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the né{ed for temporary or lo g term care of < ildren whose
parents axe unable or unwilli g to provide them nurturance_
1ven sanction

) '.and safety .

h@mJ . However,
| 'fostering “thrrstudy was Merm}r

T Answers to thes
just who are the most adequate and most satisfied foster

s one of society 5 responses to

»

e

~ Child welfare agencie/s have been
by soc1ety to recruit. select, develop and .upervise foster
their succes-s in these areas has been !
E .uneven..,' ,‘\:’_,.‘\ .._‘,.'_}g‘... . .’ g . . '.,. ‘- . . - . .
o "Accordin to the/ foster /care literature, there s’ a TR
chronic 'shori—@ge of adequate foster p&rents in Canada and e
fied . AT

the United States. Many fost/er parents are”'\issatis
Ias

w:.th fostering even though they have been designated
adequate b/child welfare aqenci{és. So that thez/_ might be

a better understanding of the satis.factions derived from
) _m \' N ! . _. PN

'l‘he purpose of the studya was to seek answera to the
(1)9 Is there a significant relationship between
e,

-que stions )
foster parents' satisfactions ‘with' fostering and social
Are

workers ratings of ade uayy of foster parents? /(2)

o

o,

‘@certain demographic characteristics of foster parents
-

adequacy and/or satisfaction.

questions would shed some light on.

related to’ foster parents
In addition,lrsince closure of foster homes J.s more /

‘ parents

et e

- f
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» X '-'»_'.'Z.identification of predictors of foster parents -satisfaction b
would\be a useful finding. D f'.’ : ,'-’
o ‘ S

/The study gr:?odnsiﬁed of foster parents froin

- ".‘eighty-—two foster h fmes which are llsted as r;agular“ foster ':"".

e > -
\ . hornes by the Department of Social Services for the ar“ea ser-

S v1ced by their st. Jo office. R ; L

‘ \

\

/ " An interview schedule was used to: collect the data s -
' . yregarding the, foster patents. \ Because of time and financial‘ RIS
-.' constraints the study group was confined to the total popula- .

N v':tion of foster parents in St. John's and surrounding area. .
I 'rhe social work rs at the St. John's service office

‘ Welfare Divismn of the - Department/of Social |

73 - “
the study group into more adequate and less o

. ,of the ch:

B Setv:.ces 3
' §'~adequate foster parents using the Foster Parents Global

'\ Adequacy Scale developed for thz.s research.,. 'I‘he degree of

) . j_',p051tively related to adequacy and satisfactions of foster 'Z-' W

BRIy S _' From this pr&cess, it was found tbat foster parents S

'satisfaction of foster paren\ts was determined by a Foster ARy

""T.Parents Satlsfaction Scale based on, prior work by E‘anshel (1966}
in the United State/s The/interview schedule also contained

“a, demographlc questionnalre. T Lo _7 )

o~
'\

" rated as more adequa};e by the social °workers were also the .

: i_‘-v':.'

', " more satisfied foster parents. It was also found that cer-
tain foster parents demograph}.c characteristics, i e., / .

‘ 'foster mother s age and education of foster parents, were

o parents .

LT e - - T v e T N TR anaatet e Ul S e . PRV
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,"often due to voluntary witﬁdrawal than to agency rejection, R
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Certainly the study could. not have been completed ‘0

v oy
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L 3 L I_NTRopuc'rIQ_N- o
;/?\ié ]: ?i?~§fﬁ:d#{f Foster families are recruited, selécted, developed fiif"

Qnd superwdsed to provide approprie;e family end community

ffe\;l,;7;g;' liVing experience for dependent children and to offer them
BRI R s :
RN : e quality of care, nurturance, and child-rearing which

c - f;'.they need (Child Welfare League of America, 1959) -wg;' o

?‘ﬁ{ S b"\f, Although foater famlly care exists to provide correc—

‘ s iii_j tive experiences over those from which children are removed,.~ f}
pg

'“tﬁhfﬂ _ parents as a major strength of their program.,'sixty—eight

‘,ﬂf¢‘:{;3;- per cent of over 300 responding agencies also reported thnt
a4

éf&:ffif'f the foster care system;was generally not meeting children 8 B B
5v:*ﬁf?f%.:[7 needs (Stone, 1969) "ff . F?"'a"ﬁ f'.iﬁ7f . -: e J'.a:“hf'v‘f” f{-l.
R w oy . PR - - . ,. ) .\.

: ",L;Qf_f~f%* Researchers in psychiatry have fOund that many foster S
i.%;fithQ —~ parents lacked the required insight and métivation to sug

g o port‘their'therapeutic goals for disturbed children and to

f/aeu&a: o R
S provide normal children consistent opportunity to accompliSh,.,:" .i:u.
f tf,jqf;f:j age-appropriate ngelopment tasks (Meisels & Loeb, 1966,‘., iﬁ

: - - y : - : E.\_

- s i e TR




.....

1{ .' e D
1962).“»:,.,: el
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Defries, 1965 Ambinder, 1962;deiomon;ri9621f$§;3nber§;f15'f

In addltion, the instabllity of foster home p;ace-x

[
o ot ST

- ments is; reflected in the frequent removal of placed children

~ .

,-~

as reported by Maas and Engler (1959) ..

These researc27 8 i*{“

found that in six of the nine communyéies they studie cne—f

‘ children is cruciarﬂtb the success of a placement.,

s A

X that needed further examination,

?:ing of the fostering process could be obtained..

2
fourth or more of the éhildren had had four’or more foster ,5 }
AR "\ o g _'...: . : e . T BT . (..' -l'l"l !
home,placements., ;},. '7,'f‘_ T ~j-”:-~;w - :

The interactran between foster parents and foster _q;g_t,,- :

Foster

parents must feel some sense of satisfaction from fostering

N

and be recognized by th r agency and the community if they
I/ -

’are to continue to do their best work

o

: that foster parents’ satisfaction was an important yariable
80 that a better understand-i'
Hence, thlS
study of foster parents' satisfaction with fosteriné‘was

L.

“‘pursued 9@“;.' - L L S

. \ N
. .. .. . . . . - : v L
. . e, ’/ o

”“55 The primary purpose of the study was to seek an

‘-

'answer to the/questlon--Is there a pOSltlve relationship

i

'ﬁsocial workers' ratings of foster parents' adequacy? A

"secondary purpose of the study was to seek an answé/ to the

1 > _“ \.

't.question--Are certain demographic characteristics of foster

'y?'parents positively associated Wth soc1a1

‘°ghings

AL
' '

of foster parents' adequacy?

K s, '4':_‘.
L . . o o
BN " ',‘ : . - N LI
L . —. v e 2
. L . ' . -~ T c
. s “ ' _ ~ ’ 2 .
. . . ' '\
. o B . LN
. /(, o
.

S .

) This researcher felt f;.f“

gnbetween foster parents' Batisfaction w1th fostering and f t‘.ﬁ{}

.
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B
i
~
e
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Problem Statement

- Often, as 1n the case reported b Jensen, a foster;

. fhome EEY adjudged unsultable only afte%\placed children\hayexhv
~"_,Isuffered profound and p0351bly irreversible developmental ‘
‘~f}," ”nf;lag (Jensen, 1965) A reéurring theme mn\the llterature/rsu~.

3that 1nst1tut10nal care may even be preferaﬁle \o the 1nade—'f};ﬁ
con h \
SR ‘;quate foster fam;ly care chllaren recelve. Fanshel (1970)
has'stated~
,,fJOnce a- youngster i's placed w1th a hlgh risk foster
S v family, he is: tucked away out of sight. He is not:
. _ al.bother to anybody except years later when his dis-
. " turbance’ erupts into. visible form. Somethxng valld
"'+ _..can be said for'letting children pile up in the . -
- ;.. = .shelters-~an eye-sore in ‘the’ community. At. least”
R e vunder such clrcumstances there is a potentxal for ' ..
. - 27+ . . indignant’rage from. public minded citizens.. The best.
o N .- - -thing that could happen to some foster children is'a’
i . . .. .7 .. large scale closing down of foster: family hofmes . Just o
N -/ -as.there. was of the large congregate instit tions in,
LT g‘the 1930's, -and 1940' (p. 2 .5), X ; IREER ‘

-lluu - o :;ﬁ f"-:_ Coupléd w1th the fact that many foster homes have
: R Py
s been found inadequate 15 the chronlc shortage of foster

'_}73 ;,:-;ﬁ-}'homes.' An 1nsufflclent number of foster homes was the fact

‘f;most ofteh c1ted as adversely affectlng the quallty of fos—ﬁ—//a.i

fx;ter care services by agencies whlch responded to the Chlld

SJ{;'i, 'T”? ff-';Welfafe League/éf Amerlca surveY (1969) S°°1°'e°°n°mic T
T h/i"f,“.factors"mOblllty' suburbanizatlon, houslng shoréﬁées' :

o {tlncreased employment of women—-contrlbute\tgythe{,
“fldef1c1t (Garrett, 1967) ‘ ent, ;itw;( :}7/{{

¢ R

U

The fact of a shortage of foster homes 1s a separate' '
'f'zssue from the need for the soclal work professron to 1so—'

f’" late systematlcally the éharacteristlcs of adequate foster

e

n

[ . i
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A

parents.‘ However, the foster home shortage 1s occasioned

by the attrition of dissatisfied foster parents, as well as,.

:by the social forces which impede recruitment—-the reason

most frequently cited for the/closing of foster homes has .

been'"No Longer Interested“ (Stone, 1969).::

In addition to the above, the estimated number of

children in foster care is on the increase. In the United “”

States in March, 1965, there was an estimated 207 800 ohi}

I

dren living in foster care, a rate of 2 9 per 1 000 children

under twenty-one years of age (ﬁow, 1968)
By March, 1971, the humber of such placements had

risen to 266 070.. These figures are conservative estimates

of the number of placed children.- They exclude placements

made 1ndependent1y of 3001a1 agencies and children in insti- o

B

tutions.. They are also a oue day estimate, rather than an'

estimate of the total number of children who moved in and

out of placement during a giVen year (Department of Health,

’

Education and Welfarep l971).
The figures for Canada are Similar, wrth an estimated

“

/‘number of 81 000 children in foster care in 1972, while the

total in 1962 was approximately 50 000 (Foster 9are COF_ \z

mittee, 1973).\.2 . .
In 1959 the Child Welfare League of America estab—

lished standards to serve as goals for|continuous care

l/serv1ces[to children and to represent most‘des\rable prac— ST
ecified that the foster home 9Fﬂ15;"¥¢:7'"

tices. ﬁhe CWLA etandards,sp
study consrst of a series of interViews 1n the home and .

o

o~ N
e Tl

. .‘. .. ,‘_.x N . ! PR .
ST "". " J X Lo .




" be made of the . personality

":allty characters and whether appllcants can accept Ohlld's
forelatlonshlp\wrth his natural parents (Chlld Welfare League
'.“of America, 19??) ' : N ' e

:ftive foster parenterHutchlnson, 1943).

“‘Welfare League of Amerlca s standards 1s based on/a cllnlcal'“f”

-

;prOVlde for the gathering of supplemental 1nformatlon from

'reference// As a result oflthe study. an evaluation must

ake—up of foster parents and

\ the way 1n whrch they are likely to perform as. foster j_;;zgp,

Nt

)parents, 1ndlcating such things as whether applicants have.ﬂfi

t

A

Thls 15Lbasically the\same approach set Out by

'1'Dorothy Hutch1 son in..1943 1n her book, In Quest of Foster

'?home VlSlt and 1n offrce 1nterviews ln respect to prospec_hif'~

\

, ! .
,mode; of dlagn051s/and aSSessment. Thrs approach 1s time

;:'consumlnglfnd costly and bears no documented relationshlp

joe ,,,'

d-to outcomes for foster children. Maas found.lt more appro-

N

lprlate in. chrld guidance clrnics where patterns of pathologyff

¥t

”ﬂare sought Maas (1971) has stated.

”Until we know more than we do. now about such matters,'
_;chrld welfare workers might well consider, whether
" their time) is not bet\er invested in other .than o
: - clinical procedures ‘in their. home finding and place— T
,C.ment actlvitles., (p, 39) oL o

K . -y . : \ .
_‘jagency with members of prospective foster famllies and alsoﬂ;;'.

lithe potentiality oﬁ meetlng needs of phlldren served by the;ff75f

ﬁ'particular agency, whether they have the necessarY person-"'“"
. gt ‘

- Parents, 1n whrch she outllnes what one must look for 1n the}"'“

The ‘horfe’ St“dY \Pmcess as. prescrlbed by the child.




'”":11ng nurturing, 8ubstitute care for dependent children.
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'-}~/:_ oy In fdster care literature, 'no_ generally accepted

> i 5y

;selection thbory to guide theehome study worker in 1nten51Ve:J
ilrfoster home evaluation'was revealed 1\Rather a general dis~xrn
Wsatisfaction w1th the home study process, aa\Well as aub-‘* .
~.stant1almdifferences between theories and actual selection .b ;j; o
”ﬁpractices was found. writers viewed home studies as involv-:'27 o

'tfﬁing offe\hive or inappropriate probing of applicants (Fan— -' /

~

: httshel 1970), and reported the gathering of excesaiwe amounts

,Q.Hgof informatloﬂﬁfrﬁm applicants (WOlins, 1963) The tendency

j~"‘il_to view the foster parent applicants simultaneously(as clie t
3and colleague was seen to subyért and obscure the purpose of"
“Ithe selection process (Lawder, 1964) R, i ‘h: .. ;. i_. o
Child welfare agencies have been charged with provid-/~5
"*fFoster parent selection procedures have proven inadequate

"ﬂfto select the needed quality or quantity of foster homesv o

4 > A

- : NE o
'j}No generallyjaccepted theory guides the asseSSment of foster A
ZLEEparent applicanté/ Characteristics of adequate and satis~ jd a

ﬂfied foster parents have not(been systematidally 1solated.-,,-.~

'-fJObJective selection\procedures, the results of wh ch coﬁld Aifﬁ o

'ibe measured and predicted, are needed and have b'en advo-{'lfpmf;df.'
~cated in the\literaf/ ure. . e s ?,.j.h._1¢,,r
'.'. | .. . . o :'. = .\.\ e

An 1dea1 foster parent selec‘lon system 'ould identify
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:y The intention of this study was to isolate some of L

ol

g .
the characteristics of adequate foster parents and assoc1ate

the foster parents‘/ :-Y 45; . L~a'j; ,;Z:m;”- ’ fn __é-"“' .

,_3 S - -w-, ‘ SR ML b
. l *iii signifidance of the StuéY -'ffgf.fquffV“'
"ii The increased understanding of factors assoc1ated

\ﬁr{ n

. S

"ithtybn with fostering may help at least make a beginning in

,tworking towards a Sltuation where social workers may be able -

rworkers wohld be 1ess dependent on the appearance of develop-'/"'

o

.‘-/ .

"T, Welfare League of . Kmerica (1959, p 52) should be ..’f‘g h '

.ili;to*predict outcomes 1n foster Paﬁggé seleCtlon' and‘this “?.

will in turn contribute to improved services to dependent

- /"
'Q,children;. For/example, children could be spared the trauma

“'rof frequent removal from inadequate foster homes, and sOC1a1

e

fmental lag in foster children to’ gauge the adequacy of fos-‘ﬁ'" :

parents.:h tgzz'..gf.ﬁni R f;,:,j';'i ﬂ : 'f '. . "-.‘““

The objectives of foster care according to the Child

AThe ultimate objectives of " foster famiiy care should
be promotion‘bf healthy personality developme t of the
child, ‘and amelioration of problems that are. 2
.or- socially destructive. :Foster family ‘care is. one o
- of society's ways.of assuring the well- being ‘of .
;ﬂjchildren who would otherwise lack'adequate parental -
_.:care., . SOCietx assumes certain qbsponSibilities for - 7
~.rearing and- nurturing of children whose: - parents -are .
unable to carry and. d;scharge those responsrbilities-
. through the services of .social agencies and other .

social institutions. Foster family: care should " / -f.:""ﬂh

'prov1de ‘fok. the child, ‘whose’ parents ‘cannot do. so

~experiences’ and condfitions which promote'normal -
~mot1vation (care) W

2

o [N .. . W

2;f;withifoster parents' adequacy and“foster parents' satisfac-’i:y

ersonally5 -

ich prevent further injury to. theﬂ o

s
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b “;uw;:a 73f 'child (protection) and which correct specific-;VwV'QJ:_. o
.« .. .-\ problems which interfere with® healthy personality S
A,~‘ﬂ_' :g-c development (treatment).ﬁ;”,,l / L ﬂg,._x.

Y s
.

