53 29
Mean rooms per - : .
dwelling A 4.8 4.7 4.5 4.5
Mean for Metro-~
politan Winnipeg - 4.8
Mean persons per room .5 5 D .5

Mean persons per room Metropolitan Winnipeg - .8

1. Dominion Bureau of Statistlies. loc. cit.



The average adoptive parents, for the families with
- whom children were placed, had been married for 7.7 yeafs at
the time they applied for adoption. The‘age at marriage of
the father was 27.8 years and of the mother 25.5 years.f~At
the time they applied, the father was 55;5 years and his
wife 35.2 years. They had had 11 years of schooling and
the family income was just over $3,000. annuéliy;A The .
father's occupation carried above average status.‘_The
average home had_é.? rooms and thére were .5 persons per
room and the chances are that this was a single detached
dwelling. The composite picture showed that they were in a
select group of the population so far as the factors studied
are concerned.

'For those families Whése files were closed previous
to placement, the average parents'had been married for 8
&ears at the time they applied for adoption. 'The age wifen
&mﬁﬂm&ﬁgg ofvthe father was 36.3 years and of the mothér,
3.4 years, both being slightly older thénvthQSe pareﬁts who
received children. The father had had 10.3 years 6f school-
ing and the mother 9.7 years. The husband's occupation was
one that had about average status. The average home was
probably a single detached dwelling with 4.5 rooms and there
were.5 persons per room. Their annual income was.$2,640.
The composite picture of these families showed that, while‘
on these factors they did not measure up to those families

with whom children were placed, they, too, were in a select



f?ﬁgup of the population, . . AP | 1’A Lo

- Iﬁ the second chapter it was also shown that members of the United
Chnrch and Hebrews formed‘g prbportionately larger group of adoptive
parents than would be expegted, wh;le Iresbytsrians were almost entirely
' missing, and Romasn Catholics and Greek Catholics were represenfed to a
lesser exten# than would be expected.

An exasmination of the stated'racial origins of these families

showed ﬁhat_those of British and Hebrew eit:actien were proportionately 7
ever—represgnted. To a lesser ex%ent this was also true of Scandinavians.

All other racial groups were proportionately under-represented.
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III. AN EXAMINATION OF SOME PERSONAL um INTERPERSONAL FACTORS
" WHICH ARE GONSIDERED IMPORTANT IN EVALUATING ADOPTION HOMES
Introduction - ~ " |
| "The success of an adoptien.placemént primarily depends
on an intelligent initial study of the home and the careful
selection of & particular home for a particular chilA.ﬂl
In the adoption setting, casework is focused om f
obtaining:a therough understanding of prospective adoptive
parents basedten sound diagnestie thinking. The essence of
the ageney's role lies in being able to predict the kind of
parents‘thé applicamts ﬁill}be gso that an assessmeﬁt can be
made ef.thsir ability to meet the needs of a pgrtieular child.
As was mentioned in Chapter I, the factors which
may‘bé considered of greatest 1mpértanee in assessing the
héme are: the-peréenal adjustment of the prospective parents;
their relationship to each other; their relatiomship to their
own parents and siblings as an indication of childhood satis-
‘factions; their deeper as wéll as their expressed motives in
seeking a child; their reason for not having & child of their
own; their attitude towards childlessmess and infertility;
their ability to accept am adepted child, and their under-
standing of children and their needa.z Naturally these are

1. Griffiths, Margaret. Essentials in Adoption Service. p.l15.

2. Brown, Florence, G. loc. eit.



not independent factors but in examining the records these
were the factors we sought information on. Tablel3 shows
the number of interviews before approval with those families
with wh@m,childfen were placed in the two years. This
includes the initial interview in which the'praspeétive
parents are helped to decide if they want to go ahead with',
adoption. |
Table 13

Number of Interviews Before Approval for Families with whom
‘Children were placed in the years 1948 and 1949.

Number of Interviews . Number of Families
— . , i,,s..v,,.,...lﬁég

’ l Int ewiew. ® 0 & 5 9 9 6 0 O O OO SO OO NP S BB S OS e e e | 3 ® & S & 8 4 00 00 | 2
2 Interviews 28 28
3 - " ® & & 0 06 8 5 00 88 6O 0SSO e O OE OGO O S se ‘. LN ] 2 * ¢ 5 ¢ 00 800 1&'
by "o, 11 10
5 " ® @ O & 0 0 00 0P PO EN SO SOOES . ’ LB BN BN BN BN NE NN N 2 L" ® 9 5 5 950 60 00 3
6 n 3 0
7 " ® O B 5 8 9 6 B OO OSSP OR SO OGO LS e s s ® & & ¢ 5 00 0O
g n i
57

In each case where only one interview was held
previeus't@ approval, the parents had already adopted a child
and were known to the Departmemt; The same is:true of eleven
cases in 1948 and eight in 1949 where only twe intérviews
were held. It can be seen from the above that the majority
of homes are'appr@ved after only twe.erﬁthree interviewsf
Within this time the worker would normally be expected to
establish a meaningful relatiomship with the parents and to
Judge their suitability as adoptive parents an@ the type of
child their home would be suited to. Even though the worker |
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in each case has a medical certificate for each parent and
references from five peeple; of whom two are usually seen‘
personally, it would seem difficult to get a th@rougﬁ under-
sﬁanding of the adoptive parénts in this time.

It should be pointed out that all cases are
cenferenéed'by the adOptien workers and supervisors before}
a partiéular home is proposed for a child. Many of the
- factors mentioned in paragraph two involﬁe intangible
qualities of personality which beeomg more clearly understood
in the discussiéns between the worker and supervisor but are
subsequently not always recorded. It is often difficult to
get clieﬁts to talk free;y about these factors and frequently
conclusions can only be drawn indirectly from what they have
said.

