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| ABSTRACT |

The fééusléf this study‘wés to,identify thé
,relationship‘between”family Strdcture (tWo:partner and
single parent'families) énd tﬁe'fémqvalvrate of a child
) after expérienciné a_teﬁpbfary or'permaﬁeht removal frbm‘
child,abuse_orlneglect. The sample;conéisted,of two partner
familieé (two_biol&gical.pafénfs or‘oné biological parent
and‘one stép barent) and sinéle parent_familiés.' The size
of the sample allowéd this study to'édequately‘look at
family structure, rémoval rates and~re1inquishment rates

within both family structures.

Coiiid



ABSTRACT....ovesnnnn.

LIST OF TABLES........
PROBLEM STATEMENT.. ...

PROBLEM FOCUS.........

.

OF CONTENTS

o o o o

. LITERATURE REVIEW....L..;.,....

RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODS.....
RESULTS. . evveereenennnn

DISCUSSTION . v e eveveeennnsos

BIBLIOGRAPHY. .. vvvuunnneveeenn.

iv



Table

'Table,

Table
- Table

Table

Table

Table

- LIST OF TABLES .

Type Oof Care Provider Chlldren Were
Removed From R T I IR e esecaciaa 13

'_Father’s Location At_The'Time of Rembvel........14

~Relatives In The Home At The Time. Chlldren

Were Removed..;k......,.. ...... et ececee e ..15

Non-Relatives Living In The Home At The
Time Of RemOVAl. ...t iiteireneeoeneonsssoansannss 15

Number Of Parental Relinquishments Per Year.....16

Number Of Parents Who Relinquished Parental
Rights...... e e e e e e s e eeene e e o s e s e ettt eeeenn ...17

Relinquiéhments Of Fathers Over A Six Year
Period....ceeeeeeeernecennenens cesaeetesenanen ...19



PROBLEM ’ STATEMENT

Families that severely abuse their children usually
come to the attention of Child Protective Services, possibly
resulting in an out-of home placement for the child(ren).
The removal of children from their home creétes detrimental
long terﬁ psycholqgical damagé (Donnelly, 1993; Poland &
Groze, 1993; Sdhatz & Bane, 1991). A chiid who is being
victimized by his/her biological parents may prefer to
remain with the abuser rather than experience separation
(Donnelly, 1993). 1In 1991 the California Department of
Social Services documented 571,000 reported child abuse
cases (Child Abuse Prevention Handbook, 1993). The nature
of abuses that tend to occur are physical abuse, physical
neglect, sexual abuse and emotional maltreatment. Child
abuse is defined as any act of inflicting injury or the
failure to prevent injuries from occurring (Child Abuse
Prevention Handbook, 1993). Severe abuse can be defined as
life threatening injuries, hospitalization, and extreme
malnutrition (Powell & Hett, 1992; Rose, 1993). " Physical
injuries, severe neglect and malnutrition are more readily
detectable than the subtle and less visible injuries which
result from emotional maltreatment of sexual abuse (Tower,
1993). ' All categories of abuse endangers or impairs a
'child’s physical or emotional development and demahds
attention. Without intensive services and reunification

programs directed at the family structure the reoccurrence



of abuse may continue. Minimal at-risk'famiiies are more
likely to benefit from intervention programs than families
that have already severely'neglectéd»or abused their
.children (Hamlin, 1991; Schatz & Bane, 1991; Whittaker,
Tracy & Booth, 1990).

The emphasis»and philosophy of the Child Welfare
Services in San Bernardino, California»is‘to promote
reuﬁification with biological parénts whenever possible.
Family reunification'pfbérams (FRP) attempt to assist
biological parenﬁs to reunify with their children through a
structured service plan in order to eliminate out-of-home
. permanent placements. The FRP service plan allows
sufficient time for the parent to address needs that focuses
on family and parenting issues. Family reunification
services have found to be effectivé in preventing the
placement of children outside of their homes (Scannapieco,
1993). Programs empbwering and training parenfs, whose
children are already experiencing out-of-home care, attempt
to build upon the strengths within the family structure for
~reunification (Schatz & Bane, 1991).