L,-{- - e ;;-;J[“v' Clearly the degree and quality of this care, protec-"”'

L ;-.Urj.xtion and treatment, and therefore, the degree to which the

ng'~j. J'l:“ 2. well—being of a large number of children is assured dependsl'
e, / °

z',;_j;‘_t~",,nin a great measure on ! the men and women who act as foster '&P\Q L
R E-'?,C”JparentSa w‘f”ﬂ,' ff“ﬁ“g'hj* F'?\k;,r-¢n:::~‘.“~-‘: 37f’-:,
e G T P B P L ' i

It is necessaryiétherefore, to disco er who 1s doing

5i;f“3'ffi;f ?rﬁfjja good "job' with fostering and to some extent why they are

./"

'",;;iy"lj;fﬁff Limitations of the Study f

This résearch was contingent in part on the ability

"i of the social worker to:make judgements concerning the ...ﬁfi_'

fi;;.i:;ifwju“‘ '3-Judge can be affeéted by her educational backgrOund, by her

"fn'“-::*'iyjadequacy of foster parents. The social worker s ability to fgli o

p051t10n in the agency structure//nd‘by personal whims,'
!

g 0 r

lfancies andl}diosyncrasies (Wolins, 1963) The workers who i

] S l:a“:f;_fated the study group for. this research were baSLCally of
.:7,f' }-,'5the same educational background, the average educational
‘¥level being BacheIOr of Arts with a major in. Soc1a1 wOrk

"mTheir-position in the agency structure was the same--all

'were child welfare social workers. :Ef;-t',:}=fﬁid-';c“

NS - . L o S . R . . -

f?fﬁfy.v,if,.ﬁ f~f1 It must be remembered that there is no sharp diVid-Z:t
ing line between fact and opinion, almost any answer, how-ﬁ{ﬂ"

"';'I ever objective and factual is 1iable to distortion.~ The

-, -X\‘ o N e T ot Rt PR e, A AL AR, ‘ .o

VR oL R o ’ -




'“cfgj S impulse “to. distort may be slight if the que;lions to be

B anawered have -3 negligible personaf con nt to the inform-
i' ~ants, but the possibility can never 'b&G
! 1965) As professionals, social workers

. I. ''''' " ._
,tl:i_ﬂ:)ff involvement than laymen. Holins (1963) found, for the most

7]fﬁ:i; e a‘ part, placement supervisors and home\finders were largeiy
¥f{jfi{y{:: ih agreement on the adequacy of foster homes. {;Pfﬂglaﬁ

Because the statements in the aatiafactions ecale

_r

'r:,i were measuring conscious satisfactions of foeter parenta, '

o

i'p.}lff the "halo effect" could have introduced some bias into the
';gfx}l“-“;:; - study as Well People are inclined to give sooially

.‘-accepted answers in interv1ews according to Madge 11965)

-, , . . ,

:ﬁi/s'f'f'i”_,.{'_: with regard to generaltzation of this research, since,ff_

L o REEE

. . "Q\j;-a total population of st John's and shrrgunding area was ““;,-f A B
S AN o - , .“ ( .

f ~{—%;—4e~;;’.f ’stud}gd, the results are 1imited to th St. John 8 area.-’- BRI |

S mzzurfﬂg:‘“zﬁs Explanation of Terms ;l Cel T
S T _.Q;.{.']_:ﬁx*f ,5f_ynm. RS
'.i;w,Foster Home Care. ~‘[;v"uf,=-jfm\f,n‘_;ﬁf' /. L;*f* g

Fostering or. foster care 1sea generic term Whifh ’-

:ffj/'Lf: f}n:-'f includes the variety of situations wherein a child‘may i‘;jT'liiiﬂﬂf
TR j;'greceive care outside the confinee of his own famin (COStln,;";i e

Q‘ N

- -1972) Included in the term are inetitutional care, group

f{::;} g :ﬂ;'ﬁLfﬂt 3homes and foster hoyes.( Since this study is concerned w1th.fff-ﬁ"i.}ﬂ

oL § o

B T the provrsion of foster home care for children in the Province '

R ,of Newfoundland,,it is. appropriate to cite the Government s: »;" B
i et T W '

adefinition of this type of care. Thglrrovincial GOvernment 8
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re uire sho t\t/erm or . 1ong }‘.erm ‘care and. 1nc1ud.e, neL
. chi dfen wh are awaiting adoptioh. (p.4 15) Co
! .

In t _e.-.'_' e 'pi'a' ', it is further stated. = ",, ' .

- —

@',l‘e rpose’ Qf prgviding homes is to. provide a «normal / )

'~ family: home

espect to sizez/ composition | and

. 5‘for chi. dren:with’ emotional, physical‘@nd mental A
'fndlsabl’ll ies.,-., (p 15) 2 e / a

' Foster Home Serv1 e is a means of prov:u:hng children
with snitable ‘environment with which' normal childhood

1

tion lly or physacally handiZapped children.. '-

N While the Department £ Socxal Servmes in Newfound—

e .._,.\

definitions of foster home care found in the

Y
. '

1965 ‘gtat that the e¥¥ence of. fostering for children in A

care 1\9\ thet t.he child liVes w:.th foster parentsé in ;-.heir .

experiences may be 'enjoyed in a \family life setting (p 8)'

literatur ﬁritain @oard:mg Out of Children Regulations,




1972 p 321, G S e

B \their ab111ty to care for a varlety of chlldren. In addi—‘

' fwould be closed dmnxwhen they became inadequate, as per-

'4'tinuum of low to hlgh adequacy., Therefore, the social

dwelling as a member of their famlly (Pugh,,l968)

ra

N hroughout this study foster home care, delivered by

™~

1,

.

3 - ' /-

foster parents, is uded in the context of being (Costin,

!

5s

Lo fdll time care, twenty-four.hours a day, L
outside ‘the child's own home. .i, given within a

,;{;f_. foster famxly home.-ngp,,_” AT x,;;._ f;KQ,g:f--*

‘ Foster parents' adequacy for the purpose'of this o
reseaﬁch is the parents' ability tp provide for the enbtlonal(
physical and 1nte11ectual needs of the foster child, as per—ii

ceived by the sociaI'worker:f In addxtlon, the foster

parents must be judged as: being emotionally mature by the :/'f_v

soc1al worker and must accept the natural parents as a part

of the foster *'care process. They must also be flexlble J.n

Q # - ‘
tlon, they;must be perceiVed by the soE%éi worker as sat1s- _

A

fled w1th the foster parentlng role-

: Ala foster parents 1n this study group were conszd-
e-ered adequate foster parents (oth‘ywxse, they would/pot be :;

i;approved as foster parents in the first place, or if so,'

~

.,’celved by the worker) However. e\?ex’:‘(body m the 9r°“P are

hﬂnot consldered to be of exactly the same degree of adequacy.

< . '

Uj? 7 WOlins (1963) says that foster parents fall on a con-

S
," K

QJWOrkers were asked to d1V1de thelr foster homes 1nto more

Coe.

o
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T 'vfﬁ’...’l.:'-

;'was COhSldered to be more adéq“ate-\iifﬂﬁ
:”'FOSter Parents' SatisfactiON\fjﬁ-t.fi

R -' Lot

'{Lmain ¢ategories--socia1. private, and satisfaction with thef{ﬂf"J

~'ment concerning a problem w1th the foster child

fprovrded in.the Methodology under foster parents satis—:'ii,'L'
i~ . ‘ .0 L
. factions scale and in Appendices C and D.,'

. L ot [ . .

N . o ) KE e R . ,
N - .. i .A.

adequate and less adequate using the Foster Parents globalu

Adequacy Scale. in Appendix Al There are eight items on thei
scale with a possible highest,score of thirty-two, and a
possible lowest score of eight. A fo?ter home rating score

totalling twenty or less was considered to be less adequate

)

and a foeter home rating score totalling twenty-one or moref;ff'

v
‘ \

.

.{J

B

Satisfaction derived from fostering falls into threef”“n

'child plaCing agency._ gocial satisfactknm include such t\Sng'

“.items as respect of one s neighbmns amd knowing one is dozng

something useful for the community. Private satisfactions s

‘e Y

‘ are divided into three div1sions--sat{sfactions copcerned 7

SR 5,\4#‘
mainly with oneself-~satisfactions concerned,with one 8"~ {

:wgfamily, and satisfactions derived directlé from the foster

..

'child Under satisfactions w1th the agency are such items

.as being satisfied when one has had/to contact the depart-~r

More detai} of foster parents' satisfaction is ' "-,_f__;

1
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R adequacy and aatisfaction ehould probably be preceded by an | fﬂ—fkif
L T

L underst:nding of'foster care, how it comega;bout and what

or does not lead to., A child can be said to be infhn

”i;;k/i}il?i“) it does

foster care when a child welfare agency arranges a 1iving ..

L

situation for him that ia with someOne other than adoptiveff h'.f;f

s oEaw .o ! /

or natural/parents. Properly speaking, foster care can take .

2o

place in an Lnstitqtion as well as with a family._ .The .
agency delegates to the institution or family only certaih
'}" _ “ f: porti?ns of parental rights and responsibilities, the _ Wj'
. mQ

f&“ " P ,'“ remaining parts of which the agenéy and sometimes in B8O
1 , _". ) . o ‘

areas, the natural parents{ retain., One of the major rights

o retained by the agency is the decision about where the child
/

shall live.. Parental righte may, if the court finds it to f't'

the child's advantage, be terminated by legal action.,.In_ o - - 32%£

R S many more Cases, parental rights are simply abandoned. along 1
N A A i

i;“-i R thh the child. fyh“ “W:ﬁt*ﬂ‘:' . ] R

Until perhapa»twenty-flve or‘thirt yeara ago, many

) children came into foster care because th ir parents were-~~‘/:'
‘ . f:';f lll or unable to provide for them financ1a11y (Tegethoff & f=,‘}i'
til : “.. . ’ ‘.‘.‘/ ., \\

Goldstein, 1972)t---;?_>~ffgf'4;f_sfﬁ-?




R to hlS own parents, or failing that»his adoptlon, there wasn

ol ff care. Maaa and Engler found that once a chiId had beEn in

’11‘\1959)*was primarily one of shock that there were ‘so many long

Lo / -~... X . . ~ . -' o .,‘ RN .-"..- L (AN
Suchfrarents were not‘always 1acking in love or eon—“,}'

"ceré for fheir children and foater care was conceived df asﬂ;fil

o

mporary measure whose ultimate goal was restqratfpn of

a
'f'wZ‘child“to his family.E With an increase in social ser-z'?;g~:‘

',4'

v1oes, the Situation has changed. More extensive caseWQrkﬂ;[“f-“

“

serVices,/homemaker Serv1ces and other SOcial/ﬁerV1ces have;m
/‘

.’

held tOgether many families that would once have dissolved_g

1.

(Child\Welfare League of America, 1959).

.¥.:;j"' Maae and Engler in 1959 p01nted out, as a: reSult of ?v”

a study in Seven commﬁnities, that even though the proféseion
.G’
of social work was etill theoretically committed to short &

-term placement in foster care and the restoration of-aqchild

Cow -,;,

.-nevertheless a/staggering nqmber of children 1n long term

Care for three months~there is a sharply decreaSing chance
that he W1ll ever return to hie own family., In addition, 40

to 50 per cent of thé-children 1n long term foster care shOwed“ :

O

" fairly serious 51gns of disturbance, not s0; much as a funcﬁionf":

Vi

M -

; a:ﬂﬁ
of the length of time 1n foster care, but as a function of )

the number of placements the child,h&d undergone (Maas & :El?ff? Lff_
Engler, 1959)' ‘“'f-]}_ f;='*.*“” P - : B .*' -‘,%“Tj-

- : P g
.,-'_ IR , .- h

= o R i . . o

The lnltlal reaction toathe writingb of Maas énd Engler

(1959),,and to the preliminary studies (Maas, 1959; PurVine,

} term placements. It has been pointed out by,Kline tﬁﬁt the

’.soc1a1 work profe551on has been slow to admit that ﬂh many "?x.ﬁ_}ﬂ

. ] w"}_' @ ggr“ ;,; 3 :"‘;‘,Sr—\.:g;_;f =



cases long term fester-care is a necessity.: Many parents'

[P -
~3

3:i Will_never care for their children, will not sign consents
for adoption and even though there are legal processes by

“h means df whicﬁ?&wchild may be made adoptable without the'

to a degree, and’may drag on for two or three years (Kline,

l R

v . e

: "‘.-\ / 1965).;_‘

;*4;;.T It is also a common observation that more and more.f

. :_
V'

fseriously disturbed children are: coming into care (Littner,

Ew - i960) Emotionally disturbed children, like phySically

.y

of the loss of small board payments and reimbursement for

v

‘ (

medicalq dental, and clothing expenses, many foster parents
cannot fford the expense of adoption. So we are left with

long”term care as a reality for a great number of children

(Kline,,1965) Long term, however, does not necessarily
mean long term in the/same foster home; Maas and Engler

1}959) have shown that many fbster children experience

;'several placements before they are released from care.

',,...:

Jeter (1963) re orted a United States nationwide

.....
Lov

ff~';fiof the fosEe\fchildren in. the care of public agencies and
' t

.17 per cen thOse in the care of voluntary agenc1es had

suffered abuse, exploitation or neglect by the parents or

i consent of his-n?tural parents, these processes are tedious o

handicapped and retarded children, are not eminently adopt-'
able anyway Older children share the same fate. Further~"

more, either in terms of 1mmediate legal fees, ‘O in terms o

‘”h};study of a sample of agenc1es which showéd ¢hat %3 per cent

et e

e ——
g S Y S S S T
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o

caretakers., Continued foster care was the only plan for
Eh64 per cent of the children in care of public agenciesp and
- 'p. _;for 51 per cent of those 1n care of voluntary agenc1es (Jeter, -

h'1953).-,

N \
L

In an attempt to find out why children come 1nto

.

;gcare, the Child Welfare League of America (1969) assessed

<Lfthe Chlld placement needs in seven metropolitan areas of the ﬂjg}}

i - .t o —

";United States and derived .an. overview of requests for foster

v, Lyt

care serv1ce over a three month period in sixty-eight

PR . : P

'}agencies.: Out of wedlock children,'and dev1ant parent behav-”:f”

b -'.

By iour each accounted for 21 per cent of the requests.‘ Jenkins
fiﬁandISaubeF (1966) analyzed the preplacement circimstances of'f¥¥l
r.\‘420lfamilies of 891 in 1nit1al foster care placements of the?;l

tlfNew York Department(of Welfare..lPhy51ca1 111ness of the

Q‘?j‘ff ';child rearing person'was “the - most frequent 51ng£e reason for

| /placement and accounted for 29 per cent of the 425 families{?i

'.G.A variety of family problems (1nc1uding unWillingness or -i ::;:,

‘ﬁlljinah&lity of the childwrearing person to continue care, ’
'-:‘fdesertion//1ncompetence, household conflicts; arreet, death,-'
'?;and housing problems) accounted for 33 per cent of the cases\‘
'Ii fu?ﬁit;' Thirty-nine per cent of the chlldren remained 1n care three
.‘11“months after placement (Jenkins & Sauber, 1966) -
dhf'f-;"f:' Given the fact that there are a large number of chil-
';Tdren 1nvfoster care for what is con51dered long term and the'
}Tmajority of the care of these children lS entrusted to the

' "'-':\_‘men and women who \become for parents, 1t is useful to look-.‘:'

»x*friat research regarding the adequacy of these substitute parents.‘?.
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'1ngs as follows (DeFries,

of foster parents performance.. Eight variables which/

:ﬁwere derived._

o L 17

Tne literature regarding foster‘yarents‘ adequacy

. has been divided by the author into three- sections——(l)

assesSment of current foster care performance, (2) breakdown

'and outcome\sfudies; and (3) studies on motivation of foster_

: parents--in order to render the material more meaningful to’

u
' .

b3

, the. reader. gf_~f3,lhlf‘: ;A ,”m;~ ;. e

. v
Assessment of Current Foster Care Performance
-, EETAE

'fl;:;j? The current assessment studies have been dpne by

“fDeFries 11965), qutley (1966), Kline and 0verstreet (1972),

Q PERE : , .‘_J‘._‘...._.,

&ﬁ.and Solomon (1969) féuéf:@::f?-'

DeFries 11965) compared‘parental attitudes of foster

'"'fparents of disturbed children'w1th those of foster parents

"N

.

965, p. 79)

‘In general, the group of foster parents caring for .;1f

Vot ell-adjusted ‘children were more. direct. and. realistic,

reer to complain -and to praise, willing to; take more
fresponsibility ‘for making dec131ons,.and more reject-
.'.ing, of agency help. . They’ ‘éxpressed a. greater. feeling
.of ' permanency. about keeping- the ‘children.  In contrast, '
the foster parents of digturbed children.did not: impli-
*,cate\themselves in .the children® -g . difficulties and: weré
+runable to: emphathize.w

'~unfortunate exPeriences'as causes iof their difficultles,
- since. they were so involved in- attempting to cope with

: the effects on themselves of this maladaptive behavxour.;"“”

.\,-. ..

Cautley (1966) studied supcess in fostering and

b

'Iaccounted for almost one~hal£ the variance in the ratings

.
These variables included a combination of

° T “ .
A oL . ‘_\.._'-, .. .",..r o
R L B , N
s

. : They We;e detacdhed: and : objectivei_‘-.
"in their feelings, but . did not see the children's - . -~

.fcaring for well-adjusted children. He summed up his find-f” o

'{jdefined success in terms of soc1al workers' global r?tings o




. - T g
. 'y v“’_"‘._‘

"'T»child.- This 1tem accounted for 27 per Cent of the variance ;;L'“f"
Qf;:in global aucceee ratings1 Second 1n importance was the ;”:f
“ﬁ?item cOncerning the teamwork of the foater parents which

ztt7accounted for 11 per cent\of the variance (Cautley, 1965'*5-Ef}i?;

‘Lselection be based‘on €he ability of foster

’-‘less developed capacity £or providing pbychological care.,~fi-:qf;

‘ ) ¥ . . . .
factual data, foatera parents' perceptions and attitudes
and social workerfassessment of the: families economic levelil R j;

when non-farm families w re examined separately, the K o _.}

best item predictive of . sucoesa ratinge was the rating of SRR

1N

'the fOSter mother as a good’risk in handling a withdrawn';j',nbw,

.,,\.