While the recordings on the above points were not
- sufficiently specific to form the basis of many definite
conclusions, we shall deal with them in the order in which
they appear above and, becaﬁse the first two seem so closely
related, they are discussed under the one heading.

A. Personal édjustments and Relationship of Adoptive
Parents te each other

One author has said:

"The spontaneous discussion of present family relation-
ships, especially catching their emotional tones, is the
springboard to the principal substance of the home study.
After all, the crux of the matter is to select normal
families - those in which the basic gratifications have been
met in the areas of love and achievement. Normality
means that these people have made reasonably satisfactory
adjustments to the everyday demands of life. They can hold
a job, make and keep friends, marry and enjoy love, and



‘meet the common strains and stresses of life.nd
Generally, the reeerdingsueensisted,ef information

under various headings from the home-study outline followed
by a recording of the general discussion between worker and
adoptive parents and the worker's impressions of this. |
While there is a heading "Personal Adjustments", generally
it seemed that the wwrker;s impressi@ns,.derivéd from the
whole picture of the parents, were recorded here. We give'
an example of one of the fuller recerdingéaunder this *
heading:

"Personal Ad;ustment3°

‘The adoptive parents have“a happy and. sympathetlc

relationship with each other, and enjoy one anothers
company. They have similar interests and they feel that the
_atmosphere in their home is a harmonious one. The father
has the feeling he likes to be the lord and master of the
home, and his wife has recognized this as a quallty in her
husband which she has to be very careful to recognize. She
has a very free and easy, casual manner with people, and
said she has always found it pretty easy to get on with most
people whereas it is more of an effort for her husband to geo
into a strange group and make his way and develop status
with them. This couple would seem to have made a very
satisfactory adjustment to having one child in their home,
and have never expressed anything but great satisfaction with

this child, and they have given her considerable freedom to
develop at her own rate."

It was pointed ou; by the adoption Supérviser of
the Winnipeg Office that When‘the.hame stﬁdy has been
completed, it is diseussed wbﬁm‘the worker and supervisor
before the home is appreved and again at the adoptions'

conference at the time the home is proposed for a child,

1. Hutchinsen, Dorothy. In Quest of Foster Parents.
& ppo 51“‘520 - ’

2. Field Notes taken from the files.
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While many of the intangible qualities of personal adjﬁét% :
ment and relationships are crystallized at these times, they
are seldom recérded. It should be noted that at the confer-
ence, the factors on the home%study outline are considered
together, not in isolation, sihce'eaeh point has a bearing
-on the other and a true conclusion can only be obtained by
¢onsidering them as an organic whole. It‘is felt that to
record some of the thinking and conclusions arrived at in
these supervision periods would be invaluable to future
workers and to the agency. |

B. Relationships of Adoptive Parents to own Paremts and
Siblings. ’

Under this heading we hoped to gauge the relation-
‘ship of the adoptive parents to their own parents and siblings,
chiefly as an indication of their childhood satisfactions,
which in turn would indicate some of their present potentia-
lities as adoptive parents. We hoped to classify these
relationships into two broad groups; positive and negative.
In the majority of cases the worker did not record her find-
ings or impressiens‘as to these relationships. Cénsidefing
the fact that there were 254 individual parents with whom
children were placed, information about the rélatienships of
each adoptive parent to his or her own parents was not
\recérded in 147 cases, and in regard to their siblings in
201 cases. In ten cases it was recorded that a parent had a
negative relationship with his or her own parents and in five
cases this was so in regard te'siblings. The worker's

impression with these latter cases was that the adoptive
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parents had made a reasonable adjustment despite an unhappy
relationship with their own parents or siblings. In five
cases it was not recorded whether the parents had siblings
or not. Clqséd cases were in vari&gs stages of completion
but the general picture was much the same.

Generally the information given under this heading
gave only the age, occupation, education and health of the
adoptive couple's parents and siblings, and marital status
of the siblings.

C. An Examination of the Stated Motive of AdOptlve Parents

Motives for Wantln' te Ado t a Chlld

"The need to understand the 1neent1ve of prospective

. foster parents is of the greatest importance in homefinding,
not so much because it is an end in itself, as that the
incentive is a vital indication of what kind of parents they
will become."

Haviﬁg cleared in the initial interview that the
prospective adoptive parents wish to go ahead with adoption
-and that they are not disqualified on other counts, the
applicants are usually given application forms to complete.
On this form the pareﬁts are asked their principle reason for
wanting to adopt a child. - These stated motives are generally
explored more fully as the processing of the application
progresses, and must be considered in conjuncﬁien with the
factors discussed under the next heading, i.e., motives in
preferring one sex to the other. |

Here again an examination was only made of those

families with whom children were placed in the two years, the

1. Hutchinson, Dorothy. p. 6. op. cit.
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" ¢losed cases beiﬁgrinlvariqus'stages of completion. The
reasons givem for wantimg te adept & child are listed below.
Similar wayé of éxpressing the same thing were included under
the one hsaﬁing. It should also be noted that in some cases
the parents gave more tham ene reasen and the tetal thérefore

adds up to more tham the 127 adoptive families:

"We love childrem"...........ccc00ves.e. 75 cages
"We are unable to have children® g7 "
"Degire for larger family".......cc00. e 17 %
"Companion for owm childh . 1z
"Heme incomplete without childrem®...... 9 ©®
"Have none" : ~ 4
‘®Believe children make a happier home®,. 2 @
"Wife eannot have' ‘ . 2
"Hake child happy in our home".......... 2 ¢
"To ecomplete our happiness® 2 n