There is a lack of literature which focuses on the
composition of the family structure. vLitérature addresses
issues.surrounding thé family: traditional (two biological
parents living together), single parent families, blended
families (one biological parent and one step-parent) and

other variations (two same sex parents, multi-generational,



relatives; etc.).  The literaturé_addresses issues within
these'structuresjbutfis,limited on information which impacts
the3family'¢omposition; .Winklerr(1§93), reports that in
1986, 72% of single parents iived independently in a one-
family household, while 28% of'single parents lived in
households qpmpriséd'of two families. Single parents are
‘reported ﬁQ live with unrelated ﬁales, other single parents
or Wiﬁh‘relaﬁives (Winkler, 1993). The definition of the
family‘has grown considerably which enéombasses a wide range
of 1living arrangements. The family structure can become
enmeshed with other relatives and non relatives énd can skew
the dynamics of family development and natural processes.
Social work practice is essential in all aspects of
family reuﬁification services. Social Workers have
influenéed'policy andfadvocated for the family reunification
programs'currently in existence. Social Workers and other
."hélping" professionals are responéible for reporting at-
risk families, investigation of suspected abuse and
assisting in referrals to family programs. Social Workers
then aid families to maintain themselves as a functioning
unit after a crisis has passed. Social work practice is
also influential on a community level through the linkage of
resources and through social action. Many of the families
- going thrbugh.iﬁtensive family service plans (goals
established by the Social Worker for family reunification)

will be required to join community groups or use community



' services (Hamlin,ri99i);'y80cial Workers‘and'other "helping" .
professionals are responsible‘for'asseSSing the'family and‘-
evaluating the strengths within the famlly structure to
begln the reunlflcatlon process.  The Soclal‘Worker.must
f have knowledge of communlty resources’and programs avaiiable‘a
to the parents:to meet reunification requirenentsh(éimmsv&‘:7
'Bolden,r199l' Mica & Vosier,-1990'-Powell~& Hett, 1992).
Studies have: found that few parents recelve direct |
“rehabllltatlve serv1ces and most communltles lack serv1ces
that teach bas1c skllls to serlously 1mpa1red parents (Slmms

_ \
o & Bolden, 1991).

PROBLEM FOCUS

' The focus of this study was the famlly structure and
-the correlatlon w1th successful reunion. The hypothes1s is
f,that famllles w1th two partners‘(perary caretakers) w1ll
" have a lower removal and'permanent lacement rate than -
'ysingie parent‘families A second'hypothesis relates to the
3 voluntary rellnqulshment rate of 51ngle parent famllles.k
Slngle parent famllles w1ll have a hlgher removal rate due
: to Voluntary rellnqulshment of pareLtal rights than two"
bpartner families. |

The results of’thiS'study can assist Social Work
'Practltloners who are dlrectly work&ng w1th famllles for

reunlflcatlon. The 1nformatlon obtalned w111 allow the

profess1onal to view the strengths and weaknesses of a



particular family structure. Literaturé supports extensive
family support serviéés for»all families who have had

' repofted incideﬁts of abuse. The correlational study
identifies those family structures who are in the greatest
need of services énd community support systems for
reunificaticn. The results of this study will assist Social
Work>Practitioners who‘afe working witﬁ a’particular famiiy
structure (two partner‘or‘singleibarent'faﬁilies) to

identify the possibility of success for reunification.

LITERATURE REVIEW

- child aque hés been documented throughout time.
eritings in ancient eras have tbld about chiid exploitation
and incestﬁous acts,‘as well as-wfitten poems énd prOduCed
paintings which have depicted chiidren in an abusive manner
(Tower, 1993). ‘AbﬁSe haé not lessened, in fact, child abuse
continues to increase (Tower, 1993). lThe largest single
category of child maltreatment continues to be in the area
of neglect (Jones & McCurdy, 1992; Rose & Meezan, 1993;
Walsh, 1989f. vParental behavior is an indicator that abuse
may be present; however, the evidence of abuse.may not be
highly visible. Several authors have noted that although
the incidence of neglect is more prevalent in areas of
extreme poverty, not all children living in’such conditioné
are neglected. There is other'criterion that must also be

taken into account as recognized impediments: mental



illness, missed oéportunities, unfulfilled promises, failed
social responsibility, social isolation and substance abuse
probleﬁs. Families with fewer resources are more likely to
be feported for neglecting their children and those families
are more likely to have their children removed from their
homes (Albers, Reilly, &'Rittner, 1993; DiLeonardi, 1993;
Gelles,v1989). | ‘