.58) f"'-\' SR R '~'L-;/--' T S
;;. a’ large component of the b st predictore to-,'“;*-p', v e
success" of non-farm families consists. of two . . : ;'IL/ :
L parénts wh “work well' togethér and.a. mothetr who |has Lot
"both particular sensitivity to a withdrawn'child as o
.well as:confidence in her-ability to “reach” him, ~ ' - ..
, along with the: ability to-be . firm in some- 51tuatione.
In ‘addition:to. these,'the nUmber of own children a - .
" foster family has. had, -ahd their general economic RN N
1eve1 are also important.- ;«, 4,,n Lo o ,'g R o

— L : . - . - .-
. -, ’

Meieels and Loeb (1966) uggested that foster home L/ .

/.

parents to help

rfoster children accomplish age—approp qate PByChologlcal f{id t;;/’

: v’tasks as described by Erikson._ Solcmon (1969) applied - e
."Meisels and Loeb'a approach 1n a study of foster Parents d;
‘{.of 1atency aged boya.; He found that foster parents did not

“'f;consistently act upon their perception of/the need fbr.fﬁ*

~

mastery of. developmental tasks by prOViding the boys oppor—' ,3)fj

7,:tunity for mastery.:/ihe foeter parents posseSSed a well-.

'.‘developed capacity for providing physical care, but a much

w7 K O .
FU vom T e .- BN Taa T . ) oo

S
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being concrete, necessary and identifiable..'

cover such matters aa adequate hous:.ng, sanitation, acceasz.-:'*:-'...

" standards o

el

' cessful foster parente are thoae who no only recognize the

"opportunity for‘their development, haVe an abi\lity to dis- L
criminate among children with respect to problems, and

- prov:.de for the physical needs of children.,- . . cee

~ The major atudies in this area were carried ou’E by
s Parker (1966), Trasler .(1960) , George( (1970), Kraus (1971). S

and Meler\ (19&2) . j\‘ ‘,,f-'. Cen, e S

o 'of one agency s failed placements OVer a three year period o

'\‘

v - h e e T - L.

\ . [ N ._»

Kline and Overstreet (19‘72) came to the conclusion
that the Only generﬂ.ly accepted criteria for aelecting
adequate foster homea are specific physical standards and

certa\i?n social requirements, which can be and have been

designated by state licensing agencies." 'rhey see them as

'I'hey typi cally

. R

‘x'

bility to education and medical facilities and certain health

;e

In gununary the foster care 1iterature of current

as,éessment of foster homes is at txmes contradictory. o How— “

ever, in the areaa of most agreement it revealad that Suc-

W

. . A ‘ P . N -, LI
.".;“.'.,” - . ,". oy e . TP

Outcome and Breakdown Studies L

r. .
]

N '._"‘

~ 1 -

.‘/ . : B

Trasler s breakdOWn group cons:.sted of all erghty-sxx

"\|‘ .‘-.-. ,:'.'i"

The successful group consmted of all eighty-one agency

placements rated excellent by at least two judges. Both :

child factors and foster horne deficiencies were implicated

.,-,n-' T
R %]
"‘\47».?”4:&» %

gy




"-,‘;4104 were successful and 101 were failures by this definition.wl, B |

' 'soc1al class and foster parents childlessne\ss. : The pres— S

‘ ‘Wlthln five years of the foster child's age were negatively

S .' George (1970) used a. five year placement survival as well'. :

>{H .

‘{in the breakdown of placements. /TheLfoste /\home factors
_.included inappropriate expectations :

3 foster parents for
: '\foster children, 1ack of affection in the foster home and .

other - inadequacies including poor marital relationships,

“:x:/euro‘tic behaviour, misbehaviour and old age Of foster '.

parenta..':" . ',.._'.'__. , | o : . R
Foster mothers between forty and fifty years‘ of age-..

‘ were significantly more successful than younger foster :
mothers.‘ Successful placements were significantly assbci-».""?‘},
ated with the placement of a foster child's siblings or e

.. another foster child in t.he home. : HoWever, placement of a~
."_echild to provide companionship for other children 1n the 1
' home was ’significantly associated W.‘I.th placament breakdown .

PaFr:ker (1966) used a: five year p]:acement survxval as’

. his. criterlon for success.‘__ In hlB study of 209 placements, o
L Success was significantly and posn:ively related to lower /

-..-ence of foster parents"‘ovm children under five years or

: .

associated w1th success .

'I‘here Was no significant association between success
'_and foster mother s age, her previous experience as a fos-' v 5,5."

'-:ter mother, nor the presencg of the foster father in the

.oy ™~

.as"” h:I.S standard of success.' He studied forty-five successful Lo

UL

e

R e T e
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. placements and eixty-seven unsuccessful placements in\three -

"',public child placing agencies.v These cases represented all /

\:. : placements made during a’ selected time period and which met
) ‘ '-the other criteria, foater child under thirteen and placed

“ _' o :w:ith non—-relatives.-. Data were gathereda,,from the records of | \
IR foster parents .and foster children. " % _ N

_f _: | Three foeter family variables. were found significantly

"': . . . N

related to successful placement-

-";_.',' ER T _:Foster mothers between ages 25 34 were more surbcess- P
o ful than those 35 years\and older (thia findixfg was'-“ '

'-i.n contrast_ to Trasler s (1960) findings ofl greater.'-_:.":' ER

|
N

"i-;success among older foster mothers) o ;'.
~ 2. Placements ‘in which at least one of t.he foster \ _-: N
. . L s 'parents had a’ different religion ?mn the plac} _
.- / _.-',"'Chlld we/re more succeasful than those in whléh both. D
i F '1. y R foster parents and 'Ehe foster chlld shared their |

R P religlon. g '.

T UL poa e

S T " t:j:'..j_”j Childless couples, were morle succeesful than those i
Lo / who had children of their own (this is in agreement--: Cale
o ' L o ) o L I R

Y
s

s ',-,"with Parker (1966))

: T ,7-'1'"Factors exam1ned but found not significantly related
G e S /. 0
i to success, were the presence of a foster father, the amount

e of the fgster parents experience with fostering"',-: and sex

i oot and age -of awn’ children in relatlon to foster child._._
o B Kraue (1971) studied aeventy-eight/successful and . |
seventy-eight unsuccessful placements of chlldren over s:ix

it 3.,

‘ yeare of age who were placed 1n their firet foster homes..

. oo .
- \’ . . v & N
. X . . . H - 3 ) ,
- [ i i . v | R - -
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A twenty-four month survival of the platement was his

.adults who spent at least five years in foster homes and. who
S _were not returned to parental homes during their minority.

Slye sought to determine their present leve}ls of adjustment

.\

measurex of success. Five foster home factors Were found

)
et

positively and significantly associate,d with success.; These
factors were. L ". - " T ‘?f '

.;l;-'--"‘Foster mother was over 40 years of age (this agrees

with Trasler s (1960) fi‘ndings._ i

: Foster parents had two children of their own.

N 3 -'_7-:-_'1‘}1e number of people in the foster home including

‘the fOSter child w,as not four._,, _'.' ‘

S : 1 "-K:Another foster child was already in the home.

L

5 /Foster parents had prevrously known the child

Unlike other reseerchers, Kraus (1971) found nene of the

- !

- '_foster child factors he 3t‘-}died'/8ex, age, lntelligence, e

'.s:Lgnificantly associated w1th success.

Meier (1962) investigated the current adjustment of

.f.and the degree to Whlch foeter home factors were associated

E w1th edjustment as measured by social effectiveness and

well being._ The most important characteristics of the most

.'_'-1nfluent1al homes--in order Qf frequency mentioned were. .

\

0L O T

'(1) satisfaction with the affection received, and (2) appreci-
..ation of skills and ;iseful knowledge gained in the foster '.

C o home. '. AL AP ‘, BT "_.',‘. S

) B .
. ,.,,_ !

In summary, the studies of outc0me and breakdown in-

T

' 4
: 'foster care, tell us'success 1s pos:.tively assoc1ated\w:i:th

[y




same sex as most of their own cln.ldren were Judged to’ be the

lower socaal class, foster parent childIessnesa, foster
child‘s s.xblings‘ or another foster child in the home, e
placex\\ent 1n whicheone of’ the foster parents has \ diﬁferent

' religion\than the/ehlld, foster parehts have children of

"1.-‘

-—~Opportun:|.ty to gain skills and knowledge in the home was

also associate’d with success..l,‘,__." P o
Studies Relating ‘to Motives of Foster Parents .
Three of the maJor studies in thisa area were con-- s ' Lr

ducted by Etrl (1967), Foy (1967) ’- and Murphy (19&m
Etr1 (1967) 1n studying fosterf parents motives found

that fOSter parents who preferred girls or children of the

) -:)‘.

s

least adequate J.n fost7r1ng. SR

The most adequate parents ga\‘re inuch fuller responses .I
to Aa question about motives for fostering than 1east adequate." .
The.xr responses tended to be child-centred and those of the
other group self-centred._ll Most adequate parents :Ln foster-

1ng used words such as: "love;". children" J.n their answers. i

“r
ra',‘

Foy studied motives of foster parents and attempted to
re‘late them to success 1n foster:l.ng. Foy (1967) dlscerned
two valid prlmary motives ' (1) des;res /a child or. another

, chi.ld but unw;x.lling or unable to’\conceive, and (2) 1dent1-

fies stronle’ with deprived or unhappy children because of

R

-

.
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' ":;'of foster placement failure a{re of interest (Traslef, 1960;
:_"'and Parker, 1966). o v '

\. -

their own experiences. He also cited \two secondary motives’? '

(1) replacement of a lost or partially \rejected child, and

(2), companionship for applicants' own child} . .

. Foy concluded that the secondary motives wére insuf-

f;ficient to warrant placement of a child unless combined with -

~~..--_a primary motive.‘ 'l'he findings of empirical studi s which

i

. _',".suggested t.hat Foy's "valid primary motives were precursors

"‘f/i

s

In Murphy s (1964) study of adults who were foster

_children, h‘e found that the location of the foster home was«""’ )

-,ac‘l

assocxated with unsatisfactory outcome, i e, the' suburban

- placement. : 'Bhe moat important foster mother factor was her ‘

Y

”~motivation for a particular \child of a certain age (associ-'

_ ated with unsatisfactory outcome) < Those who insisted on '

s girls were less successful in fostering. _ '.l‘hose who Were not

‘;wgée conducted by Fanshel (1965), Wakeford (1957), Badcock

. ".-".'. P N .
"choosy were more successful = .;' e T

s,

In addition to adequacy of foster parents, another

A

faction ;foster p/arents derive from fostering, as it can be
_ N o
assumed that in order for a person to continue a job one

‘

. _has to derive a. certain amount of satisfaction.‘_; -

’ Literature Relating to $ isfactions Foster oo
. . ] / = . ~ cor . v
N Parents Receive from Fostering I mN

!

Studies concerned with foster parents' satisfactions

SO ITAERA P
P ’m’ e

:“area of concern of this research is related to the satis— o

C A




N

. not differ mah'kedly in selection of satisfactions. When

| ,‘;in the professional social WoEk - literature about the v

.items associated with the community were more popular with =

"satisfaction in. fosterlng

: 1ished

':‘faction. Thus, although there has been a good deal written

.25
(1965), and Jenki’ns (l96'5), ’with Fanshel-.‘bei.ng the me,;}or_.
researcher. in this area. - | v

Fanshel (1966), when studying the differences in

foster parents of infants and :Eoster parents of older chil-

, dren, found that foster mothers of infants were more oriented
’..to pr.wate gratifications in fostering,. and the older

: ._..group to more sociaL gratifications. 'I‘he foster parents
o ':E of younger children r\a\ted such satisfactions as enjoying a/
',::'cuddly baby as their most important satisfaction, while

'foster parents of plder Chlldren. : In other words, foster

_ parents of. infants received private and inmediate gratifica-'

S

tion, while foster perents of older children received

) delayed and social gratifioation.. }

. Both parents reported that they thought themselves

to be reSpected byg the community because of fostering and

3 reported satisfaction w1th the child plac1ng agency.

Fanshe/]. also compared overall parex(tal adequacy Wlth ‘

!/
/The high and low scorers did

orkersp no clear-cut difference in association was estab-

.

» i N ",..' __,.-,’. e /

For both groups being able to add to the family

1ncome was 1isted at or near the bftto?) as a source of satis-. '

3

P

comparing foster parents adequacy as perceived by the soca.al

TR L ' LT e T L
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: legitimacy of earning as a foster parent, thi.s h&s not
S mothers and other housewives, in order to understand why

S -.:"_j a large family.. He found that foster mothers received great ."‘;'

"".'j.gratification from having a’ large family through fosterlng :'

' provide a. prof:Lle of the "typical Amern.can foster parent" drew -

_larger f,eguly.- They satisfied thlB need by fostering as they
. could not increase their own family because of economic or, o
‘other reas,ons.. ' These are simi,flar findings to Wakeford 's (1967). s
" Jenk'ins (1967) focused on foster parents reaeons for '
' fosterinq and related these motives to the adequacy of care
) -.'i.provided in the homes. All subjects were interviewed at home )
'_'.for one : to three hours, the interview being mainly/unstruc- .
'tured Case mater:n.al from the records an&’ interv1ews with the " .
::Chlld Car? Offlcer werealso used.. Homes were rated' Batls- - "
."factory or unsatisfactory. If ©one or both foster parents, .

the Child Care Officef and the ‘interv:Lewer thought the

26 -

L

apparent\ly been recognized by the foster parenta themselves.

Wakeford conducted a study in l967 in: Britain to com=

are the characteristics and interests of a sample of foster
/ .

o

people foster. - He found that foster mothers had fewer J.nter- B

. "'ests outs:.de the home and placed greater value in stayin'g

".'home and supporting the family, e(nd had a’ strong desire for : '. o

and’ spending most of their time with the family

Badcock in her study in 1965, which was an attempt to

her -findings from a case. study of a small number of foste/r

parents select.ed from Fanshel's ssmple of 1961. One of the '

’y : .
thlngs common - to the foster parents was a need to have a.

3
L

—_

I
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"‘an ability to discrim:nnate’ among children with respect to

o ,problems,' and prov1de for the phy31cal needs ‘

. w . .t:-r : .... .o . .:'. ..' ) .'. ‘\\.A
placement should not have been made, it was tated unsatisfac— g

X

tory, and if this was not the oase, it was rated sat:.sfactory.
Thirt/y of the ninety- even were rated unsatisfactory. After’

the interviews, homea were divided in nine categories accord-—
S

s
»

ing to predominant. need satisfied by fostering, and the number \

of satisfactory and unsatisfactory ratings compared for each

:
. . . . BRTeS
K \ I ..,. . R R

category. AT el T / .

DT e »"',“
The/motives considered most favourable were "alterhative*:"’

to adoption,'.'_ "compassion for Jchildren :.n need,. and repet.ition
Of

]
were “reparation for guilt feelings and "compensation for

missed or unsatisfactory relationship.

.o '. . _ - S . /

Critique of/ the’ Literature :

T Foster care was originally; considered a temporary
arrangemevit of substitute care for dependent children. w.ithm
the last quarter of a century social workere have become in-,.
creasingly aware that foster «):are is in many cases long term

o Children come into foster care for a- variety of rehsone, °
the vast majority of which focuses on parental problems’%h
as phys:.cal 1llness and deva.dnt pa.rental behav:.our. ‘;' /
- The fost\er care literature of ourrent assessmen,t’of "',

foster homes revealed that sudcessful foster parents are those .
N # v PR '
who not. only recognize the age—appropriate tasks of children,

but also prov1de an opportunity for their development, ha've P

.f. .childrenl.

[, - ‘ ¢

CeNG

/

happy experienced relatiOnship, and the most negative needs .' |




o Several studies -

O -

'_foster parent childlessness,
"f.':-children of their own but not withl{p five years of the fos— N
'ter child s age._- 3

’ -..mother is forty or over, alt.hongh this was disputed :l.n

in th home was a.lso associated w:Lth success. ER :
'ﬁ R N . -

' t.OFX’

The studiea of outcome in foster care, tell us that

successuys positively assoc1ated w.xth lower social class, - ;"'-

dsa - foster. child's siblings or e

v '-,'-'

\hemome, foster parents ha‘v:l.nq o ‘

'another foster child :Ln

'“.._: . .

It seems that t/he ideal age of a foster

v

0pp6rtun1t§ to M_'qkills and knowledge /

.