Génerally an attempt was made by the workér to h
relate these stated motives to other factors learned in the
heme study bu$ these were seldom pinpeintea; It should be
remembered that in all these cases the home was subseguently
approved and & child placed im it. The following is one of

the fuller recerdings under metives:-l

"Motives: When the parents )
in Nevember, 1948, it was with th of taking a second
baby girl, and they still want to this but it had been in
the back of the husband's mind that he weuld like a little boy
whe was somewhat older tham the girl, and it would be nice to have
their family befere they were forty se that they wewld still
be young enough to share their interests at the right age.
They had thought in terms of a boy three to five years of age
because it would still be fairly easy for a ¢hild of that
age to fit into their ways pretty easily. " Hewever, when
the opportunity te take the child came up,; they talked it over
and decided they would like to make a try at giving him a home
with them. Their motivation seemed to bé a combination of a
desire for am older child and excitement at the possibility of
what they could do for a homeless boy, sSuch as worker had
described to them.® T

. their second application

1. Field Notes takenm from the files.



Of the twelve cases where parents wanted to adopt a
child as a companion for their own child, eight had previously
adopted a child. Of the four who had a child or children of
their own, three mothers were diagnosed sterile because of
operations and in the other case no reason was given for infer-
tility. In the two cases where the reason given was, "Wife
cannot haﬁe", it was the husband who had filled in the.
applicatien“ferm. ‘In both these cases the husband was
medically diagnesedvas sterile and b@th were well-to-do

businessmen and the dominant members of the family.

2. Motives in Sex Preference
the two categories of cases. ‘

It can be seen that of the 254 parents with whom
children were placed, 213 expressed a preference for a child
of a definite sex, 131 requesting girls, 82 bdys, and 41 had
- no preference. Of the 160 parents whose files were closed in
the two years, hh:expressed a preference for a boy, 91 for a
girl and 19 had no preference. It will be seen later that
the Department respects the preférences of parénts in spite
of the fact that more girls than boys are requested.

Of the lZ7‘00tples in bgth years with whom a child
was placed, 49 already had a child or children of their owm;'
33 having previously adopted a ehil&. of theSe,h? coﬁplés
asked for the opposite sex to the child they had, and 13 for
the same sex. Nearly all those parents who asked for the

opposite sex said that they had hoped from the beginning to
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TA]LE 14

Stated Sex Preferenees @f Adoptive Parents, and of Adeptive
dpplicants Whose Files Were Closed Witheat Plaeement

Eumber,ef Families Number of Families
With Whom Children whose Files were Closed

Were Placed : Witheut Placement
1948 1949 1948 1949
o WM T W IF O
Went BOy ....... 31 27 15 9 13 12 10 9
Wemb Girl ...... 30 36 30 35 32 32 13 14
No Preference - 12 13 8 9 _g £
TOTAL - 70 57 57 55 53 29 29

&dopt both a boy and a girl. The chief reasons given for
asking for the same sex were for a eompanion for the child
they already had, or to share an only other bedroom with the 1
e¢hild they already had.

In many cases the parents eould not or daid not pin-
pelnt the baais of their desire for a child of a partleular
Sex. Many eould only go so far as saying, "We have always
. wanted a little girl (or bgy).“ .The reaséné for preferring
one sex to the other éan invélie numerous factors which can-
not be fully gone inte here. Gne’impertant queation secems to
be, "By asking for onme sex are they rejeeting the other?® No
evidence of a case of. this kind eould be found in the ‘
recordings. 4 little girl is often a symbol of affection
- whieh séems indicated by the two sets of parents who asked for
a girl "o dress up and enjoy her loeking pretty. Some gaid

they wanted a boy becaase there had been more b@ya than girls
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amongst their siblings and seemed to be expressing a desire
for the continuation of what had been a positive relation-
ship with their brothers. In two cases it seemed that &
‘negative relationship with siblings of one sex seemed to be
the chief reason for asking for the oppesite sex although
this feeling d4id not seem strong en@ﬁgh to be ealled rejec-
fien. ’
The desire to perpetuate the family name was
indicétéa by some parents who gave as their reasom for
ﬁanting:a boy as “thg desire to carry on the name.” The
opposite to $his and the fear of heredity in adoptien seems
expressed by the parents»WEe agked for a girl, because, as théy
indicated, they would not want an adopted boy to carry en
their name. Two fathers said they wanted a boy s¢ he could
partake in sporta. The remarks of one set of parents who
said they wanted & boy because other members of their families
had mostly girls seeme& open to aeveral_interpretatiens. There
wae only one case (thia among the clesed) where the eouple
applied for adoytiéné%eeauSe the wémﬁn was afraid of & pregnancy.
It seems interesting to note in passing that, in
cases where the wife was older than the hnSb#nd (in the case
of families with whom a child was placed) the wife requested
a-girl in sixteen out of nineteen cases;, no preference being
' gipresgéd~ih_$h§ﬁ@&her‘three cases. With the clesed éases
~theré weré eight occasions where the wife was older than her

husband. In four cases she requested a girl and in four a boy.



e B9 e

In the latter case the reason given for asking for a boy was
%0 carry on the name in three cases and because they already
had a girl in ﬁhe other case.

The questién has often been asked whether preferences
should'be respected in adoptions. Biologists today seem to
agree that the sex of a child is acéidental and therefore if
adoptive parents had a child of their own they would have no
conscious choice as to sex. It does seem important to
realize that adoption is the way they would have chosen if
they would have had}a conscious choice. Ip would therefore
seem safer to respect their sex prefereneé and avoid the |
pessibility’ef later rejection of a child which is the oppo-
éite sex to their preference.

That the agenéy respects sex preference seems
indicated by the fact that in only eleven cases of the 127
families with whom children were placed.invtwy years did they
receive a child whose séx was the opposite to that requested,
Of these, two asked for boys and accepted girls, and nine

asked for girls and accépted boys. The fact that there are
mere requests for girls makes it more difficult to pléce boys
even though they can often be placed with those parents who

voice no sex preference.