As part of fhe child welfare system, family-based
services have been developed to prevent unnecessary out-of-
home‘placemeht-by intensively working with families of
children at imminent risk of placement. These programs are
designed to reunify in?act families.. The main‘;ocus is to
alleviate the stress of crisis and provide»additional'
resources to correct the imbalance inﬁbrder to keep faﬁilies

together (Whitaker, Tracy & Booth,.1990;.Rénnau & Marlow,

1993; DiLeonardi, 1993). For the most part, these programs
‘work intensively and.bxiefly (up to 18 months), with
families in crisis andlthe,goal‘being’to maintain the family
membsrs;iﬁ the hoﬁs.f : : o |
‘The responsibility for‘monitoring and attsmpting to

ensure the safety of’childreh is often times demanding upon

theisoqial,workers}andisgencies=OVerseeing the programs.
According to litefatﬁfé;_assessing‘the’child's‘protection
from further-abusebinvoiﬁes a close evaluation of the
parent’s ﬁental status Powell & Hett, 1992). Factors

influehcing continued abuse are: 1) cultural and personal
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beliefs; 2) alcohol or drug addictions; or 3) a parent who
has a mental or personality disorder (Powell & Hett, 1992;
Scannapieco, 1993). | |

Single parent family structures are highly represented
in children;s protective service system (Albers, Reilly &
Rittner, 1993; Gelles, 1989). There are maﬁy stfesSes
associated withvsingle parent families that place added
strain on the children. Some of the stresses include:
economic disadvantages, inadequate child care services,
divorce, death and lack of out-side family support (Albers,
Reilly & Rittner,_1993; Gelles, 1989). Few diécussions of
child abuse in singlé parént‘families have dealt with gender
of the single parent. The greatest proportiondof single
parent homes are'female4headed, ofithé single parent
households in 1989, 88% were.headed’by women (Gelles, 1989). .
AbuSeAand neglect is not‘iimited to females in single parent
‘homés,'instead thevlitératurerindicates that both males ahd.
females-in single parent homes abuse théir children (Gelles,
1989; Winkler, 1993).

In the litefature, rates and statistics of
relinquishment are limited. Most of the information
conderning relinquished adoptions appears outdated. The
term "relinquishment" refers to a legal document, signed by
a parent and acknowledged before a representative of the
adoption agency which has agreed to accept the child for an

adoptive pladement (California Health and Welfare Agency,



1977). Relinquishment trends have declined*in the 1980’s,
s1ng1e women have chosen to give birth obtain abortions or
marry prior to giVing birth (Bachrach Stolley & London,
1992) . Research has reported that women who place their
~children for_adoptionvwait until later in their pregnanc1es,
than women who keepltheir bahies,ito contact or enter into

assistance programs (Bachrach, Stolley & London, 1992).

RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODS

This research project utilized data from a‘data set
already created bvvthe Department of Social Services (DPSS),
San Bernardino, California. There were two advantages to
this design: 1) the information was readily available, and
2) the data collection was unobtrusive. |

| When the children'were removed from their home}cthe

Department of Social Services identified certain family_
characteristics, they were: the care provider the child was
living with at the time of removal; the reason for the
removal;vethnicity of the child; and the removal and
bpetition dates. All cases were participating in family
reunification services ordered at the time of the
Jurisdictional Dispos1tion (Court Hearing).

The data this study collected was the 1nformation
generated by the Social Worker at the time the children were
removed. The information that was»missing (i.e., care

provider,‘reason for removal) was given by the Social Worker



monitoring the case. The focus of this study was to
identify the felationship between the family structure and
the reunification rate of the child(ren) who had experienced
abuse or negleet. The hypothesis of this study was that
families with'two partners would have a significantly lower
removal and permanent placement rate than single parent
families.

The information obtained from DPSS>determined how "type
of family‘structure“ (two partner or.single parent that the
children were removed>from) was‘coded and analyzed.~ The
second hypothesis to this research question was: Single‘
parent faﬁilies in this study would have a higher removal
rate due‘to voluﬁtarily relinquishing parental rights of
their children. The second hypothesis was necessary to
determine the relinquishment rate (voluntarily giving up
’parehtal'riéhte). .~ The second hypothesis focused on the
‘relationship between femily structure and the relinquishment
rate.t | | ‘ |

 The use of the pesitivist paradigm was utilized in this
study in order to build upon existing inforﬁation'from case
records and‘provide statistical information in detefmining
if more information should be obtained for future stﬁdies
concerning relationships between the family structure (two
partners or single parents) and the removal rates which may
lead to voluntarily relinquishing perental rights of their

children.