In the mot:.vation studies, foster parents who. pr.‘eferred

'girls -or. a child of the same séx as their own ,yere judged to

be the least adequate. Foster pa)rents' motivation of company -

for own child was associated with fa11ure.~.-; q S

- The 1iterature on satlsf’actlon from fostering is

mainly the studies of Fanshel He ‘came up with a liat of

'satisfactions that foSter parents"' derive from fostering

I

fwhich fell intp three categories-—private,, social, and“ 'j", o

agency satisfactlon. } T T T

Mgny of )the st‘udies mentioned in the\literature rev:.ew 2

[
.

are/based On different samples, the avariables and data col-- )

- ‘2.“. bl

lectlon methods vary and fihdingsa were frequently contnadic—/ -

It :Ls/diff:n.cult, therefore, to,make geheraliza.tions.,

Many of the studies gJ.ve incomplete information about

sampling, and method ofjl data co,llection. Similar terms are

defi/ned quite differently, depending on the researcher con-

ducting the study- . For instance, the term "auccess in fos-:-.'-:',.,' .

~ ' A N
- T e - . Y

tering is sometimes de-fined as survrlval of the placement for ‘

et
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.qone yepr two years, andceVen/five years.' Success is also

idefined as what is considered successful by the child care.'v

’iworker regardless of: the length of timewof‘survival of thef'

7p1acement. This variation in meaning makes it difficult to

make comparisons of these studies.;':

c
o
o
3

_i':f 1n addition,vseVeral of the researchers do not attempt

fjto approach the foster parents.

i

_;culled from agency records.;

L

'1963)

er parents derﬂye from fostering from agency records and

’ v

intervxews With workers, but alBO'interviewed the foster

)

R

;'gyof’ehe foster parents.

©

i

:]ﬂ‘.

.

v '—,"

N

.""
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N
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. R . . .
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care lS the;

-4

ﬁ ny of the studies have 1gnored the foster fathers com—-

T/

parents to find oat if hlS l;St coincided with the feelings‘““

A majon.criticism of research in the area of foster.""

involved in the process of fosferage‘after a foster chilg is-“

placed in the home,:even :hough it may be' the foster mother
r @ év ¢ - N .
-who approaches the agency in most cases.- He insists that

®

the foster father is not the passive figure that many people‘;

\' "

nvolved 1n foster care have leﬂ us to believe

ws’

is the apparent lack of interest in the\satisfactions foster

:;} )/

This is surprising given the f

7~Another driticism of the literature om foster.care ;A'

All of their information isll'
Agency records/can be contra-f- /7"
f.dictory and they do not necessarily-pgrtray reality (Fanshel,A -

: Fanshel obtained his llSt ‘of satisfactions that fos-if“'

ri, .

gap of 1nformation coﬁCernrng the foster fathers."f
.5' ' \ Lo

Fanéhel (1953) says that the foster father is 'Qf,v."i'

s
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fact tyét there is a chronic shortage of adeguatefﬂoéter““

s

homes and that many homes are cleseé:gwbause of expressed

v

Certainly, what Dinnage and Kellmer Pringle*said of

¥
téeir llterature review can be sald of this one (Dinnage &

Kellmer-Prlngle, 1967, p. 22)lhi -:' Do ;; ‘::) f:
' _' the 1ittle ev1dence that exiat;about‘"good" and

""bad" foster -parent characterlstics, ‘why peopl® foster.
- and about-their actual. -successgat’ fostering, has - -

‘revealed no- meaningful relatlonship between thése

RIS

iw\; three aspects.,- BRI . o
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'\rewarding situations (Edwards, 1969) If persons avoid
';;non-rewarding situations, then fostering muat of nece381ty "

jf be rewarding to the foster parents..;.ﬂ;ﬁﬂlx

¢
i

/. - CHAPTER III
[ . ' .

TnEonrmicnt RATIGEALE-AND anoTHESES

3

#,_.. .
While there is a chronic shortage of foster parents

-

e Theoretical Rationale

ported in the literature by just about sll Child Welfare

v P

Agenciesl some people do foster and continue to fosterFfOr.fﬁifi-f}”

many years.f Fostering does not seem to be finanCially

( -

rewarding, beCause foster payments are usually Only enough
for necesﬁities for the foster ohild., Very few respondenk.-

reported gain financially and some even report a deficit

'-'_ according to Jaffee and Kline (193p) and Fanshel (1963)

e

\ ' '
According to the social exchange the0ry,.social behav-

iours involve an exchange of resources at a variety of cost8:~
(Backmsn q Secord, 1964) The thFory maintains that behav— '

iour is purposeful and goal oriented and not random.h Behav-

¥

':;1ours must be rewarding and persons generally avoid non-

The/theory continues that rules exist pertaining to

.-,-

:;jregarding the exchange of resources possessed by the actors.'.f”

"ﬁJEquivalent exghanges are striven for and compensation for ,“ﬁff:"

; ',5~“« g %a s "1*": ’@‘5«*‘(’4}},{ Lg,ﬁlg.\;ﬂ .

\'(c

-




b costs would be an expectation if partiés involved are both o
adults- (Gduldner, 1960) ' Backman and Secord (1964) say
that not only is equivalent compensation expected ‘but’ parties

are assumed to. strive to maximize rewards and reduce costs. N

T The value of the exchange depends\on the actors involved e

and differs from one" social 1nteraction to another.,
In seeking foster parents the Child Welfare.Agency

is h0ping to-provide a growth-producing (emotional, intel-
p . .h”/”

A

/ lectual and physicali,enVironment for a child within t
constellation of the family.L The agency usuafiy knows what
it expetts from the foster parents and they place great

‘f value on theféoster parenting role..qfsf}f'ftjmf~ i"f""lbf

‘ ”’°Surrogate parenting involves adaptation-and change

: for the foster parents and the other family members., The

foster parents ‘psyehsiogical tasks embrace a relationship

,“7‘, i ',L' ﬂn with the foster child, his natural parents, and ‘the. agency.x

: | Concomitantly, the changes that take place in equilibrium in-

the foster family relationships in response to the arrival

of a newcomer require special efforts on the part of the S

parentb to re-establish an equilibrium in the family.: These flﬁtg

. }.fh; o ‘Q are some of the expectations of the actors who fulfill the t:: ,

/ﬁfl:/:iiff“'}: role of foster.parenté (Kline'and Overstreet;.f972). ”4f_'fﬁJ{i<”f,f

e ﬁ,.f : Many foster children find it difficult to respond

A - overtly to care given them by the foster family., If one RESRTE DR
. '4..\"‘ Lo . . .:’ C _\ . .‘ . .I ‘“" ‘I:'.":'.'\,"
TR faces thexfact that the care of most foster children cannot ' TR

possibly be primarily gratifying, one can then face

~ -, -
TS TSI , RIMUT S




-ﬂ‘realistically the requirements that the foster parents
=
must receive gratifioation from other sources (Kline &
0verstreet, 1972).._-»:'7f§,f- 3'7-'_. - '1'»‘ | ':"/

According to Zuckerman (l958), the indivxdual whoc»

gives without sufficientlz receiving to balance the scales

.3for his own equilibrium, cannot be transgreSsed without ill :h
f.ﬂ'results. This could result in the foster parent not givxngﬁffﬂ{\

. 'sufficiently to fhlfill the needs of the foster child, withﬁf::“'~

a/consequent decrease in adequacy of the foster parents. goiflfgaﬂi

"

;J; it may mean that the foster parents will lose interest in

fostering entirely and,give up the role.g.,,ij S

1

Some agencies have recognized when foster parents may

1'1.=be giving and not receiv;ng equivaIent exchange and purposely

provide gra ification through the relationship with the

:h'social worker or through a planned agency program designed

"Lf for foster parents. By'sp doxng they tLp the scales in the'_?

. direction of enabling the foster parents tb stay with the

' do. get . satisfactions from fostering He has labeled the

- satisfactions ”social" and “privat@.

]Ob throggh periods of excessive drain on their energies

(Jaffee ‘and’ Kline, 1970)

’“.,;g‘,{ ' According to Fanshel (19667 foster parents can and "'

RN ¥

. PR 3
(A P 17

\

Social satisfactions would be the gratification one

p-

“gets from such things as respect from the neighhours and

:7yknowin that one is doing something useful for the community

a

- i;through fostering./ Private satisfactions would be derived




-

-ﬁ value of rewards foregone by engaging in this activity

from such enjoyments ‘as’ enjoying the presence of a cuddly

: ered atreward from the standpoint.of the latter person._~Thejfff

f anxiety, but also as Homans (1970) argues, includes the-'

:fwi'chlld and possibly refusing a job in order to foster._

I '.' \

one s neighbours or enjoyment watching children grow, or" ‘~

/ _ e
rewards would’produce a profit“-which is neces‘ary inbg.:yl s

N N

S
S . TR

baby and satisfying one '8, motherly (or fatherly) drives \
through having foster children in the home.':,;-~ ’h'~ﬂ"3”§' ~':.'$

According to Backman and Secordq(1964) soCial exchange ‘|
theory invo}ves the concepts of reward, cost, and outcome.:f" :

Any activity on the part of one person that contributes to

....

the gratification of another person s needs can be consid-f

term cost 1s similarly a very broad concept.. The costs of
T
engaging in any activity not only include PuniShment"-”'

incurred in carrying out that activity such as fatigue or

rather than alternative acthltiEB.r The term outcome refers

\ -

to rewards 1ess costs.. If interaction is positive for a ‘
particular act in the social exchange, it may yield a profit,l*'
if it is negative it should yield a loss.-@ {f ; 3?~ ﬁ”*jﬁ,

The rewardg for,fostering whether they be respect of

-
J

satisfaction With the child placing agency,'etc., must of
necessity overcome the costsf'such as giving up a- certain

amount of one 8. freedom 1n order to care for the foster/

l’."

'.I‘ha.s'.‘,."'T

situation of the costs of fostering being less than

s

order for the foster parents to continue fosterihg,,.;
A N oL . R ;
e - s
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B ':‘ RN Wakeﬁxilis also of the opinion that fostering must be .

rewarding as’ evidenced by his" following statement (Wakeford,;l

l

1967, P- 77X

. R / Cs .No one will volnntarilx apply to take an- extra child

{r \ . - /into their homzs unless it-is rewarding in some way. _
; : : , . This applies éspecially.to.a foster child .'. . . o
.. . There are-all the duties and obligations associated
e with the maintenance and socialization of any child. .f

. In summary, fostering must be a rewarding undertaking

fgt}z'”- Tnh An order for foster parents to continue to foster. The more';fV'

“{;satisfactions the foster parents get from being involVed in »/{ S )

._'\ oL /
f;‘substitute parenting, the more they can give to the child--

":parent relationship involved in this process.: It follows e

: tely the role of foster parenthood will be A ;
¥ '.~ ye
."' R o "?:f}"ﬁ‘if N Proposition and Hypotheses _ .;
13 . o 4l. 1‘ Because of the literature review for this studv and : < ;
: ‘_Zbecause of the foregorng theoretical rationale, one can be
- %;3 confident in\gaying that.‘ There is a positive relationship:;;i {
) between foster parents satisfactions with fostering and lzﬁ N ;!

.gsocial workers' rating/of foster parents' adequacy. A]:};’yf:f,vlg“"t;
'ﬁ:' Under this geﬁeral statement, there are three speci—,ﬁ"ﬁ

””.{,4_'Lfic hypotheseszf'-;=ﬁf{ }ff;fﬁﬂ"fﬁ‘"“jg “?f,Hzf 5;; :f;;~‘kdf{- FREE

: fnypotheais No-- L s G L YR

Foster parents who are rated as moge adequate by ~;V '}1/_J .j;fg

coe ' /) = . e
.r.,isocial workers will more likely be more satisfied socially PR

S LT g“., S

R R ST Y A e U e T ey



A A A S N R P TR

36

y with fostering than. foster parents who are rated as less

adequate by the social workers..

HYPOthesis No.'z E ' '.j'. f}. R S o 'f .
L Foster parents who are rated as mo\e adequate by the
':social workers will more likely be more satisfied privately‘
-;xiﬁiffii .i‘. with fostering than foster parents who\are rated as less '
(<} ' o adequate by the social workere.n.; "7'1gﬁiﬁffu3>iﬂ}flff : o
' ‘}.f"j | (a) Sub-hypothesis-\.
‘ BRI more adequate by the eocial workers will more likely be more 1 ﬁ

'i satisfied with,private grati%é:ations concerned with self

. ” _. derived 'from fo—stering. + ERR TR S
T Pf”.l-fi .»rff':'-“gu‘1='-ngu,.i ::T5~} ' ;?;' 3ff'}li'/’F."if 391:"'

(b) Sub—hypothesis. Foster parents who are rated as

I
nnre adequate by the eocial workers will more 1ike1y be more '

N o ’ SN .
o S 3,satisfied with private gratificatiOns concerned with the j:'}
'-~ . o fam11Y. ) .' :‘ ’ ) ,_'l"t-' "' .A :I ,:'.’ """' '.‘ :‘ - N ..,A:\ '.‘ ) ""“ l, - B L . ~—' ". '_

v .

(c) Sub-hypothesis-"Foster parents who are rated asf

more adequate by the social workere will more likely be more

'51"15_,7 7 satisfied with private gratific?tions derived direqtly from 3}

the foster child._fl'“

Hypothesis No..3v.iwﬁ—.¥jﬁj?ﬁ”;f rfﬂf;;yip‘fu;;~.fi,""z ,

., . ' . . . N 1 A .
e — . CohRS L - i

5gﬁftﬁqfd,ﬁf:}‘.-ﬁ Foster parents who are rated as more adequate by the

social workers will more likely be more eatisfied with the
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CHAPTER 1V

Since this was a, study of 7n ex pgst/facto nature,

the research design was restricted by the examination of a

!

continue to be on-goinga »jf;.::;fﬂfp'j-;pﬁt' '

The study group comprised those foster parents who

'"“Qmaintained regular foster homes for the Division of child "

\',Welfare, Department ‘of - Social Services,_st John s, Newfound-'-*

?and.' The total number of homes amounted to eighty—two as
' of June l, 1978 (the research was completed and reported '

'approximately two months later) It shoula be noted that

[

-the prov1ncial Department of Social Services has divided the

provxnce into five regions for the purpose of expeditigg o
wel-

_:"aeltyery of all facets of its services, including chil

,'fare. Each region has a number of foster hOmes, though vary—'-f"

:ing in quantity from one to. another. As of June 1, 1978, /'

}there were 485 regular foster homes in the prfvince., The

'-'-eighty-two in the study group represented app!oximately 17'.,

* J,’;;I‘-;‘_“' A o

'per cent of the provincial total._fq

Prior to commencement of the field worﬁ portion of

‘;wthis study, the Department of Socaal Servich, Head Officenﬁgl

Voo - ,

L e
ﬂSt. John s, was approached. They agreed to become involved

- -
W7 iy

erg st Tl St e L v

study group where the variables being measured had been and ;fj:z'.A‘

I‘ﬂ"'i.‘:"'“‘",ﬁ‘,‘",f?j ""ﬁ' = .,r NESTRE




”?parent population in Newfoundland The number available,

'hthe less adequate foster parents.‘:;;'77

in this endeavour by providing easy access to: records
identifying foster parents who maintain regular foster homes
in the St. John 8 area. use o£ case files, if required was
authorizad.J They also gave approval for the researcher to

solic1t assistance from their field staff including sOcial

'workers and administrative personnel

tew x,' ..,.

cam

'Jif:_'ff ' SamplingﬁProcedure f“fﬁdf f:;lfxiquf;f jl}ﬁg-

Due to constraints imposed by time and finances, it

i ' .

v

'.ajwas not fea7ible to select a sample from the total foster

S e

:therefore, was only eighty—two families, as this was the

number of foster homes in the St. John s area.f This small

':number necessitated use of the entire population serViced

t

by the Department of Socral Serv1ces office here in St.rﬁ

'rJohn s." L ,'1,

s

- It was deszrable to- have two groups of f?ster parents,'

*'for comparison purposes. Assistance-in dividing the study

/

'igroup in two separate groups was provided by the child care

-:workers at the Social Servrces office in St. John 8. They

Jeomr

'assisted in the development of a’ Foster Parents Global

'Adequacy Scale in a manner described in the follow;ng sec- v y

,,tion; The scale was then used by the social workers to

“~'rate the foster families in order to divide them in two

'.groupsh One would comprise the more adequate and the other

-

A

e el
}.
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| o |
’ HOWever, there is anzhhensm.bias in thls procedure

as there may be a tendency on behalf of the workers to

-

favour their first decision (that ih spb}tting the group

into two subgroups w1thout the scaie), when rating the fos-~

- ter parents on the Foster Parents' Global Adequacy Scale. .

' Developlng the Foster Parents Global Adeguacy Scale

Three student researchers were interested in obtaln-- N

'i xng informatlon about fosterlng, lncludlng differences 1n

,support in Chlld rearing. n;,,”f'f:f;-§:g;;ifin“”

N

g 4

The researchers were constrained by circumstances to.<

'\us1ng a populatlon of foster parents as prev;ously noted

““Slnce theSe\foster parents wbuld be useful for the research-

N

'fers' reSpect1Ve studles only when dlvided into two groups"

' ﬂthe followxng procedure was devised tested and implemented =

' -
.h”by them to secure the two groups of foster parents who com—_

_prlse the subjects for this study.

~

Martln(Wolins (1963), an Amerlcan researcher in Child -$ L

Welfare, proposes that any appllcant for 1icenslng as a

foster parent xs rated by a social worker in terms of that

soclal WOrker s perceptlons of the appllcant 8, ablllty to

jfoster., He belleves that each worker has a contlnuum by

.....