Motives as to Aze Preference

It can be seen from Table 15that, in the majority of
cases of families with whom éhildren were placed, the request

was for children under six months of age. For closed cases
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Table 15

Age preference of AdoptivevParénts, and Applicants whose

Files were closed for the years 1948 and 1949

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .

Number of Number éftFéﬁilieé
Families with VWhose Files were
Whom a Child Closed Wiphdat~ °

Stated Preference Was Placed Placement _
Young as possible R 23
Under 3 months . 22
n 6 months 29
ﬁ, 9 months ) b
® 12 months .11 11
"2 years 10 10
" 3 years L L
"oy years 4 4
,'5 5 years 1l | 2
" 6 years 0 1
No preference _5 i
TOTAL: 127 82

the mode was children as yoﬁﬁg és possible but ﬁhere was a
considerable spread over the whole age range. Most parents
requesting'a young baby indicated they did so because they
wanted a child to be their own from ﬁhe beginning and wanted
the opportunity of molding its development. It also seemed
natural that the reﬁuest for older children céme from the
older group of adoptive parents, or, in the cases of those
‘parents in théir mid-thirties, an older child was asked for
so there would ﬁet be too great a difference between the age

of the adopted child and their own or a previously adopted
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child. Often interpretive ﬁorklwas done by the workers in
helping the older parent to accept an older child.

In the great majority of cases age’preferénces were
met. In only two cases was there a markeé difference between
the age of the child asked for and that placed.

One argqmentAgiﬁen in faver of the adoption ef older
children is that it is possible to administer psychological
tests which give a prognosis of their future development.
ﬁewever, the Chicago Study points out that a study of the
child's family history together with developmental tests give
Just és good an estimate.l The Division would therefore seem
to be justified in respecting the age preference of adoptive
parents for young babies rather than retaining these in care
for a time. From the faét that there are fewer requests for
older children it seems indicated that the older children
become, the less chance there is of ﬁhem being adopted,_which
again foftifiés the argument that they should be placed at an
early age.

B, Reagons for Childlessness
.-Jl‘lh#Béféfé“éﬁlé&éﬁtiié.héme is approved, the agency
requires that the parents have medical forms completed. O(ne
of the questions on this ferm‘is,-"Has patient been examined

for infertility?" While the replymin nearly all cases was

- 1. Child Adoption Research Committee, Inc.
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in the affirmative, no explanation follewed of possible
reasons for infertility and in only a few cases did the
worker discuss tbis with the doctor. It was customéry for the
worker to obtain any information regarding the reasons for
childlessness directly from the parents themselves and its
reliability would, therefore, depené on them. In many cases
the worker did not enquire into the:reasons or at least this
was not recorded. The reasons for childlessness, as’recorded;
are shown in Table'lﬁ. |

It is interesting fo note‘phganumber of women who sub-
sequently became pregnant:after applying for a child. Of
those families with whom a child had been placed, one woman in
1948 and two in 1949 became pregnant during the time the cases
were active. Two of these had had previous unsuccessful
pregnancies.and in the other case had stated that she was
'unablé to;bear}children because of'an operation.

' Of those families whose files were closed previous to
placement, twenty—thfee’but.of the total eighty-two subseguently
became pregnant. The reasons they had pfeviously given for not
being able to bear children of their own.were as follows:

Diagnosed Sterile

Male
Female

No Organic Basis Found
Pregnancy Experience
Pregnancy contraindicated

Not examined or not recorded

TOTAL:

b s o & » o
P



Reasons for Childlessmess. Adoptive Parents amd Applicants
Whose Files were Closed Without Placement

Families With Families Whose
Whom Children Files Were Cloged
Were Placed ~ Without Placement

&3

Diagnosed Sterility:

Male ... 7 7 1 1
Female...24 - 22 8 2
No Organie Basis
Found For Sterility ... 8 14 9 5
Pregnaney Experience 15 6 14 3
Pregnaney Contraindicated
(Poor health ete.) ... 3 3 8 | 2
Eat‘examined or , =
not recorded eeol3d . B ;g. 16
70 57 53 29

It has been suggestéd'that these parents may have been
married for only & short time and, therefore, had assumed |
prematurely that they were unable %o have children of fheir
own. An examination of the records shows that the durations

of their marriages were as follows:

Number of Number of Families
Families With Whose Files Were
, Whom Children (Closed Without
Duration of Marriage Were Placed  Placement

Under 2 years .......e0vveeea” 0 1 0
2 years, under 4 years 0 0 4
4 years, under 6 years....... 0 (6] 4
6 years, under 8 years 1 0 6
8 years, under 10 years...... 0 0 0
10 years, under 12 years 0 1 (6]
Over 12 years ........... cese O L 4

Total - 1 2 18



The table would Indicate that the parents have had
sufficient time to test their ability to bear children. It
has been suggested that there are4psychological factors in
the adoptive procéss Whi¢h have the effect of inducing these
women to become pregnant. This could not be substantiated
here. |

E - Attitude Towards Childlessness and Infertility

| 0f those factors mentioned in paragraph two of this
chapter, some writers have stressed the cogples' attitude
towards their childlessness and infertility as being the most
important single factor. One of‘these says:

"It is natural that in every case there is great
disappointment, frustration, and possibly shock at learning
of their inability to have a child, but we need to evaluate
how the couple have learned to live with this knowledge and
whether they are able to work this through so as to have a
sound family adjustment. We must explore the possibility of
helping them work out the problem through the adoption process
itself. Is it still so painful that they cannot discuss it?
Do they consider it a disgrace? Has this made them feel
inadequate? Has this negatively affected their relationship?
. ..These guestions are important because frustration
continues if they have not been faced, and the adopted child
will not be given the healthy and secure kind of environment
we are seekings; he will be only the symbol of the parents!
frustration.” :

| Qn this sﬁbjéct the recbrdings seemed very similar in
nearly every case. While the apparent teason for parents not
having children of thelr own was usually mentioned, this
subject was rarely followed through. In some cases the worker
recorded her impression of how she thought the parents felt
about their.sterility but did not say on what information this

impression was based. In one case the family were referred to

1. Brown, Florence. loc. cit.



the Child Guidanpe Cliniec énd in another to' the Family Bureau
because of difficulties with the child after placement. Both
these cases were among the few Where it was lmown definitely
that the reason for sterility lay with the husband. While our
impression was that the difficulty with the child was related
to the guestion of sterility, we were unable to bear this out
_from the recordings. There were other cases where both or
either parent was dominating and 1t is possible that this was
related to the question of infertility.'