The target population for this research project was two
partner and single parent families who have experienced a
temporary removal of a child from their family. The
faﬁilies may have been reported because of physical abuse,
severe neglect, or sexual abuse. The sample population
included 30 families with open cases currently within the
DPSS, Child ngfare system. The open case status weré'those
~cases in the process of receiving reunification services.

A computerized list’of all families who received
reunification services was provided by‘the Department of
Social'Serviceé, San Bérnafdino. The computer generated
iist reported all cases in the family reunification (FR):
program, child’s ethnicity, last name, first name,
identification number, the date the program began, the date
the petition was filed, the date the child was removed, the
reason the child was removed and the relationship of the
caretaker from whom the child(ren) were removed. The Child
Welfare System (CWS) screen was accessed to determine what
families were in the Western Region out of the Rancho
Cucamonga office.

The data that was collected to answer both research
questions came from two separate bodies of information. The
information on relinquishment did not exist in the Cchild
Welfare System and therefore was collected from the Adoption
Department, which included all relinquishments throughout

the San Bernardino County. The data collected identified
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the mbther, father, and the date of relinquishment for each
parent.

- This study utilized a systematic random sampling method
to obtain the sample population. This probability‘sampling
was accomplished by determining the total number of open
cases currently receiving faﬁily reunification services
which had experienced the removal of a child from the
family. The total number of open cases were then divided by
the population size of 30'eases being studied to determine
that one in every 19 cases was included in the data
collection. This study utilized the entife population in
San Bernardino County of parents who have relinquished
parental rights during 1989 to 1994 in the data collection
to identify relinquishment rates. |

‘The information obtained will only be instrumental to
the DPSS, San Bernardino, California and cannot be used to
generalize to the greater population. The information
obtalned w1ll only apply to the crlterla used by this agency
to determlne the risk assessment in the removal of a child
from their home. The information collected will not apply
to different agenc1es or countles that use difference
vguldellnes or risk assessments to determlne the removal of a
child.

The concern of this research was to determine what

family structure was more likely to receive reunification
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services and what family structure is more likely to have
children removed permanently from the home.

The following data was collected in order to answer the
research question: Families with two partners will have a
lower removal and permanent placement rate than single

parent families.

RESULTS

There were 577 families monitored through the Rancho
Cucamonga office who were receiving reunification services
in the Western Region. One out of every 19 cases was
randomly seleoted, totaling 30 cases. Of the sampled
population, 41 children were removed from two parents, there
were seven sibling sets totaling 31 children. The average
family size consisted of four children in the home. The
largest number of children in one home was nine. There were
33 children removed from their fathers. There were six
sibling sets totaling 18 children, the average family size
was three children in the home and the largest family size
reported was four children. There were four children
removed from an identified grandmother. The data did not
provide information concerning whether the grandmother was a
maternal or paternal grandmother. One family was a sibling
set of two children. Three unrelated children were
identified as being removed from a legal guardian. Two

unrelated cases were identified as being removed from an
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aunt There was no ihdlcatlon 1f thls was ‘a maternal orbﬁ
paternal aunt.v There were 34 chlldren removed from homes 1nv
whlch the prlmary caretaker was not 1dent1f1ed The‘
“remalnder of the chlldren (460) were 1dent1f1ed as belng
removed from thelr mother, there were 122 51b11ng sets,“”
totallng 303 chlldren.. The largest famlly s1ze.1dent1f1edd
as being removed from the mother was seven and the average =
family size was three._' -
Out of the 30 cases randomly sampled ‘there were 19
oases ;n Wthh the chlld(ren) were removed from thelr ‘
'mother.‘ There were three cases 1n whlch the chlld(ren) were?
removed from thelr fathers. There were flve cases where ther
,chlld(ren) were removed from both parents.M There were three‘
cases-ln»whlch the child(ren) were removedefrom other care

' providers (see‘Tablebl).