-?- rates from very bad to excellent.l Based on Wolins thlnklng

1t loglcally follows that foster homes fall on a contxnuum

r

".ﬂﬂ"child rearlng attitudes among foster parents, satlsfactions -._ftj-.

';,whlch they/derlve from fostering, and the use of control and e

7rwhrch he rates potentlal foster parents‘ Such a continuum ﬂhjﬂﬁu-

TR

X3 Aver igat
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after they are licensed. Kadushin (1970) and Wolins (1963)
have'found'that;fhe“demand for foster homeséis always
greater than the supply._ The reault, they malntain, is

. that homee rated.lov_on the continuum become licensed to

-

meet'the demand.

JBaSed on these observations, the‘researchers believed‘
that it was probable that two groupe of foster parents would!t
j emerge by dividing euch a continuum, and by developing a ;Lff;;ﬂi"
rating scale which WOuld measure the global or overall ade-.'f

quacy of foster parents..u'flfi'}ﬁt.ff ~;:Quf.

\\\

anh of the eight variables on the scale had four

possible responsee, and values were a881gned as follows.

Above AVerage, 4; Average to Slightly.Above Average, 3; _ /?
Average\to Slightly Below Ayerage, 2; Below Average, l.' A o

-foster home rating score’ totalling 20 or. more was determined

to be less adequate. Foster homes with ratlng scores‘
between 21 and 32 were con31dered more adequate. ‘Research- _" ;

. ers believed that a scale which]allowed more than two cate-f

-

“ .
gories to emerge WOuld produce groupe which would be too'
N ] o f
emall to produqe_meaningful reeulte.‘ . A
, :
To ensure that two groups of foster parents would

emerge, social workerh were asked to divide their foster

parent caseloads 1nto two groupa before using the rating
scale.a The two groups were the mqre adequate and the less
adequate._ This division was requested to preclude or over7

come any bias or prejudice on the part of ebcial workers’

N . z
o
’
-
‘ /
[ . . oot
. E
[N

A TR
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e ents/ global or overall adequacy. ;?hese:y fiab,es were};

obtained in two ways._ The first was throu'h intgrviews with

\office in St. John s., The second was throu:h use of the

\1
v

Social workers were: asked,\independen ly of. each .

~ other;. to given written reeponses indicating which factors

Frcm their replies, researchers abstracted va iableb which

appeared’most frequently. The following varia les emerged..;"

lg Emotional Maturity of Foster Parents ‘“41: I

This variable occurred in’ six of eight .orker replie§}', ST i”

Follow-up telephone conversations with the woriers sought . ;') ;ﬂ}

to learn what they cqnsidered would be an opervtional defini-':

\“'..

tion of this variable. They provided ﬂhe follfwing-' ‘

;V,_Emotional Maturity includes the capacity to,love, givezw"
+ .and take; the ability to cope with: day to'd
. flexibility and’ good judgementz adequate en
. socia1»r01e93 acceptance of all one 8 weakn

'.‘_\'-,"

. - - Y PRI R
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/
. Kline and 0verstreet (1972) support this definition of emo-

tional ‘maturity for the most‘p&rt. Trasler (1950) indicates

that unsatisfactory placement outcomes(of‘fOster children is - ;:,"

His study

is supportive of sociaI workers correlating emotional

related to emotional illness in foster parents.

. maturity w1th fostering adeqssoy.:,,hj'_::i57 57'j:7 L
2. Ability of Foster Parents to. Under@tand *fjj??;eﬁrﬁ
“‘and Accept Natural . Parents un the 1 Lo e

/Fostering ?rocess - &E;. .

cating beliefs that natural parents ar
are temporarily unable to cope with the care of their chil— 4

dren. They helieve thst the natural parents should.have the

right ‘to Visit their children while they ‘are in foster care.-:

_,__

They understapd that the foster child may eventually return ‘4f

‘to the natural parents.

....

maintain a loyalty toward his natural parents.: This vari-

able occurred in four out of eight worker replies.”- This is

i"supported by Wilkes (1974) and Fanshel (1966) in their euq :f

observations regarding clarification of the role of foster'

parents..~

,_\.. . /.

:r.' oo '/

\Meeting the EmotionalvNeeds of the Child

o

" 2 - .
This variable occurre& in seven out\of eight workers'

: replies., Emotional needs Were defined by the workers as

givxng warmth, affection, understanding and tolerance.‘

fome

W

'f;;g Tr&sler (1960) in his reseerch,!

A TN

defined emotional needs in e,fé:ii;




e C
e

'f-ba met in children...

R ability ) meet foster childrens' basn.c needs,, Solomon (1969)

" 3schild's physical needs.-
‘3f§fshowed an awareness or appreciation for emotional needs and

o "fil"';.intelleotual stimulation of the child

el e ‘/ T s

Véry similar way~ He states that warmth feelingsiof

re

‘ h‘self-worth. the developing of & moral cdnduet (sense of ;
'“?a_socially aCceptable behaviour); and stimulation of learning "', [;,
N ] e

Lfare ths key elements in a definition of emotional needs to '

In his assessment of foster parents'

L]

found that these parents largely concentrate on meeting the
Only one-third of his study group
e Jq!j%;

T SN

‘ >
t

Ca acit of Foster Pare .s. to. be Child-

Centre Rather than -Centred
This is defined as the parents' ability to accept W
the child fo his own self, rather than as a means to ful-:;;‘9f
,filling their own ﬁéeds.? For example, do foster parents 'fll*.lkfij A7
y RN G O

talk more about themselveh than the child~ or doothey use RN

wordsfshch as "home,' “love, “children,“ frequently [Etri,’*linjf“t

~.

This variable occurred in one form or another in j v

.>.' T

3} . -:'»

five of the eight social worker responses. Again,,this . )
l . . Q L o
variable has been found to be related to success in foster-

o —

ing by Stanton (1956) _His findihgs indicate that successnf/

inwfostering is higher among those foster Parents who 1OVe¥j_iff'h

the foster child without reservation. ':'j,’

-----




. "‘,;'f\emtional needs of the children, noted that this *Vari&bie 8

',\-:"éjq ', 8

. j'_f.'.school progress, and encouraging the child"s efforts in 1“

_E'J\earning new tasks. . Wh:Lle the social workers d:.d not

' "rl"‘."Ysrrow (19'73~) reiberstee that one of the major functj.ons ;, ,/

'f ) I = _
..*\ - ', \‘ ’:‘0 . AL . -”_ ] ' o . i . i e
- quite important in the literature on foster care .and parent=
Lot '.- - . ‘ N '. ;
'“_5 Ability to Meet Basic Physical Needs S .
Physical needs are defined so as to include food, o

- clothing, housing, and medical services. 'l‘his variable wou’ld
‘:.'be considered the base line for any human being.- Solomon

(1969), in looking at foster parents' ability to meet the & N

.n

g

'for years been the focus of: foster home progrems Con—

r - N ,

sequently, foster parents have emphasized physica"l care and

developed it well. . 'I‘his may explain why physical need was

not ingz/luded as a variable by the St. John s social workers,

that is, “i\t was probably taken for granted. . ;

'FOBtér‘”P"ar'ents ."'Abili.gy to 'meet -:thel_ S el e T o
IntelJ.ectual Needs of the Child .j_.-’/, T : '

Intellectua,l needs are operationally defined ae
2 s

""proViding new learning experiences,' expressing interest in

FA

¢

- .-:”:f~.'_explicitlyjive this variable, its importance can be foundw SIS

. - . . \._-

. in' the lit ature related to the socialization of the chil

- ”of the family is the socialization of the Chlld and, one

. of the key.elements in that socialization process is develop-

- "','ing the _chil*s learning through experiences provided by the
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: Ability of Foster Parents to. Understand, Coo
Accept, and_Cope with . Different R L TR
N Childhood Behavxours L .51 , _¢_' Ai::ff;*Tl_g,'”5 S y
. ”f ThlB is operationally defined to include foster fs'
L S parents' ability to independently evaluate the child s behav~,;' X
o B iour.- For example, the awareness of“reasons for slowness in.
. toilet training, bed-wetting, or hyper-activity., This/
i : BT
R includes the parents' overall readiness to accept the child S'Tﬁffﬁ'
: ,Z behaviours at different ages and stages in his development ,,LH{}.:r*
W (Solomoh. 1969) . -. - T =¥, : '.',/' G,
-" ." . '_,. . ' } _ ,.\

NP T R f"ﬁfjf3‘8 Satisfactions Which. Foster Parents Derive L
N A from Ehe Foster Parentinngole '

- f/;f Foster parents may indicate such‘satisfactions by
:_:'f'ff expressing positive comments about their relationship with

.“. the social worker (agency); by 1ndicating tha they enjoy 'ﬁ7;'gjf'lgh;
o ;ﬂlfifi. meeting the challenge of difficult tasks in fostering, of . 1'-ffy/,gﬂ

being able to serVe the cdmmunity (humanity) in this manner,]‘,ﬁf;f%wL

f;ﬁ. and by expressing their fascination at watching children f

'i" grow up._ These observations about foster parent datisfacr . )
tions are supported by Fanshel (1966), Jaffee and Kline_;i’ ; ;
(1970),.and Kline and Overstreet (1972) ;”_ .
Pre-Testing the*Scale Ctéﬁ?ﬁ“t{'yg T i' f“ .: e

) The Foster Pareyts"Global Adequacy Scale was pre-; S h{
_tested at. the Long Pond district office of the Department X

',,{;r:figh of SLClal Servxces., Two supervisors divided twenty foster ?

ﬂtf;_"':_ families into more and less~adequate and the child care;ifi>ff el

SNDEE workers used the scale to rate them. The foster parents,.g'jpu, Lo

'VJ} who were categorized by the social workers as being

o (Y NI . o - - . K JEEVEN . B PR Lo T
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imore adequate were also rated more highly by them when t*f_f ‘ .

{ using the scale. The converse was true for those catego- ﬂ*{

[
. I M - , T _..' . - .

P SR ,lf:,f. rized as 1ess adequate. \f_ Lo S

¥ L - o A -j I Yo : : oo d L ey -
. . N . o . Lo KR4

Using Social Workers to Rate Foster :"- e i'i;~

\.
N B o Parents in the Study Group ' RN
R R R EIcTI I S Havrng used social workers to rate foséer parents on ~.¢5 N

youT o e . " -\

'~

3Q3i the basrs f adequacy, the author was following precedents

lf!ﬂ”if_.:f established by researchers such as Fanshel (1966) and Tras-'

Gl er (1960) f And, as ‘Wolins wrote (1953, ps.101):

T . . e

‘.A',_/'flrﬁ -is, we ‘have seen,” substantially clear, predictable,r o
' ©7 %70 - and . ‘consistent’ individually within agencies and~- s
't“among agencies.lr :

: ' w* calt
It was expected based on observed precedents in the liter-f SE

-~ -

 Cr N . K

ature, that social workers at the St. John s Social Servrces'“t

" .
»

Foster Parents' Global Adequacy Scale. This was anticipated,_[

to ‘some. extent, in that the majority of workers had 1denti-f~*

'2:_ fied 51milar criteria for rating foster parents when they
EETENON assisted in the construction of the scale.m.n: o T
' i : The underlying assumption was‘that socral workers, _i ~f;;-ﬁ

.who would be rating foster parents,«were capable of making

"J}p correct assessments, based on\their agency s guidelines for -

fostering (see Appendix B), their experience, and their f 5

e

academic training.‘ The average education of the socral

sy

;T.ﬁa workers who rated foster parents for this study was a ,fflf |

Bachelor of Arts,degiee with a Social Work maJor. The

A f L \ RN i RN
N . =
RSO " \
— R -
’ i

.:74;:':':fa sOc;al worker s image of a good foster parent ﬂ'y-j;’jfl,f

*}.",‘ office wﬁuld be consrstent withJone another in using the '144_ Lo

; ,.\3"“'"}{ ‘,3*, -Smu\ h‘(n, hag W . r‘“ A -V‘F‘ﬁ‘z

-1\.:‘4:*
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'average number of yeers experience in working with foster '
_‘families and related child welfare activity wadg four years.
‘ Subsequent analysis of 'Ehe Foster Parent Global T
'.'jAdequacy/ Scale rating forms cOmpleted by the soc:.al workers g
revealed that foster homes rated by them as lees adequate '

L ;',consistently scored 20 or less.\. The more adequate foster .

"'_:'.parents achieved sc/ores between 21 and 32 , Although the , =

'workers were forced to divide their foster homes as being

either more or less adequste, a subsequent comparison of ;'

..e.,..rfoster home scores and assigned ratings confi«rmed that the
| ratings coincided with their initial judgements. SOcJ.al

workers were unaware of the scori-ng component uséd to check

their rating of foster ho e . .Jﬁ; ,'_.';' L

W

The Foster Parents'-~Satisfaction Scale

o

So far, research has not provided any clear-cut facts'.';:"

/

',','f.‘."about the complicated question of satisfactions of couples

who undertake fostering._ The most prominent and well-'."

‘quoted study in this regard has been done by Dav:n.d Fanshel " :

(1963) Fanshel attempted to describe characteristics of

‘..lfoster parents, which incldded their satisfactions with e

fostering' : / ‘,.___: ; ‘f../‘- ': SRR , ‘ ' :

‘@ g | X
To find out what types// £. satisfactions foster par-

.‘,\

. \ents receive from foster parenthood, Fanshel went to d:he,'_ MR

\ L 'j.. ,"

t'__files of foster parents and culled from different agency EEDE o

©

?":records foster parent role satisfactions. : In order to '

) :{",_find out if this list of satisfactions were aotually

A
T
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.important to foster par.ents and to What degree, he inter—- '
: N
. ﬂviewed the foster parents.' In an unstructured interview

: with the foster parents he found ‘that these were in fAct "' E

" the satiafactions reported by foster parents. ' Fanshel then
'asked the :Eoster Jaarents to rank the satisfactions in order
of importance to them. Fanshel found that foster parents .

. "'-"_of young children (age 5 and under) were more oriented

- }__'-towarda a"private gratififations and those of older children o
/were more "socially oriented.- Both groups, however, felt .
. ',-"_~ j‘_";f:._f _-" as if they were respected by ‘the commun:l.ty because of being .;f”:l: o
i:'. B ¢ . : -- .

wf foster parenta... ‘ R ':_;".-"_': |
' ’ / _— L Fanshel defined social satisfactions as. enjoying

: -respect from neighbours, helping the unfortunate people, and o

.:‘_doing something useful —for the community, R . .‘ G
. j\ Panshel’s private gratifications seemed to fa@l into -: \
,‘l-_‘.‘three categories. Under one category are P"'ivate sa tis fac-""" . ,
/ ; e .'tions concerned with» oneaelf. 'i‘he second category cOntaing

. jprivate satisfactions concerned with other people in the '

' :family 'l‘he third category are private satisfactions der:wed: ¥
, 'directly from the presence of the foster child in the home. R _ H
: | . — The first category would include such eatisfactions /J
UEF T ".fi f'__}‘as putting one 8" religious beliefs into action, fostering \
S helping one to continue to feel young, keeping busy, satis-'”‘ \'"

-fying strong motherly (fatherly) drives, liking the chal-

- 1enge of a. difficult task,_putting /one 8. homemaker skills L _

N ,intb action, and feeling like ax whole" person. .' R i
35 R ' L ’ . : u
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" .satisfactions were related to adequacy of foster parents. _ 'I‘o

..-Ienjoying the affection received from children and being

'-fascinated watching children grow... )

-l'parents, wanted to find out if hl list of satisfactions was

—".‘approach. '.l‘he writer s study wanted to find outm if these

s The private satisfactions concerned w:x.th other members

“’of the family would be gratification with fostering because

'.'.it makee one g spouse happy, and being able to add to the \'

T

’family income /through fosteringt: / E

The priVate satisfactions directly concerned with the

.;fom:er child would be enjoying the presence of a cuddly baby,

.
i

!
t

-‘_\a third area of satisfactions deri.ved from the child-placing

v [

-'fagency. i Thie third major area of satisfactions involved

,getting a satisfactory response when a problem arOSe concern-

i

'ing the foster child 1f the foster parent had to contact the =.'v'.:.

\ i

-—'agency.:: In add:n.tion, it involved being pleased with soc:.al

K

:worker s preparation when a child\is placed :l.n the foster

\

’
LI

.:-_home or removed from the foster home. L B f-

B

Fanshel, when :Lnteryiewing hls study group of foster

K

,‘.important to his group and the degree of J.mportanoe they

mattac;hed to each item. : He therefore used\the rank order

‘e
N

v

U

E ..do so, it seemed more useful to examine concepts which encom- .

S \- -
oAt

g —r

o -fpassed a nnmber of related items on Fanshel s list of satisfac—' A

A';'tions._" The 1tems were grouped from the face validity of

'I -

Fanshel's list into t‘hree groups and each item given a scale of .