F - Understanding of Children and Ability to Accept an
- Adogtgd Child

In every case studied,'the“workers had recorded their

opinions regarding the parents' understanding of children and
their ability to accept an adopted child. There were no
cases in which the workers! opinions about the parents, on
these»points, were negative. Hefe‘again each worker's opinion
was based on all the information about the parents which was
consolidated and crystailized in the supervision periods.
Eoﬁever, the éonclusions reached in these perieds were again
nevér‘recorded and the lack'of definite information made it
impossible for ué to elaborate on our findings in this section.
Of those families with whom children were placed, we
were able teo obtain information ahout the parents! first
reaction to seeing the child proposed for them. Below we
AShow the number of cases in the two years in which the parents
accepted or refused the child on first seeing it:

1948 , 1949

NumbeT of Cases  NumbeF of Cases
Child accepted 57 - 46
Child refused 13 e 11

. ' 5
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In all cases where the ¢hild was refused, the parents
accepted the next child offered them. Chief among the
reasons which the parents gave for refusing the child were
based on the appearance or size of the child; that it was not
of the sex they wanted; it was older than the child they had
asked for; or that it did not appear to be in good health.

It is natural for many parents, Who have been unable
to have a child of their own, to show a negative or ambivalent
reaction when they first see the child proposed for them and
which requires much skill on fhe part of the worker in helping
them to reach a sound decision zbout accepting the chilg.l

G - R,asons For Closing Ca‘es

It was pointed out in Chapter II that the headings
"rejected“'and twithdrawn® would not be used in theicase of
those familles whose files had been clesed in the two years.
In Table 17 are given the reasons for closing the files of
these families; It will be noted that there were relatively
few applications "rejected" or ﬁwithdrawn"e It will also be
‘noted that the reasons for closing the files, under these two
categories, are very similar. It was apparent in some cases
that where applicants had conflict or indecision or were
ineligible for soﬁe reason, they were helped to recognize why_
their application was not acceptable and this was usually
subsequently withdrawn. In those caSes, where it was felt by

the agency that the applicants would not be suitable adoptive

1. Child Adoption Research Committee,Inc. op.cit.pp.44-51.
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TABLE 17

Open—~-Adoption Applicants, 1948
and 1949. Reasens for Clasing_Cases

{ .
Numbers of Families

Reason ‘ 1948 . 1949

1. Application ®Withdrawnts::

Because ofHealth........-"...'..'. 5...‘........‘.

5
Applicants "to0 0ldM..eeceecrocsccce Oeveeccccssee 1
Mother Werking....‘O....'......O...‘. l..."...'... O
Lack suitable accomodatioNeececceesees lecessocscess 1
Mother afraid Of pregnanGYooo-‘-no-‘o 0000...'.'..0. l
No reason glveN.cececcecocscsscscoces Deveosssssnss 2
2. Application "Rejected"::

Because oflhealth,.:......‘Q.“...... 2060...0....0 o
F‘ather NeuroticOtli..OOOOQO.CO....OC.. 10....0.“0.. 0
Applicants “too old‘“......'C....OOO‘ 2...'...0.'.. 0
Mother’working...COOQO...Q.Q.QO.'C.C l'.l...".... 0
3. Received Child From Other Agency...... Beeescesssoes 1
40 Mother h:xpec.tant After Applying....... lB.c-nooco-d.' 5

5. Moved, Contact With Applicants
Lost, Etc.....l..l..I”......‘..I........ L..Q'.".Q... -]é
TOTAL: 53 | 29

-parents, and the‘parents could nof be helped to withdraw, it
was then necessary for the ageney to reject their applicgtion.
H - Summary | |
In this chaptef we had intended to examine the seven
factcrs which are generally considered of greatest importance
in assessing prospective adoptive parents. Although these
factors were given some consideration by the social workers,
the lack of definitive information made them difficult to
assess. It would have been helpful if some of the discussions

and decisions reached in the supervision periods had been



recorded. - - .- ..

It would seem that the peraenal adjustments of the
aﬁoptive parents and their relationships te each other were
reasonahly satisfactory before & home was appreved. A
reasonable resolution of any confliet about their parents and
siblinge seemed to be expected. 1Im regard to motives, an
- attempt had been made to ascertain that these are of a positive
nature and it was assured that the motive was based on
affectior, not exploitation. It was expected that the parents
f had resolved their feelings about their inability to have
ehildren of their eown.

This ehapter aeamea to point up the importance ef the
need for eantlnueus gelf study of our metheds and a sharpening
of our cagsework skills seo that we can be sure we are selecting

for placement those families that are optimum and that we are

doing the least damage to those we reject. Further research in

this area seems indicated.
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IV. TRENDS IN ADOPTION
In this chapter we:shall examine some of the trends
in adoption and related problems during the years 1947 to
1952. | | .
A= Children Born Out Of Wedlock
An examination of the files of the families with

whom children were placed revealed that 125 of the 127
children studied had been born out of wedlock. We therefore
explored the figures on the number of children born out of
wedlock in the Province of Manitoba, any one of whom could
potentially be listed for adoption with the Division.