’Table 1

Type of Care Prov1der Chlldren Were Removed From‘

Number of Cases-_‘h:Percehtage
‘Mother 19 . 63.3%
Father 3 10.0%

_ Mother & Father 5 16.7%
“other 3 - 10.0%
30 100.0%

.‘13,



The father’s location was known in 18 of the 30 cases
(60%). 1In five cases the father was incarcerated and in two
cases the fathers were deceased. 1In 12 cases the father’s

locality was unknown (see Table 2).

Table 2

Father’s Location At The Time Children Were Removed

Number of Cases Percentage

Known ' 11 ' 36.7%
Incarcerated 5 16.6%
Deceased . 2 6.7%
Unknown - 12 ' 40’0%,
30 : 100.0%

There were nine cases in which relatives were 1living in
the home at the time the child(ren) were removed from their
home. There were 21 cases in which no relatives were living
-at the home (see Table 3 for the number of caées and the

percentages) .
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Table 3

Relatives In The Home At The Time Children Were Removed

Number of Cases Percentage
Yes - 9 30.0%
No 21 ~70.0%
30 ~ 100.0%

At the time the child(ren) were removed from the.home
‘there were seven cases thet'reﬁorted noﬁ-relatives living in
the home‘(23,3%). In 23 cases (76.7%)“only relatives were
reported living in the home. The 23 cases included mother
only, both biological caretakers and other related femily
members. In two casee the children were removed from their
grandbarents and in one case the children were removed from
an aunt (see Table 4 for}the‘number of‘cases and the

percentages).‘

Table 4

Non-Relatives'Livind In The Home At The Time Of Removal

Number of Cases Percentage
Yes o 7 23.3%
No : : 23 - 76.7%

30 - - 100.0%

15



Correlations were run to determine positive or negative
- relationships between the variables, to determine possible
variables for control. "Type of care provider" the child
was removed from was correlated with whether or not there
was a "relative in the homeﬁ. A negative relationship
(-.6435) was found between these two variables (a
significance value of .000).

The following data was collected in order to answer the
research question: Single parent families will have a
higher removal rate due to voluntary relinquishment of
parental rights than two partner families. The percentage

of relinquishments per year are shown in Table 5.

Table 5

Number Of Relinquishment Per Year

Number of Cases - Percentage
1989 | 24 21.6%
1990 | 25 22.5%
1991 | 15 13.5%
1992 14 ©12.6%
1993 | 18 16.2%
1994 o 15 13.5%

111 100.0%
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In 86 cases (77.5%), the identity and the knowledge Qf
the location of the fathers were known at the time of the
mother’s relinquishment of parental rights. The identity
and whereabouts of the fathers were unknown in 25 cases
(22.5%) .

There were 23 married mothers (20.7%) who relinquished
parental rights. There were 88 unmarried mothers (79.3%)
who relinquished parental rights.

There were 61 cases in which only one parént
relinquished parental rights. There were 46 cases where two
parents relinquished parental rights. There were four cases
in which two biological parents relinquished and one legal
_father.(married to the biological mothér) relinquished

parental rights (see Table 6).

Table 6

Number Of Parents Who Relinguished Parental Rights

Number of Cases Percentage
One 61 55.0%
Two . 46 41.4%
Three ’ 4 . 3.6%
111 100.0%

17



over the fiVe year period from 1989 to 1994, there has
been an é?eragé ofb44.1%vof fathérs who have relinquished
parental rights. In 1993, there was an increase of 12.9% of
fathers (50%) who rglinquished parental'rights.‘ In 1994;
the amount of'fatﬁersiwho‘relinquished (66;7%) increésed to
29.7%.‘ This was an increase over the average of the
previous four year period (1989 to 1992), in which 37% of
fathers relinquished. The-greatest increase of fathers who
relinquished has been in 1994 (66.7%) (seé bar chart Table
7). In 1994, there were four cases repqrted in which two
fathers (biological and legal) relinquished parental rights
on one child. 'The bar chart percentages reflects these four

cases as representing one father who relinquished.