.;In' further research, Fanshel (1966) suggested there J.S A 'j'.‘--




- -"_'Services v

L or less adequate. '

14 ‘in ‘the foster parents interview schedule.-,v
l'.'are included in items 1 6 7 8 10, 15' and 15

SHE 1tems 4 and 5

R BT I
' 'one'to' fia}e. Thé inean- for 'each'5 séele‘ 'wes"'o'bta'ined to deter-.',

mine the degree of private, social and agency eatisfactions '

separately.;._ ”/ .,..-;. T
Pre-'l!esting the Scale _, “ R —

'rhe Foster Parents' Satisfaction Scale was pre—tested:_

""at the Long Pond d’istrict office of the Department of Social“'_‘_;t':

‘ '.“_"_test. s

.....

«l’t was found that the more adequate

'rwenty foster families were inVOIVed in this pre—;- R

. - "
. st LT

-"_',.foster parents were more satisfied SOCiallYp privately and

"with the agency than the lees adecéuate foster pa‘rents._. : t

-was' also found that the respondents under,stood the 'wording

K ,-,..of. the vscale.,
-"o.~. ; .--u-».\ L

e

According to Fanshel (1966) a major difficulty

o .w:Lth 1nte,rv.1ewmg foster parents is their 1ack of comprehen-

-4 e

ORI

a .
’ The social eatiefactions include ‘items 3, 9, 13 o and

7"'-\, -

The first

The second

| i“;categ\rY"-concerned w:.th one 8! fM11Y“'ar e mcluded in '.}':'j'

The third category--pnvate eatiefactions
erived directly— from the foeter child--are ‘included in
"-"items 2, 11, and 12.

'rhe;, agency ee,ti' -actions' are included

BN <y
Y, .

) ?"..-"-_'category of pnvate satisfactiOns—-concerned with oneeélf--- S )

1




| :_of 2 5. , Foater parenta with a mean acore of 2.5 and below
.would be considered the lese sati‘sfied, and above 2 5 would

‘."be conaidered mor.e satisfied. R

"I'he ecore consider

51

¢ . " - .—(.':

}'d the mid-point would be a mean acore

1

e . "-'_"" Demograptyic Information ¢' R

In addition to the Foeter Parente' Globa], Adequacy

L tf;'Scale and Foster‘Parenta \SatiafectiOn Soale, a questionnaire

Tvat

’f";-deeigned by the researcher was used to obtain demographic

.T"'.}information on the population studied ‘Information of this

_nature was re‘quired eo as to prov:n.de characteristice of the

'L:.population being examined and, where poseible to relate dif-

:_"'ferentiating characterietice to the foster parents designated

}--L",(see Appendix D) and foster fathers (see Appendix C) ; were - i

o -'-_ 'the same except in the following :.nstancea.. 'I‘he queetion
i ! ' /

- -but provided that responees should indicate if there wae
the husband'e.' Similarly, the question regarding living

; =, “‘"‘ b The foster mother B questionnaire differed from the l

‘:v.ffoster father s in the following manner.: The mother Was _ |
“:.'.-,;_fasked how many natural children she had had: how many naturalf
-children she had 1iV1ng at home at the time of the e/urvey,

L "and how many children they had fostered since becOming

.as either more adequate or lees adequete.“”’-' L

_-'_"--.'regarding family income was on the fother 3 questionnaire.
.-family income received from spouse g earning as’ well as, from"'.:f_ RN i

: arrangements was asked of the father only. .

. [ . DR
TR .

The demographic questions directed to foster mothers

A

r
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‘fost'er parents. ‘-P"'lecing of the above—note‘d questions ‘was '
governed by the apprOpriateness of . the question directed
_to the spouse thought to he most likely to best handle. the

Lo

"'response._ ot T

- The following questions were asked to determine E
. socio-economic characteristics of. the/ study group.

. -".- ’.'. . - . _,;

Occugation.--Responses to this question were taken

.\"
,

as givem that is, if a person was a plumber, t.he occupation-,:":'..f-"

the Newfoundland Government' Deparffnent of Manpower and
-Industrial Relations was contacted for assistance in° coding -
occupations. As a result, seven categbries were developed.
These are: ‘L‘Homemaker. Homemaker with Part-'l‘ime Employment;-’
Retired; Unskilled; Semi-skilled; Skiflled; Professional. . / :
Responses to the occupation question were subsequently
assigned to the category which they were thought to best
fit after referring to the Canadian Classification and | .
| Dictionary of Occupations, 1977, prepared by Employment and.':

Immigration Canada, Ottawa. T R

o ‘\..-'

) i gd_u_g_t_i_g_g .--Categories were developed to determine

those perBOns who had no high school, son\e high SChool,

graduation, and university education._'-

oL A
s ..'."\

Vg
SN

. ’ Relations also assisted in devising income ranges wherein e

was BO written on t\ﬁe response sheet.;.‘ Prior to the survey, .'__}:,:-

: Income.--'rhe\ Department of Manpower and Industrial_; o




4
:,1

slo ooo oo to s14, 999, oo, and $15 ooo.oo to szo ooo oo.-. Oyer L
| $20 000 00 was the higher income level ‘

) outport séttlements, Lusing the under 1,000 range was neces- =

AR Ty N R
o, S .- \’ 4‘-':.. . -. \' I- I_ ‘.-". . ‘ _" ' . o . N .;5"3/_ .
. " ; ‘ N .- . . ‘x o . / ‘ll._ ‘.
.reapondents could possibly be expected to £all, employed. in-

o

_.current occupations ‘in, Newfoundland. | 'I‘wo ranges. 55 6‘0"0' 00. .
to $6,999. oo, and, $7 oo)o oo to $9 999, oo, were: determined to .

,__be the 1ower income category. ' The m:.ddle income range was .

T

RAVERAS ?

mine ié a particu%.ar age group. for example, £orty \to fifty"

o years, provided the majority of foster parents. or if there T

—

"were some other variations.

_’_

, .foster families J.n this study tended to remain in the one

' _-_:place for 1engthy periods. Indications of stable li\n.ng

~

arrangements, . particularly if the home was occupant owned, ‘

'\

would reveal .a permanency of the arrangement.., [For this pur-'—
Upose, length of residence was also asked. :

Information was sought regardiri the sxze of the . ?, '

lace where the foster parents were raised, the number of

pulation ranges used for places where respondents were 5 o

\' -"_raised are the same ds those used by Census Canada, but were

] \modified slightly for use in this Jtudy. Two new ranges A

ere added, under 7, ooo and over 100,000. Census Canada

| coLsiders all areas with a POpulation leas 'than l 000 to be " Tl

5

rural Considering the small size ofi many of Newfoundland'

SN .'.'sary. . And s:.nce there :Ls only one c:.ty in t’he provipce “ith'- o

‘ .

ER .

In addition. two questions sought to determir\e lf the:‘

; N
' ,-siblings they had, and the size of their own families.. .:Th. h

g_i_g__ --The question regarding age was asi(ed ‘to deter- ~d

ey ﬂm‘t}g «f‘ii..r_,




population of more than 100 dtw, there was no reason to
/ il

. g beyond thJ.s range. The heason for asking thJ.S question, -
and the’ number of siblings, was to determine if foster - .

parents in this area generaily come from large families in "
AL - rural areas. L e R w E T A ST

s .
)

'_: . _:i'f Survey Procedure

oy / / '.l‘hrough uae of the Foster Parents' Global Adequacy
St 'rf!* ' §ea1e, agency social workers prévided. two .groups of foster |
! ; PR | parents, which together comprised the total regular foater

: ” parent population serviced by the Department of Sociah. Ser-

vices' o{fice in St. John s. : One group was designated as
/
more adequate foster parents and the other as the less ade-

l quates. . | ‘
‘ ' One wee_‘ praor to the actual survey period research-.-
ers arranged with the Child Welfare Diviaion of the abova- :
noted agency to mail a: letter to each foster home. The ‘
letter, bearing the 1etterhead of the Department of Social

Services, OVer the signature of the Child Welfare Supervisor, \

v .
I care was underway, and requested their cooperation (see

K et
o N

Appendix E). e ,.;.'-;., '-'3 B S ,

During the period 6-19 June, 1978, foster parents
‘ ‘_ o were telephoned and appointments scheduled, at their conveni-..'
- . o e 4/, B ) L .

) ence, fo:r interviewera to vis:.t them. , 'rhree graduate

studente (fellow researchers) '3 and three undergraduates, }all
. P , L el
in social work, formed three interviewing groups, a researcher L

informed the foster parents that a research project in child :




[ ' o ., and student An each. Before the survey Began. each inter-' o ',”. ’ "
| = viever. was familiarired with: the interview instruments.' end - l m
> all Were aware of the interview format, i.e.‘. no /pronp ing | ’ .
,' of responses. no explanatiom of the statements in the ' nte'r-\-" 1 . K
5 - /, view’schedule.l_ 'rhey were also briefed in ‘theﬁnse of the "'t,‘ ‘
" coding system devised and the response sheets (see Appendi- "\.'.:.il N
: T R ces C and D),' used for recording the foster paifents' ; ’ ' \,
A responses.l'._g‘ T LR
. ‘/ f’ 'l‘he interview schedules Were administersci’ to both . '
S parents. gusually, in Kabout thirty-five minutes. 'l‘he sEhed-% " .' -
oo s ) -'..'-ules £or e two researchersginterested in foster parents' )
R A Child Rearing Attitudes and Child Rearing Practices are notl '
'included here although they were administ\red with the i '

;writer 8 instrument as one schedule. 'l'he section on Sati/ -
DI factions (A) was administered flrst, followéd by that on .
e ' »"--Child Rearing Eractices (B), and Attitudes (c), finishing o

V'.....- v "" y lll: /.‘
with the " emogrsphic questionnaire (D) '._., . . O

~ | o L '5, . . The interviewing teams v:.aited with the foster ; ) ) /

o ,‘parents, us 'ally in the 1ate evenings, since ‘thie was the
] ’?'-:only time ster parents were available.-\: They were alvgayg ..- K | ' ,
: | advised tha their responses would be treated confidentially 3 '"' ' ‘
5 While one intervievler spoke with the mother, thembther Spoke Co ‘
; ';_;'"..‘with the. father. Throughout the ,survey, interviewing members L ;
R ""-""-alternately\ interviewed the mother or the father, though i
‘:";not by’ design..‘ There was little possibility for an inter-
'-v:.ewer\ 8 hias to enter Jsince intervieWee responses were | J\ B P

v

. ’ "‘rq_?'l'“fm“ e :._.,
AR efg T
iy




or explandtions were also limited.

~

 1inited and prompting:

R "_vRESboheé "éafds'f v'vefe _iven to the respondents on which Were"ﬁ"- -

D ,j;";. '- printed x:he responsl ; choi.ces for the aections as outlinecl :
_ R e . o
’ above._ ’I'he team approach of -interviewinq necassitated,

v ‘

.7 » . = -
- two co}xvereations 1:;; pnogress, 'nelther would atve a distrac-'-
B i . ' Ia e ( R ; . o

' as many ae fige ir}xﬁer‘rlews per evening, accomplisping thé

N , actual aurvey in a two week period.

.f‘:: ‘.;' Collected data Were collated and descriptive

" . LT atatistlcs }vere applied ':' Subsequent analysis of the preparewd

RArE oL r-."

data is reported in the section whlch follows.

.
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1 7 i S ememrvo o
15=L o 77“, :.iAa k{Tj} Description of the Study Group‘f¥~3fiﬁﬁpHU S\f
L;?.- i_ g , i ihe total number of foster families operating 'regular'
?f".’ ~‘Lfoster homes in the St. John 8 area as of June 1, 1978 (the y_
jf,.'_f’ commencement date of this research) was; 82 One of ‘the homes ,éi;;
;f T :1 ﬁf: was erroneously licensed and is actually supposed to be . '
iiv-.»i zk . classified as a ChildvWelfare Allowance Arrangement rather 'Mfu
jfkf’xl' 2‘ : i than & reguiar foster home.- Another ;amily ‘was recently -
; : | : ’ ~‘ transferred to the ‘St.» John s area, consequently, the social '
,f - ii worker refused to rate the home. . This left a total of 80 .
.J;‘ families to be studied.’ Some of’these homes did not.. contain,"
.; bdth foster parents—-since licensing either the mother’or )
. ’. ' father had died. Approrimajély 10 per cent fell iﬁto the
':f' ' '; :' single parent category.{ Lo -_‘/;H”" ‘ ;5-:_
f;' - ' Unfortunately, it was notlpossible.to-inte fiew all’
y 'f R B | of the fostep parents. The following is a breakd n of this-“n"
éi ;: .,;3 group in regards to sex, the reason for unavailab 1ity, and
bj? ;7; :;“u the numbers.' As one can see from the table, 27 p ople were ,'
o o '%f unaVailable with the majorfty refusing to be inte viewedc
.; [{; (20) The number of males exceeded the females un\ ailable
}e'}£¥ by 5...It is interesting to note that in the refusals there
J{' \ were 17 persons who were considered moxre adequate by the
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Lo L nee FOSTER PARENTS'UNAVAILABLE FOR

1.
. F

1eas adequate group. u'g\'r" %ﬁ';?-.ﬁff”'

'f:ﬁ'flaf eocial workers—involved and the remaining 10 were in the AH*

u

N l:..-\:‘ o

INTERVIEW

Total

[ /:.'"4,?1 " Female ;

Persons '

ffheeeohf:j-T~'

SR 20 o

R T T o AR 9. i
o R ! L1 0. L
e T T
.d/fiﬂ . 1e% W‘-I
. “.gi,;*In 5. instances, l p rent of -a. 27

SR f‘]ji respond. “:: i T
5' f{ mothers and 73 foster fathers to be interviewed

, ifﬁ 125 to be interviewed

‘ﬂ*zof 18 per cent..

'\'- Sy .

héfﬁééa SERRR

gaIllnese lﬁflﬁ “”'ﬁf.fﬂ
ﬂibeath in’ family .
"LfZOut of\brovince

KT
.-' i

? This meant an inaccessibility'fate

here were
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l , .'-.. - | ._ : ,.' ‘:':\ o . 8 ‘~:k- .:." ': ~/. : "1_“.’ -‘.. I : ‘.: ‘59"
"ﬁﬂ”shewfpéﬁthebpéejxihée.efﬁghe‘gﬁoﬁp;:j,k" ';”ff;“"ﬁzg' B
) TABLE K IRETNN / K
','.' AGE OF FOSTER PleNTS AT TIME OF STUDY I
B .Foster Mothers .. " ;i@T"', Fos er Fathere .f "
- Age. :Efeggepcyt'Pefcehtpge\ ;bée Frequency Percentage
Sy T e 20-24 <l
) SEm LU s
. < -30-39 -,.vzs, , :' 38,2 '30-3'9';{_",,f,,._.',ig._-';;:
o "40‘-‘49;-"‘*:'.141..’ 20,6 : 16

o
Xl
'
T
,
B )
e
<,

T
N

5 '.I";;T‘?i..""' ;-
RS J’»Z’?

13 2
20 7

75060, | 9:
Overﬁo 'I#

Aa one‘can see from Table 2. the majority of the N
foster/éarents fell in the age }ange 30 3961’The fathera
are slightly older than the mothers, wlth:45 5 per cent
of the mothere falling below age 40 as compared with 36 9

. Y . [ RS _'." . °. S
per cent of the fathers.-;]; _J;‘;* A,:gxiq',;&,ﬁilrn:.fJJ-'
Marital‘Statue ;‘ji-;{g;:gﬁ\ 5 L g

All but eight of the families were 1ntact, with both

spousee alive and 1iving together.'

It is’more 11kely that

T AT (25 -u-""“" ,..L,,,/T,,.'“

T
w L . i




u“ f/'{ft%l5jj¥ The predominence of the,group, as seen frov Teble 3, ;; T

C ey
BRI
Rty

[ as followa.,, “;7'}Lﬁ,fﬂf“;qm”ﬁfl=“.-':;¢jgfﬂ¢:i

because of the fact that foeter home placement is viewed by

1 social services as an effort to provide children with substi- L

L tutes for natural parents. :.',“72," "

. T

[N

All ‘of the foster families were Caucasian. Thia is
i b an .

| not surprising as Newféundland i’ a VefY h°m°geneous societY- ;.L;“T

oo

Religious Afﬁiliation

‘,

The categoriee of religions of the fodter parents is

L 'I'ABLE 3 o
nm/mrous AFFILIATION or FOSTER PAREN'I‘S

../\ . . '-_ .' ’ ‘.."~, . '.):_‘ :_‘I.__ .:._ KRR .- o .~/ ‘ /

Foster Mothere 7;' / Foater Fathers-

"\r:::fiu“ : '
L Qategery _t Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage

-'..‘\h.:- L

Ro P . , ' ' ‘r "'”"‘..‘. a“-'lb ’/ : .,
cal “°1*° ST 4246 e 2 -_.": 3906,
- Anglican | ':5.'35.‘ 25358 1T 30, st, =
:Un ted .rii‘f SR yj~=fjn,¢:'i\'7jﬁ s
' Salvation ;‘ Lo T e RPN
Army
\ﬂ Other
Total

fall into the category of Roman Catholic, closely behind

this categoryqia Anglican.. Thia is not surprieing es it is ‘ _
-common:_nowledge that the majority qf the pepulation of St. q;/]jfhw

Cosde MYRICN L A 27 ondy ey .o
GRS

Tes oo




4John‘a is of Irish descent, consequently of Roman Catholiq
"affifiation._iif*w;ﬂt;‘;;:/ T ' S

o . '—-Income L ""',-. T 2
oo odmeome .y o

R § St e v . |‘:'b‘"-'l""'

P ffp””=5" jvff,,,; o TABLE 4 e

.ow Uy . - R R
LAY . - P PR .ot
Loale s , “. .