The numbers of'children_bcfn out of wedlock in all
Manitoba' are shown by Figure 1. In order to show the trend
from the éarly war years, the graph has been extended to
include the year 1941, Tt should be noted that the children
born to common-law marfiages, who would not normally be on
_adoption lists, are included in the total number.

It will be noted that the number of children born
out of wedlock in the twelve-year period covered, have

almost doubled. While no attempt will bé made to examine
, ' | Figure 1.
Number of Children Born out of Wedlock in all Wanitoba

Year  Number 1,000}
1947 XK 755 .

1948 696 Number of SO0} | ,
1949 ... 710 ~ Chilédren : ‘

1950 736 600}

1951 ... 783 .

1952 844(11 months) 400}
2004
1941 '43 . '45 "4y 149 151
: Year
1. Government of Manitoba, Department of Health and Public Welfar
. e

Annual Reports, (1941 to 1952).
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the reasons for this increase, it is possible that it is
related to population Ilncrease, to the natural birth rate

for the whole population, and To social factors involving .
the war years. The post war peak in 1947 should be noted but
cannot be explained here.

B - Number of Children Listed for Adoptionlin the Province of
Manitoba Compared w1th the Number of Open~applicationszfor the

 Winnipeg Office ‘ ,
o Because, as already pointed out, the children born

out of wedlock could potentislly be listed for adoption, we
next explored the number of childrenglisted’for adoption in
the province and, because we wére'primarily interested in open
adoptions, a cémparison was made with the number of»open;
vadoption applications fegistered with the‘Division in the
years 1947 to 1952. This comparision 1s shown by Figure 2.

| The post war peak in the number of children listed
for adoption in all Manitoba should be noted. This peak is

Eya_g;z;

Number of Children Listed for Adoption in the Province of
Manitoba Compared with Nnmber of Open-applications for the

Winnipeg Office. -
200p

: (Chil‘dre‘n Listed for Adoption,
Number of Province of Manmitoba) ,
Childrern 200 ‘

(Open-adoption Applications,
Winnipeg Office)

100}
- 'y 2 1 " =
1947 '49 '51
Year.
1. Government of Manitoba. Department of Health and

Public Welfare. Annual Reports (1947 to 1952)
2. Field Notes.



in 1948, one year later than the peak year for the number of
children born out‘of wedlock.» The differengé might be
because of the time lapse from the birth of a child to the
time of placement. | |

It should also be noted that from 1949 to 1952 the
gap between the number of children listed for adoption in 211
Manitoba and the number of opeh-adoption applications
| registered with the Winnipeg office has been widening. We
are unable to‘find a satisfactory explanation of this.

. By comparing Figures 1 and 2 it would seem that a
larger proporition of children, between 1949 and 1952, are
being listed for adoption. It should also be considered
that in the same period the number of wards of the Director,
for the Province of Manitoba, have increased from 303 to
375.0 Tt was estimatea that, including the various Children's
Aid Societies and other Child Welfare agencies in the
province, 1 out of every 250 children under 21 years of age
in the province is a’ward;2 These few facts are an indieca-
tion of the mégnitude of the problem faced by all Child
Welfare Agencies and of the work they are doing in this
field. It would seem important to re-examine theée trends

in the future so that policy can be keyed to the problen.

The number of children placed for adoption by the
Winnipeg Office of the Division in the three classes of’

1. Government of Manitoba.Annual Reports -(period
1947 to 1952). ;

2. Field Notes.
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adoption homes; i. e., open, private and natural,-which have
already been defined in Chapter I, are shown in Table 18.
Children placed for adoption have either been surrendered to
the Direétqr, or consents to adoption have been signed by
the natural parents wheﬁher the children are in natural or
private adoption homes, but in.pﬁactice they are not removed
from'the home and are therefore not actuéllj-”placed" by the
Division. Included under private_adoptions are those foster
homes where the parents have applied for the adoption of the
foster}child already in their home.} , |
Noted is the peak in the number of placements in
1948 which corresponds to the peak year fo: open—adopfibn
‘applications for the Winnipeg office and one year later than
a similar prest for‘children listed for adoption in'the whole
of the province. It would seem from this thaivadoptions, to’

some extent, follow the laws of supply and demand.

The number of approved open—adoption homes in which
a child had not been placed as on December 3lst, 1952, is
shown in Table 19, together.withAthe year in which the client
applied. It can be seen from this that the number of
approved homes, of which the applications are outstanding,
are increasing at a marked rate in the period studied, each
figure being almost double that of the figure preceding it.
It would appear ﬁhat if this increased backlog continues, it
may soon prove embarrassing to the Division. It should be

noted that approved applications extend back at least to 1947.



Children Plased for Adoption, by Type of Placement, Winmipeg
erﬁiee,lniyigéen @t‘Publie W§lfare, 1947ata }952;u R

Iypes ef"A@gpjiens | ,Knmhér of Children Placed Total

| . | 1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 |

Open Adoptions 80 81 65 80 110 108 524
Natural Adoptions® 28 77 70 49 64 g9 547
Private 4doptions lé; 3L 80 13 26 30 146
TOTAL - 411 Adoptions 124 189 165 142 200 197 1,017
@ - A breakdown of the figures of natural adoptions show the

‘adopters of the childrem and their numbers in each Year to be
a8 follows:

Adopter 1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 Total

Parent or Step-parent 24 65 59 33 57 1 20

‘Putative Father 6 1 o 1 1 o 3

Relatives 4 1B 1 3 6 s L

T0TAL - 28 11 10 49 e g9 s4r
TABLE 19

Nunber of Approved Open-adoptien Homes in which & Child has
not yet been placed as on December 3lst, 1952, together with
the Year in which the Client Applied »