18



Table 7

Relinquishments of Fathers over a Six Year Period

Number of Relinguishments

70 T 66.70%
60 & B Number of Relinquishments
[J Percentage of Fathers
50 1 - 48% S0%
45.80%
40% ,
40 +
: Text
v . 18
20 +
15 14 14.30% 15
10 +
0 A - - . - — - -
89 90 o 92 93 8
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DISCUSSIoﬁ

The évailéble daté could not fully answer the original
‘question ﬁ;opoSed: Are families with two partners more
likeiy to haVe-a.lower removal and permanent placement rate
than singlé parent families? |

Althoﬁgh there was sufficient data to suggest that
‘children wére removed from the home regardless of the family
lstrﬁcture.:\In the majority'of cases (63.3%), children were
removed frdm their mothers. The percentage of relatives
(30%) and non-relatives (23.3%) did not have a significant
impact on'the removal of a child.

The quéntitative analysis of the data collected on 30
casés correlated multivariablés to determine the strength
between relétionships., There was a negative relationship
between relatives in the home at the time the child was
removed. Findings also revealed that single parents
represent a large portion of the population in which
children suffer neglect and abuse. To support the findihgs
on the negafive relationship between the "relatives in the
home", a correlation was done on the "non-relatives in the
home" at the‘time of‘removal. The correlation proved to be
a positive rélationship (.1582), however, it was not
statistically significant at .05 level. This would conclude
that there is a greater impact on the removal of children
when a relative lives in the home, than when there are non

relatives living in the home.
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The descriptive data collected, supports the research‘
question: Do single parent families have a higher removal
rate due to voluntary relinquishment of parental rights than
two partner families?

The data collected over a five year period reflects
that single mothers have relinquished parental rights (55%),
whereas two parentts relinquished parental rights 41.4% of
the time. When both parents relinquished, there were only
23 cases in which a marriage was intact (20.7%). In 1994,
there were four cases in which the biological father and the
legal father (married to the biological mother) relinquished
parental rights. The trend seems to be changing, in 1994
66.7% of the relinquishments were by two parents. 1In
addition, four cases had two fathers who relinquished their
parental rights. The bar chart (see Table 7) indicates the
increase in fathers who have relinquished parental rights.
This study supports the literature, that the number of
relinquishments have decreésed due to women who have chosen
to give birth, abort or marry (Bachrach, Stolley & London,
1992). In 1989, theré were 24 children voluntarily
relinquished and in 1990 there were 25 children voluntarily
relinquished. Although the numbers are not staggering, in
1991, only 15 children were voluntarily relinquished and the
trend has continued to report fewer voluntary

relinquishments.
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The biological father has become more involved with the
woman’s decision of Voluntarily relinquishing their parental
rights} ‘The literature appears to be limited in the current
trends.of father’s involvement in the‘decision‘makinq
process‘of relinquishment. Fathers appear to be an
increased importance on the mother’s decision to voluntarily
relinquish parental rights. Future research should include
' the father'’s impact in the decision of rélinquishment.
Single parents continue to have children removed from

their care.  Winkler (1986) reported that 72% of children
| were removed from female headed househdlds. This study
reveals that only 63.3% of the popuiation sampled were
removed from single mothers. These findings indicate that
trends are slowly declining and less single women are having
children removed. Although the decrease is not staggering
(8.7% decline), this study reports that change is occurring.

Social Workers should be aware that these trends exist
and regardless of‘the family structure more intact families
and relatives living in the home are faliing into abusive
cycles. Social Workers should continue to look at the
impact of child abuse within the family structure and the
impact of other famiiy members‘who are living in the home.

Further researéh‘should'be conducted in the area of
family structure and the impact of child abuse. It appears
in more recent years that the family has broadened and now

encompasses relatives or non relatives living in the home.



This study has.identified some'of the correlations and
changingitrends that mo:e.family members (biological and
legal fathers) are involved with the removal and the
relinquishment of%children.'fIn future reseerch, the linear
relationships should be looked at to_identify‘potential
patterns aﬁd influences, This study has reported on the
voluntary relinquishmenfs of ehildreh, however} this study
'did_net encompass court ordered pafentel.relianishments of
adoptable children. Further research»should_be established
to look at the‘percentage of parents whose'parental rights
" were involuntarily terminated.

This study concludes that children were continued to be
removed‘from single parent homes, however, the percentages
are declining. Faﬁilies inwwhich the primary care taker was
reported as the mother, had other relatives living in the
home, which significently»impacts the removal of children.
In additien, single mothers continue to have a higher rate
of voluntary relinquishment, however, there has been an
increase in the father’s involvement to relinquish parental

rights.
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