; o~ . .

"',s 5,000-76,999 " N g T e

Lo Uf‘,w”.“”»j 'J.; R .”.]-'7 ~.“-f~s::f+;1----61_ﬂ_

R /The income composition of the atudy group is as fol-'i

SRR COMBINED xucouz or HUSBAND AND WIFE }iff?ﬁjfiffﬁ-lw;-fﬂ

e ,000- 9, 999\ ST
"*u\gfﬁlo 000-14,999 ajf;fff;j 23 0 e
- L 7-15,000-20, ooo ’;g;ei;,j,;;lq; v
.._-.‘i ; / L '_?OJver 20 000 S 7

o et e T aslg e
U123 0

. “- '. AP —

L As mentioned previously, thie question appeared on

/

B / ";,,"“~_the father s queetionnaire only, but aeked for combined

'_income.». However, sA:he income of the wives wo(xld not make

TEO T ._'.’_mothers had no’ income. T N s

N ._j /According to the above table, the ,lergest pex.'centagef

'~'_,"".""'"-'-"very much of a difference sinde the majority of the foeter‘ a

| f‘fell An the income range between $10 000 00 to $l4 999 OJ

. . ""l.'.This is above the average income in Newfoundland which is
e , below $10 000 00 (Statietics Canada,\ 1976).; The average | .
\ ‘". income for the Btudy group used by Jaft‘ee and Kline (1970)

A IR Wy 200 W a':,:;g? e
\—_)" Iy v
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Occupation

waa $9 910L00 and’éhia group was conaidered to be above
average in all reapeots as it waa a very select group ot

foster parenta. Thia study,,however, was conducted in~1970

o and in the United States.,a;._ ;”:'f-?ff;' 'V;fi ;“Wi L :‘I

g S

Occupation of Poster Pathers ,-:Q' lfg;.u'f:j'ﬂ;/.

The occupation of the fathers is’ shown in the fol-i.. -
lowing table°”fif,;'legf;'%: o '

'\'-?.'

occupnrxon op FOSTER FArngns |

! '-""' ‘I".." 1 : " = / Lo '.\,.'-' ’

A

Retired ; 'kﬁsf;,gj¢;| ;3,.,9¢g;y/1;4_.:_ﬁ.15 1,*g>~
Unskilled RS i ey 1007
Semi-akilled RS RUNE S U (S ;,,4!:/';28 6

* skilled. R RO UL S LR 2

Professional

"

30 s, 4f_ffiﬁ?:l

——— e ". ot

Total 57 v,[mf;fiooygfif' '

AL T N & :ﬁ;q[f.ﬂ._ "

o As one can’: see, the*largest percentage (39%) of fos-.ff:.

ter fathers were in-the skilled category with almost as many;lizl:.
in the eemi-akilled (29%). The average Newfoundlander is infgv“'l\
the semi-skilled to unskilled occupation category (Depart-:T;jg_.
ment of Laban,.1976) Jaffee and Kline 8 (1970) atudy rff;f!,f”f

group of foster parents had more professionala than this

group, but the largeut percentage fell in the semi-skilled

SO AL T o “{‘Sﬁr > §rraie ,' "
PR th‘f P e

1’“)
b

. ; Frequency: . . Pércentage T )




- Educational Achievehent “f

B 'ﬂshown in the following table-ﬁ“ o

.l.,. . ‘\

N ‘-;=.jﬂ 'iﬁ7/f“'.if“-:?éépb'G:JL}f- oo
.ol .0ui0 0 HIGHEST ‘EDUCATION LEVEL ATTAINED.
e L. catégory -

-Fostér»?éthereff:ﬁfi“
. Frequency = 'Pércentage

Frequency Percentage

_‘Grade 8 5ff”-"‘~tif(3;“:“gl: TR PR
or:Less' . y;-fﬁ1527 BREPD: 1- P ST + I

R 1Y through LT T

' : g zjn;graduate) o A23L5£'{ 33,8 . 14"

Hr: C T L HighoSeheol i teliln LT
= SRR - -graduate ..~ .4 UL ]5?9;' ci 12 o 2k.0 L
© Some college}f;:‘j_" "2.:fﬁ'g<:‘"--Q,gpﬁ‘{}§¢;[:gj, ST
,no‘degree”lz‘;-_?‘i R R SRR 1 - -

. . Special ‘or - .

" ‘technical txain-. "' .
. ing withi some . . . = I . .y
- “high-school ox =" . "; .
-,graduation R

I R .. LV R P o . L s T [

Y motalt L ves

}f;{Q;:'nﬁj_ﬁ As one - can see, the foster'fathers are elightly more "

0i38.6 .

. - . - 1

The extent of education of tne foster parents is :41'.I

ﬁn;vgraduate 13-'-{0?,f'£}“f Y lgf.f”“-j*l-BﬁLu:<;LV“

e ) Wl e T
[ N o v 2T

'/f}f”ﬁ/yled“cated thah the foster mothers, but there is not a great x';-;ﬂf.Qf.,;TJ
é h "'i'?'disparity., For example, 23 per cent of foster mothers had /:f;ﬁ?ﬁ\‘: -~
. 1“3;high school With no diploma, as opposed to 25 per cent of tju:'. '
nkffqeter fathered It is interesting to note that 18 7 per i \
R T l;cent of the foster mothere do have ‘some technical training;f;;?fftiiﬂ. o
E R IS DM '3””'14jﬁ'?ﬁlﬁ“:*taﬁrj‘iVLFfl:3~[ﬁ';fﬂ:;f]u:ﬂ-;'}f;ﬁtkrbﬂﬁ*:f“V )




*., " category |

‘-Less than;li”“‘

l»ﬁ fTotal;f"'“'

"T”'regarda to permanenoy o£ address, with the majority living":a"7
'-‘Lif at the eame addreee for their entire lifetime.,

o

but the majority o%/the housewives are not employeJ

It is’ also ‘of note. that there if only one university
- : .

graduate.‘_~i-'fiff :3;.:‘.‘iff. iﬁ]"}a’
' f_ The length of time qt their present addrese of the

foater.parents is shown in the following table (7):

\.

\

LENGTHJOP TIHE AT pazseum ADDRESS 'ffL;*_iiV

Poeter Fathers

*. pister Hotheie

", Erequency ‘ P,ercent.‘.,age__.

-
.

b
) '

Frequency Percentage e

1. yeax

”'vf l-S yeare¢=.3“i.

s s e

‘d 5 . o 2.00m

N

which the foater perents havex “EQ‘_ ';5j *f.f?:if;fﬂfi sk

14T RET
3802 21 o
42 6 29

Over 5: years-'i

'ﬁ'és;z.jifd
Lifetime / e

51.8.

57 /.1.{1$'190.’iflii.fylf RN

5 Aa a group, the foster parents are very stable with;”['

It ie also«fff?

interesting to note that 89. per cent ot toater‘parents ownf:'

“thelr oun ‘homes, with, the/:emainde: rencing.__ Syt

N [
Ty ' G . v

Siblings of Foste: Parents .”-g'ja¥[:i .uvj7"t}1_;h f':'r-'”*i‘if“

T ,'n.

In the following table is: ehown the anbaéiefféxbllnggﬂ?,}-7: 1 .

. RN . : . st
s T e M . CET S A
ST B AN A .



ST S S
. SR | o '«
: N . SR 65 S
7 . ol ff/ff ) fﬁ
- 'mnw 8 L " &
Ly SIBLINGS OF FOSTER PARENTS e

oster Fathers = .  Foster. Mothers = - o

-

linga, and the corresponding percentage for. the foster

»

Natural Children of Studx_Group

;Cg599°¥Y; .

Frequency Percentage

Fﬂbquency _Perceéntage.

11

7 or more

B R U N
5-6~~~»;-ﬂffg=id*y'_;

| '1" O O
27100 -0

| }?18'27-”"
U943
" 1. 2;;_

Cpotal - st

“o/

'321'4W
01749

]15 1 TR Y
':44.6 &ﬁ'ykfxﬁf';ejr"

1100

PV

A

\“.
-

o

As can be seen from this table, quter parents tend

to come from 1arge famiiies.~ Thirty-nine per cent of

the foster mothers come from families with 7 or more sib— -

.I.'.

fatherSLié 44, per cent.: Fanshel (1966) says from hist.ﬁ

eaperience with foster parents that they tend to come from_-ﬁ-‘.ih‘

Iarge fhmzlies, which would be in accord with the findingsjbfff'.

) M e . . e, .l',- .
Of thia stu&y. _',‘.". - '-jf' o o

.‘ P

.t
.|_

The percentage of foster parents re ated to thé

‘.\---- .[

-
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TABLE 9
NATURAL CHILDRBN OP FOSTER PARENTS

\Category BRI ;'f,'Pér'céh‘?‘iQ@ ol

S S L R ‘
L. '/None ing_' R I
-;Q‘ R 6 or- more ' SQQQT . g:ii ’
. / \u;:

"'"If;k;:";f- 11—15 }ears.ﬁ “9fuﬁ,jzyv, . 28, 77'“';;j‘

The foster parenta aa‘a group have had more children .

f?fthan thé national average which is 2J5 children (Statiatice
R
N Canada, 1976)., Eighty pesecent of the foster parents have

) ihad three or more children. This agrees with Fanshel (1966)

e

@1who aays that foster parents tend to have fairly 1arge
o T Lo R

‘»]”families. ")1 a ;;J;_ﬁ O f;"fﬂ¥ ,*R}t~-'_.,\§‘;§

;,years Married .,:;;{¢:._»-;;m:;'g,~qr;;gl, ‘i.f;@?: ;{j5;=j};;_

The following scale ahows the number of years married :-?}-hu'ﬁ?

"QQjcorresponding with the percentage of foster parents who fall W

in the different categories. .ﬂ;
i TABLE 10
.\ .o . - .

FOSTER PARENTS' NUMBER or YEARS uaﬁnxzu

Categiry S *:u Percentage o
- 1-5, years’g“;j;;'&;{iji; 205y
' 6-10.years . - i 8 9

16 years or more 'jﬁgﬂf& _ 59 9]

- o
j
‘- .

SR T e
[ “":L« T gt %,%‘%ﬁma,ﬁ;ﬁ:}:ﬂ

A BENGE NI LG L CEn T4 Ut S W B T A N s AT




A ’ . . - -
‘ e . B

' It is not surprising then, knowing the foregoing o

characteristice, many of which denote atability, that

A,approximately 60 per cent of theae foster parents have been

f

;*:Tﬂ, R married to the same epouse for 16 years or more, and 90 per

.'Z:V; cgnt have been married for 11 years or more., As Fanshel
(1966) notes, characteristics ‘such as these could be a'li
?ﬁ fi'xt;-g'.cﬁ.l:.result of the selection process.,‘.jrif'.ETfiﬁJ-ﬁ i:;;:é{gfjﬁﬁ“ o 5

ff%f%if; — Foster Childrenlu»ﬁ;r‘;t‘:ﬂ;j“:}:,v'gj;f ) ;ky;,g

f o Il, .
v o, : : l' T L

LIt is interesting to note, in regards to the foster %1.§.f* '

: 'chhildren, that 41 per cent of the anter*parents have had 8

‘or, more foater children, and over 50 pér cent havedhad more

; \\;;g_l'i ' 'lnithan 4 foster children eince they became foater parents.;ﬁ': -'.--7

N . AP . L

In regards to the number of children in foater care

‘;1n theae homes at the time of the survey, there were 150 ,‘ . LHV

D Jfo; er children being cared for by 125 foster parents.l_*f.i, e

s I".-"‘~'! 4 R PR T “,'hnﬁh::_ AP TR L
o .WIA—jProfile of ,’ Study Groug fi~“uﬂyvﬂﬂ‘;T;\'f” SO fj ;: figﬁif.f
"‘1‘ _ .
.]ﬂ'{f“'f ‘lall were Caucasian. The majority o‘;the foater parenta
i; ‘ f'”uwere of the Roman Catholic faith, followel closely by
!ﬂa:i: T'fnf;;Anglican. The range of income containing t%e majority was

$1o ooo oo to $l4 999 oo. \The occupationa for the most’ s :
j-’ﬁﬁ-r;7if{f: part were in the aemi-skilled and akilled category. Thejf;*‘

n:; educational achievement of the.group wae low,“the average s

"" ',’ -."i :"'-.'."'
o - S

— .. G ’ LR 2 YL v
LA Eymivonoted PR VIR R s LAY
- M < -
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Te,

foster;parent having helow Grade 9..-

] N

-;e/- mhe group are considered to be very industrious as .

100 per cent of them were employed full time (foster fathers)’

and considering their eduoation 1eve1 they were holding very o i

good jobs with above average income.‘ ' 'g,:'lgfl'_g; [.

] fif‘tVfl[: Their stability is evidenc a in the fact that nearly

all own their own homes and have lived in the seme.area over

’-“AA .'",'".‘l::- :.-'.:“. ) ‘____L___,:———'——:_,—/‘-(;/
R TR to the same person.-;_/ ‘ _ T
.}f’f‘@f'f;ffg-kﬁg'yf “The average foster parent also comes from what is 5:§L7z

r‘,'

considered a- fairly large family (Statistics dhnada, 1976)

=g¥¢';fﬁ and practically all have children of their own.

". ) . ‘ J . A N
S j : This group when compared to other groups of.foster
B %arents are very similar, except for the faot that they are '

o .g{ somewhat more homogeneous than—other foster parents groups'"i;,.f“_

in the literature. o e '”:Hffe",jjzfdjf]” o

. :T‘{ ‘jif_iﬁfal Examination of Foster Parents' Satisfactions f;{f -

BRI Uf“-jlp:.':7[,?fi'§§fff. and Adequacy

' #Jf: " hﬂ,c In analyzing the.data, it‘was discovered that there“ T
5'51-g3f':lvfi~ were 35 foster fathers out of a total of ?7, who scored
betweqn 21 and 32 on: the Foster Parents' Globel Adequacy ‘

'=jT7n" Scale.“ In other WOrds, they were designated as more ade—f;fv'*f
| quate as. perceived by the social %orker.- They are classi-nh'.
fied by the author as Groug I for the sake of simplicity in @

reporting the data.: Twenty-two foster fathers scored 20 or

PR Tt IO R Y R T AT 2 ST AR A 1 B e T L R
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less and consequently were designated as beinq in the less

adequate group (Groug II ) The corresponding results for
LB A

thecfoster mothers was 39 in Group I and 29 in Group II."

.;;q

When compared with the foster parents' satisfaction

-

_\derived from social gratification, the results Were a8’ follows.f”
AR u;:., ’“T.'-, S
PR lg X TABLB ll ;' o '

SOCIAL SATISFACTIONS AND ADEQUACY OF FOSTER PARENTS ﬁf_~*

4:. .
Group I

a 357 -

3 63
2 12

Ve :V;3=j3=i;j'Fat ers .o . i S . P-
“*"'vJ' R | I Meap Score 3 N Mean Score .

'348_

Group II J?;

A : i .. st X - e -
~ - L. 3 . L 0 —
A

‘,f.” ' / As indicated previously, a'mean score offz 5 and below o {

22, 210

was considered to be less satisfied, and anything-above 2 5

“.was considered to be mdre satipfied. . ;ﬁ”'s ;%‘fyféjJV%ﬂffiff

L'fff;:l: From the‘scale above, it is evident ‘that the foster

‘u

o mothers and the foster fathe%s who~were more adequate are also

\'m-. ‘\ ._ M
the more satisfied foster parents. and Vice versaf : Gl

when droupml and Group II were compared on the private

satisfac%ions. the results were as follows.,w';*fyﬁdyg_.

sY

[y

1}

.«

’

TABLE 12

L

PRIVATE-SATISFACTIONS (a) AND ADEQUACY OF FOSTER PARENTS

Fathers

' Group I

;Mothers

Mean Score

" .- N

Group II ;“;_ 22

Mean Score S

3 31
2 11

3 22
2 19




“private satis
.with selt.,

iGrodp_;i\: - [2

.7‘

~ - el ¥ -t s ‘ ..

:7-'-

' PR R /17 . .
. . Y ) TABLE 13 ; - -
PR:E}IATE%,"SI_'\'II'I.SI AC‘I‘IONS (b) "AND RDEQUACY OF- FOSTER PARENT&:‘ N
Mothers'.h--- T

F"thegs .
' Mean 3core- LN

'y

vtuean Score 1' R

2012 5f5‘3§3n-ﬁf 2,30 7

"2, 22 B —jzg,@ﬁ.ﬁ}._z_zn i

roup T |3

Yot

i .

-4

¢ a

a4 .f‘, -,

'fpiivateLSatisfactlons (b) are, the gratifications on-

Cerned with t‘ family.: The more adequate foster mother'f""

'and fathers, a well as the 1esa agequate foster mothersLand ,“ﬂ{; b

,”1ﬂfathers score below the mid-point of 2 5.'°The reason £

::?this is that

:

ere were. only two items in this scale and

_one had to do 1th being able to add to the family 1ncome.';."f’t:;ﬁ ?