Tear ..........v.......1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 Total

Namber of Homes........ 9 10 24 44 g 144 315

B -KSex.P:eﬁerenees

Table 20 shows the sex preferences of all open-
adeptieﬁ‘apylieants of the Winnipeg office, together with the
year in whieh they applied. For comparative burposes the sex

Preferences of applicantsg whoée applicatiens are still



outstanding have been included. Indicated by the first part
of the‘table is the parents! greater preference for girls
than for boys, which may be one reason for homes being unable
to obtain the child they reguest. While the trend in the
ratio of girls to boys varies from year to year, the number
of preferences for girls in each year is always more than
that for boys. '

TABLE'EC

Sex:Preferences of Open-adoption Applicants and of those
Whose Application is Outstanding, together with Year of
At W peg O0ffice = ' ‘

lication, for Winnjipe :

Open-asdoption 1947 1948 ;ggg”;ggg_;ggg,;gég Total

Applicants - o

Boy preferred 42;h¢§5, 39 2 44 37 226

Girl preferred 68 78 50 77 60 56 389

No preference 80 69 58 81 68 179 ,455

Applications

Qutstanding

Boy preferred | 0 | .6 4 2 17 27 50
- Girl prefepred 2 7 6 25 36 48 124

No preference 7 3 11 17 31 69 138

P - Religlon of Adoption Applicants

The number oflapplications received by.the Winnipeg
office of the_Division and the number of Applicétions still
outstanding, classified as to the religion of the applicants,
is shown in Table 21.

It can be inferred from the second part of this table
that Catholic homes are more readily filled than are Hebrew
or Protestant homes. This is probably because of the shortage

of Catholic homes in proportion to the number of adoptable
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' Catholic children.

The total number of applications still outstanding

for Protestant and Hebrew applicants should be noted. For

example, of ten open-adoption Hebrew épplicants in 1947, three

were still outstanding as on December Blst, 1952.
TABLE 21

Religion of Open-adoption Applicants and of those whose

1

Application has been approved but is still outstanding as on

December 3lst, 1952, by year in which they applied.Z
1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952

‘Open-adoption

Applicants

Protestant 136
Catholic 24
Hebrew 10

Others and Not Stated .20

Applications
Outstanding
Protestant 5
Catholic 1
Hebrew 3

139
24
10

4

. :

0
4

115 156

o

11 17

15 9

1=

18 33
0 1
3 8

143
10
14

70
1
11

Total

136
20
16

120
13
11

825
106
74
44

252
16
40

It was also é”é:inputed5 that, of open~adoption applicants

in the period 1947 to 1952, four percent of the Hebrews asked

for boys and sixteen percent for girls; of Catholics, twenty-

five percent asked for boys and forty percent for girls; and

1. Field Notes

2. Field Notes
3. Field Notes



thirty_percent'of the Protestants asked for boys and fifty-
two percent for girls.

One reason for the four-to-one preference for girls
over boys for the Hebrews might be because they probably
desire a boy to be of Hebrew racial extraction, while with
a girl_this is not so important. ' Because, for this thesis,
an examination was not made of the children's files, it was
not known how many Hebrew children were listed for adoption.

Because the period studied covered only six years,
no definite conelusions as to trends of applicanﬁs according

to their religions could be reached.

&~ Conclusions

| It was noted that, for the short period studied, the
number of children born out of wedlock and the number listed
for adoption in Manitoba have increased in recent years.
Compared with this, the number of open-adoption“applications
received and the number of placements ﬁéde by the Winnipeg
office have levelled off in the last two years. Some
applicants whose homes were approved, at least as far back
as 1947, have still not received a child. The proportion
whose‘applications were still outstanding is highest for the
Hebrews and the lowest for Catholicé, and it is conjectured
that this depends both on the children available for adoption

and the stated religious preferences bf their parents.

1. Field Notes
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The greater number of reguests for girls indicates
that those who ask for a boy have a better chance of getting

a child than those who ask for a girl.



V. IMPLICATIONS OF THIS STUDY

As indieated in thg first ehapter of this thesis, our aim has
been to gxtend on our knowledge of adoptive parentis, +0 examine some
of the casework fgctors involved in the adoption process, and to
examine some of the recent tremds in adoption,

In Chapter II it was attempted to give a verbal picture of those
parents with whom c¢hildren were place@ and these whoseAfiles were closed
without plgcemen#. Dealt with chiefly in this chapter were those qualities
of a tangible and measurable quality. It was shown that the femilies in
both categories of cases were in a seleét group of the population so far
as monetary, edueat;onal, occupational, and other social status factors
are concerned.» Ve wondered[herg if too much emphasis were being put on
those factors which are often important té the workers themselies but do
not necessarily indicate the parental abilities of the apﬁlicants and
their potentialitigé for meeting the needs of some children. There are
children, such as the handicapped or retarded,who often require homes
where thé standards are not too high and where too much will mot be
expected qf them in achievement, We felt that there must be many homes
in the lower category, so far as the above factors are concerned, in
which the needs of many of these children would best be met. We felt
that in this lower cabtegory there would be many families whose basic
gratifications of love and achiewement would have been met and who would
be quite contentad with their stationkin life,

In the secomd chapter we mentioned, too, thg problem of placement
of Gathoiic children, We realize that legislation ip this regard actually
pre&etezmines the child's religion according torthe wishes &f its mother,
We felt that‘because ofﬁthe shortage of Catholic homes the best choice

could not always be made for eaeh,;hildwéceording to its needs because of
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expediency and the legislation., We could not, however, ‘suggest an snswer
to the pro}ilem. B
An attempt wes made in Chapter IIT to examine some factors whieh‘are
generaliy considered of greatest importahce in assessing adoptive parents.
Because .ef"che lae.k of recorded material it was difficult to arrive at any
dsfinite conclusioﬁs. There are, however, socme findings which will beccms
particularly significant if a fellew-up study is ever made of these families
when it should be possible to relate the success or failure of a placement
~ to some of the factors diseussed. We noted the greater preference for boys
' than for girls but felt thet this did mot eonstitute a real problem because of
the faet that the excess of boys can be placed with those parents who heve not
voiced a preference. We discussed too the question of sterility and neted
| that there were many mothe;fs who became pregnant after they applied for adoption,
We noted that in only a few casses were the parents asked to clear this with
ﬁheir doctor, but wondered if this should not be cleared more definitely before
placement is» considered. However, a follow-up study could again‘deterﬁine the
success of those placemente where an adoptive mother had a child of her own
after adoption.
We pointed out in Chapter I¥ that the gap between the number of childrenﬂ

“listed fer adoption, and the number of open-applications and open-placements
has been widéning'in recent years. Regardless off Wwhether this is related to
Sﬁch factors as population inerease, the problem remasins that the problem of

an inereasing number of children :ln care is becoming more acute. In the last
chapter we wondered, too, about the pumbers of approved homes with whom a
:¢hild had not yet been placed, and noi;ed that the numbers of outstanding
;appiieations has been deubiing each year since at least 1947, We did not

know whether this iydicated that the agency wag getting a wider range of adoptive

parents or whether these were homes about. which there was doubt and in which
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the placement of a child may be in doubt.

_ Our study was heampered by the lack of recorded material. We felt,
in this'regard, thatiit is imporbani; to recoid the discussion and conclusions
reached in the supervision periods when many of intangible qualitieé. of
personality become more clearly understood. Our impression, formed from
reading the nnmefous files, is that the ideal is being reasohably well met,
that for each ghild needing and able to accept parents the best home for
its particular needs is found., When a follow-up study is made of the families
dealt with in thig thesis, it should then be possiblé to evaluate the success
or fa‘ilufe of placements ana to relate this to many of the findings in this

thesis and to the many points which were discussed.
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APPENDIX mAY

Schedule of Deseriptive Wualities of Adoptive Parents

1.
2.
3.

Age at Time of Application.

Age at Time of Marriage.

Duration of Marriage at Time of Application.

Religion.

Raecisal Origin.

Factors Effecting Social Status:

PO T®

Income

Assets - Insurance

Years of Schooling
Occupation of Adoptive Father
Housing Characteristics

i)

i1
131

Type of Housing
Occupancy '
Rooms Per Dwelling and Persons Per Room



Rating

Assigned. to
Qccupation

Proprietors
. and .
Professionals Managers

APPENDIX wBn

Business
Men"

Clerks and
Kindred

Protective

and Service

~ Lawyers, doc- Businesses Regional Certified Gentle~
“tors, dentists, valued at and Di- man
englneers, $75,000. ‘visiona farmers
judges,high- and over Managers
- school super- of large.
intendents, financial
1 ~veterinarians, and
- ministers, industrial
chemists,etc., enter-
with post prises
graduate
training,
~architects
High-schocl  Businesses Assist-  Accountants, Large
teachers, valued at ant . Salesmen of farm
trained $20,000. Managers real estate, owners,
nurses, to and of insurance,
chirOpOdists, $75,000. office postmasters
2 - undertakers, and de~
: ministers partment
(some managers
training), of large
newspaper businesses,
editors, assistants
librarians to execu-
_(graduate) tives.ete.
1 Wewmnam W T emA Talla ¥  An  adif  »n 140 -~ 141

KM anlrman nr
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APPENDIX WBH
REVISED SCALE FOR RATING QCCUPATION

Rating Proprietors - Clerks and Protective
Assigned to ~and Business Xilndred Manual and Service
Occupation Professionals Managers __Men ____Wworkers,etc. liorkers Workers Farmers
Social Businesses All minor Auto sales- Contractors
workers, valued at officials men, bank
grade-school §5,000. of clerks, and
teachers, to busi- cashiers,
optometrists, $20,000. riesses postal
3 librarians clerks,
(not . secretaries
graduate), to
undertaker's executives,
assistants, supervisors
ministers of
(no training) _ ‘railroads,

telephone etce.,
justices of

the peace
Businesses Stenographers,Factory Dry cleaners,
valued at bookkeepers, foremen, butchers,
$2,000. to rural mail electric-sheriffs,
$5,000. clerks, ians, railroad
4 railroad plumbers, engineers
' ticket watch- and
agents, makers conductors
sales (21l own
people in business)
dry goods

store,etc.
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APPENDIX *BM

REVISED SCALE FOR RATING OCCUPATION

Rating . Proprietors Clerks and Protective
Agsigned to and Business Kindred Manual and Service
Occupation Professionals Managers Men_ Workers,etc. Workers Workers Farmers
Businesses Dime store Carpen-  Barbers, Tenant
valued at clerks, ters, firenmen, farmers
$500. to hardware plumbers, butcher's
$2,000. salesnen, elect- apprentices
beauty ricians practical
operators, ‘(appren- nurses,
telephone tice), policemen,
5 operators - time~ cooks,
‘ keepers, seam-
linemen, stresses,
telephone cooks, in
or restaurants,
telegraph, bartenders
radio '
repairmen,
medium
skilled
workers
Businesses Moulders, Baggagemen, Small
valued at semi~ - night tenant
- less than skilled policemen
$500. workers, and watchmen,
6 assis- taxi and '
- tants to truck drivers,
carpen- gas station
ters, ete. attendants,
. waitresses in
restaurants
Heavy Janitors, Migrant
7 labor, scrubwomen, farm
migrant newsboys laborers

workers,