~. Lo

‘I‘ABLE .14

ETIN . R g
. . . BN

sracw:ons (b) AND ADEQUACY ?r FOSTER PAREWTS ;

— _,41.;14 ra‘hers R ff? — Mothers ;\J=
T, an_ Score N Mean Sco i
?.'. . '_! e / . CLe . A R ’ N ',.\,4- L
,jzz‘“jf{:,.z;qqﬂi,;;,r£¢ ,_.;ﬁ, 2 40
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. o ' R I I "1“-'-~_ : ,
S :{ﬂ . PriVate Satisfadtiohs (g}/are concerned with the - R

. .prlvate satiefactionS/that foster parents derlve d1rect1y -T””j,- B fi ¥
:;F i The more adegnate agaln scored hlgher than the 1ess ' : .
. » , - Lo I

R

.p:evxously reported. They are still, how'_’Tﬁfzﬁffm-;:f'

ﬁvero below the poxnt of beihg more satisfled. L N
A L . A '.f. ’ N o - . . ‘ |
\ 'iéﬁi' mhe next area of|satlsfact10n to be compared to ade- . o

Vo .y
. B

L E A . . ._ov:..:.__ . .
QUacy ds agency satisfactijn categdﬁy The results aée;as,yf S £

follows"

e ': - : e ‘ . TABLE 15 . , ‘.. " —-.l “’, u.:‘. ) . ) .A.- . } )
T SATISFACTION' WITH CHILD, PLACEMENT AGENCY
%, . ‘AND ADEQUACY OF FOSTER PARENTS -

ST e T Fathers B PR Mothers T ,._;Paiu-ﬁafw-
' : - N Mean Score R _Mean Score . . .,

©! Group I 4 - .,."._,35"‘-1 PR R TR 2. 80’ _,;'-,3; o |
'Group;u/_, 22 12,05 T2 2 10 R

) ':.C"‘.

o - o B

a The more adequate\fbst_‘,pérents scored 1ower on® this t xfr;j o

:

o . ~ l .
satlsfactlon scale than prevxous scales, but are Stlll con- LN :
Bidered more satisfied.. They did, however, score a hlgher e

N o - " /': B Lo . I v v .

- mean than the less adequates; * - - 1 oo vt

.,;{ ﬁ’,tu The n@%t variable to be teated against adequacy was !
A} ' . "_ﬂ '.'.@'.’

the age of the foster mother.- It was found (refer to Table/ "_f;f];f;

_,16) that mothers age 40 fnd over contained the greater per— fg;ff'i:wa'.';:

: ;centages of less adequat foster mothers.,.'
7/




......

BT 40 andiover oo U0 4l 2& ;}fﬁ"u,j 56,88 ...

F O ,p‘, u':E'Eg-Z;‘i"‘r-t\rA[ rdz’SL 3 -\ni + q«

PR

-
e
:,r'r * ,- /, e v

e -

[y

Clbnderwo Ui 7400\ 25,98
Lo e el L S (e,

I

(1971) found a similar result and considered/that foste\

*j”.f.:'. o mothers over 40 were: more adequate. Parker (1966) conclu,edv
: e

/that'foster mother s age had nothing to’ do with adequacy.,:
George (1970) found similar results as this present study
. when he concluded that mothers between the ages of 25 and 35 N

';-.were more adequate than foster mothers over 35..,_'

Al

The next demographic characteristic to be" compared

_to adequacy was the location of the foster home and the: two
e SRS .
"locations were city as Opposed to suburban area.' \g:-~

o E . 4 o :
“\ ..__ij'lg" ghe)results are ‘8hown in Table 17 Both Groups I 3 B B
. N P e » / [ oL 4.

,f.and II had a larger percentage in the suburban area than in Y

\Z'the city‘ This variable was, therefore, not considered to

. .';./f:jibe related to foster parents' adequacy., T L
- Lo ey / 0 s T e
y - ,) » ) ':‘.‘ ‘v | \ ‘V . .
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| (/ . B 7/':y - o
g \ L 73’
/ w0 o masme T "
‘ - s B, ‘
L B o nscmn AND ADEQUACY/OF FOSTER pmn'rs
SRS s Foster Fathers ° .. Foster Mothers -
o | “ '-city R SUburbéﬁ ., City - - Suburban -~
.,., ,F . B . - " ' ' - ) ; “ " - T . -.
s — Group I N=16(45%) N=19(54%) an‘sus.zu ‘N=21(53.8%) '
‘ Group iz N-8(36 4%) N=14(63%)  N=10(34.58%)  N=19(65.5%) ,
-E " This As- in disagreement with Murphy 8 (1964) findings;f
N . .
SRR l‘u\that the lese\adequate foster parents live in the Suhurban -
R i]larea. ;!" E "'.k-']fiu B
R I A , A ‘ . .
: The next demographic characteristics of the foster

Cawe

-.

‘(1966) o S RN ‘:‘

A

:lthe fost r mothers were not empl

e

P ":'.-\- .
) - e .
- e A0
- . A .
.

““'fto be a; characteristic related to adequacy

‘“ymparents own children living in the home (this included

;tor chﬂldren. It was found that only 5 per cent of the
B families /had children who . were within five years of the E

”*related to foster q’Fents' success acoprding to: Parker

‘f{associated with success in fosteri g is the fact that the
ed outside the home and

fore,»considered a. significant factor for this group..t-ﬁ,

.‘.quarents to be compared to' adequacy was the number of foster .

'1adopted children) that were close in age to the foster childgj.:

':foster child‘s (children s) age.' This Was not considered

o This variable ‘has been siqnifica tly and negatively

Another variable advocated in the literature as'being.:.”"
'.mother is employed outside the hzge. ‘The vast majority of
b 4

T ~\were listed as. full-time housewives. This was: not. there- };'.1

BN VR '
o N
N o AL .
o ~= !*;{“ _,‘Kr
e * reﬁ’*"? T
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-*:Grade )

7hf guate. :
Ay

The next faotor looked at with respect to adequacy

was education. The educational 1eve1 waa combined into.two '

v-‘.. A - )
groups..”LeBs than Grade 9" and "Grade 9 or more, and the - -

resulte were ‘as follows:;ff

! TABLE 18 S S
§ "."
EDUCLTION AND lDEQUACY OF FOSTER PARENTS :5‘ -
L S P ST
N o Jé'_? Mothera R f~l * Pathers | B
zoup I 3 . Group II . Group I;," Group II

7

_Less than 9 =7 (25. 9%) N=20(74.1%) N=T4163.6%) N=8(36.48) -

‘.Grade 9 S

'\‘Ior more . . Ni32(79%} © Nm9(228). Naélxso%)f@'n%ia(Ao%)i :

Ty

ently contained a greaterzpercentage with Grade. 9. or more.

/

than Grade 9." It as found, therefore, that the edu
level of the foster parents 17 related to their adeq

f'-, Aa the vast majority of the foster parenta co
families of four or more siblings, this factor was -
tested for zelationahip; in addition, the liv1ng arr
menta (the vast majority of foster parente own*kheyr oun'

‘e

homes), was nOt considered to be. a deciding factor ag to R

74

whether fost5§ parents were conaidered more or. 1ess ade— }',*éﬁV—l
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A o
. ! - . B o ’l '
T TABLE 20 ' |
INCOME OP\FOSTER PARENTS AND ADEQ?ACY Vo .
o C{egory S : 3 Gi'oup I ' Group,' IT
. :"'Less than . sm,ooo ; /e 143 as) "_;uésj.f(‘sé.'ss) Lo
¢ " $10,000 to $14,999 #N=17 (73 .B8) = N=7(29.2%)
e $15 000 and over CON-ll (6 \.7’3)‘. \ . 'N=6 (35. 3%) -
NI T T S = - .
' The majority of the families fell in the second o

. .'.fostﬁr parents. -
s ‘comparison, and the resulte ‘were as m: R

o -\,Rlel'ig ion

R.C.

’ As can be seen :Erom the above table, Roman Catholics

: income category ($10,000 to $14,999)

'y 'I‘he next variable compared to adequacy was the reli-
gion of the foster parents, and the results were as followsz '

T .
e . . . - . '

TABLE 19

‘ RELIGION AN’D ADEQUACY or FOSTER PAREN'rs

Foster . f‘a‘th'ers T
. Group II

' "Tost'e‘r Mothers .

~ Group 1 - Group‘,i . ‘Grouwp I

" UNeLA(58.38)  Ne10(41i7%)  N=16(55.28) Nal3 (44.8%)
- N=2I(63.6%) N=12(36.48) : n=-23(59 os) N-16(41 0%),

. ~ . ]

other

LN .I' . : : B . \ e "‘

o .

and non-Romap Catholics had j_ust about an equal chance of

!The last variable to be looked at was income of the

“

'I‘hie wa\; d'IvLieg into three categories for L

The greater percent-'l B

.aqe\of the last two gr ps were in the Group I status (more. S

. falling in Group I Qr Group II’ - ', “ .l~.., ’ - I.. ‘_ — : . :' N ) -.‘_-‘\‘ ‘\\'q | 3 o ‘--

/ /'1 \l
ol

oy,
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e

: adec;uate) but eo few were left for c mpariaon in the first’

",as more adequate and ‘3

" for. the private satiefactions concerned with oneself and
the private satisfactions centred around the foster child. :

9
. However, the more adequates and the lees adequatee Both

less adequate foster parents on the satlsfaction with agency

' ‘scale. )

makeri .

N . . _\ .o . . .o ‘- .
v -

.o
-

group, this ?was not considered to be a factor when comparing

Ty ST TRTE VR SRRERSRE

'-',ifrcome to adequacy. R L S S

\\

oster fathers of the total of 57 rated
t i

foster mothers rated as more adequate SR

, There were 35

BN

/

out c7£ a tota}l of 68 There were 22 less adequate foeter

'fathers, and 29 less adequate foster mothers. I _ '

e More adequate oster parents received a higl-(er ‘mean -

' score ‘on_ the soc/n.al satisfaction scale._ The same was true

scorea “below the mid-point of 2.5 on the scale private satis-'

'.factions Foncerned thh one ) fanuly.‘ COnsequently, both .

- were considered less satisfied gp this scale._' 'I‘hevmore o e

"'adquate\oster parents rece:.ved a hiqher mea%m\than the ; " , L

B

..'5 .'u e . . N\

Both Groupe I and II, xnore and less adequates, had a o

Ii_ilarger’percentage of foster parents in the suburban area - f,.:‘:'_ , ’ :
"than in the cit‘y ' - IR / / / , " )

. . | Only 5 pér cent of . t:he families ‘had children 'who . _

,iwere within five years ‘of the foster child's (children 8) age.lql‘;'. o

' ."'rhe vast majority of foster mothers were not employed outside

\ e
the, home; .their,,-occupation wae listed 553, housewife .or'lhome.-..'

T I S A
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o compared to adequacy. 'I.‘he J.iving arréngments of the, foster

'l‘he more ade,guhte f.oeter ‘parents consistently con-":',

tained a greater percentage with\ Grade 9. or more th!,m the

1ess adequetes. S \,'_f R
i A
The veat majority of’ foster perenta came from . ,:,;

families oMour or more eiblings, : so this factor was not

L %

parents fell/ in ‘this . eeme category. o

ot

Roman Cetholics and non—aoman Catholica had just about ;

an equal chance of falli.ng into Group I aa{ Group ‘II. ' ‘ S

- '.l‘he yast majority of the foeter familiee/ .fell into s

the :income range of 310 000 00 or more. . And the greater o
perce/htage‘ of thefe were in the more adequate group, but

as, 80 fey were. left o\rer :ﬁor comparison to the :l.ncome range

leae than/ $10, 000 00 that this waa rpt coneidered a factor ‘

< [ ,| -

in determining adequacy. o '-"ﬁ S PR 7- : ,}
AP ' :‘J, ’ - - . ' —'l:

A - A .. L ;
L : ' ‘u'. LA - ; {
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.1”adequate'foster parents were: more soclally satlsfled w1th
'rfostering than the less adequate foster parents.ﬂ

;Hypothe51s 1 which is, - ',“f o ",:-h SRR P _' 'f_'; L

{can be sald to be acceptable. T'.:);.?3 :i’?~' f_f:': :f;'f §-:,3 .
. / . . 1 . . . .ot - : "\

f\ff
"ﬁparents derlved moxe prlvate satlsfactlons whlch"are con—; e

pcerned w1th self from fosterlng than less adequate fOSter .'

iparents.3

'";;ﬂ:-w1th self, T L e

| can- be sald to be- acceptable.; ‘ ,:,. S .74
f From the reported flndings,.it 15 concluded that sub— - c,
: - .- ’.

:ﬁhypotheels (b) whlch 15 as follows. ;' J’j?n, L ,fﬁ R

“wls refuted and sald to be unacceptable. Wln" S ‘
g . s
e Y
i P -

coNgTUSIONS - U hTE
S R T o ”'f |
... From’ the fxndings, 1t was . concluded that the more S

'
. {

* \ ,’."‘; '
: Thereforeyy.;; SR

)
: )

Fostex parents who are rated as more adequate by
~gocial workers will more likely be more satisfied . .
socially with fostering: thap foster. parents who are -~ . .
rated as 1ess adequate by -the social’ worker, ~ o TN

It 15 also concluded that the more adequate foster

~ Loy 3 \.

Therefore, the sub hypothes}s (a) which 15,'*

- Foster parents who are rated as  more adequate by the : '“j'"'
'social workers will more likely be more satisfied ' '1 Coo L
with private gratlficatlons from fosterlng concarned SE e

Yo
a

Foster~parents who are rated as . Tore adequate by the _ n
~socital workers will more- llkely be more . satisfied - rﬁ”-.wfw. |
w1th private gratificatloné concerned w;th the famlly,_:,%V s

:‘}fm” ""-‘ﬁ 5\554‘ N 11(9’. ‘,\/t.-\ ’JH

'}fk ;-':" :
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Because‘fthe more adequat ‘foster parents/were found :{;-'

: to derive more satlsfactions frbm ":.vate graLJ.fJ.catJ.ons‘ '

& - centred around_ the foster _chlld; the 8
e T which is, o SR ,

L T Foster parents who are - rateg as more adequate by the T
Lo ' gbc:.al workers ‘will more likely be more sat| isfied’ . .

Lo E L j.. _’- with‘ private grat:x.flcat::.ons der.wed directl from w -
iy S (e [ uthe foster child, ea Lo O PRI
TE e T J.B said to be acceptable. N S D .' sl . / . 1

_ »'"’.'-j-' From these three sub-hypotheSes, two’ ‘be ng proven
N k 30ceptab1e out of three, a.t cafl, i:e Bald that the main e

J Hypothesn.? 2, Whlch is, '_ :- L : o \.r
: - .Fostexr’, parents who are rated as more. adequate by the " '

o social workexrs will more likely'be more satisfied Co

o . .privately with fostering. than fostex parents who - are/ . R

) - :.f‘__ rated as. less adequate by the social workers,
| _ is said! to be part:.ally acceptable. .-‘ K | P 3
A | R The more adequate foster parents scored hlgheron;,
: : . the sc‘le, satlsfactlon w:.th ch:x.ld placmg a/xgency, th\erefore' S
] - / | HYpo.thesn.s 3 which :Ls, el

R Foster parents who are.. rated as more adequate by the L i
ST R '._\.-_soc1al workers will more li kely ‘be more satisfied . : o :
¢+ % ... . .. with the agency than foster parents who.are rated - - R
cooo i as less adequate . by the soclal workers, P P T S '

K - 4 . ) o i - . ) .

J.s saJ.d to be acceptable. o E SN .t F
R S:n.nce Hypotheses 1 and 3 are;sa:n.d to be acceptable, B B
B A r Lo A

e Joo g and 2 bartially acceptable, then .'l.t can be conjectured that S K
i s J.n the group of foster parents stud1e*c1 usmg the descr:.bed ~
. Y . S el

. J.nstruments there is a posxtive rhlatlonshn.p bet’ween foster ‘ AR B

‘ - .
parents' satlsfadtions w:.th foster:.ng and som.al workers '

Y -

ratings of foster parents' adequacy.._ ST ,'_. . (

~ . .
) ; .’_ s . . o ,: N ' .o .." :._' D V . . .,'ﬁ' L oty S \ L.
§ . . v @ g e ) : : . . . N -, . . .
R X : o J e T ' - e /).
v . . N . :
v - B ey e } o ,
- . . AN ; E
S - L Gt -
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o forty" aeemed to be the more adequate and

_-' ‘relat d to /the adequacy and aatisfaction L

ents /is the education level of the foste;r parenta. )

o the social worker. o f s

B ents under their jurisdiction. .

| It was aleo concluded that the foster mothers under
e more satisfied
| foste/l parents. The other variable which ars to be L ;
e foster par—

I

I.ocation :

s ;fof fdster parents' home (whether it wae in the city or

’ suburban area) was not considered to be related to adequacy "

or satisfaction of foster parente, neither was the employ- '_ o
ment of the mother, nor the size of f.amily in which the L

foater parents were raised,, nor t!,-xe religion of the foster

\.;‘ .f

parents, nor the income. o §' o

.n- ) ’ '~r('-'. Lot

'l‘he answér to the question,. "Is there a- positive relh-'

1 ~ ' o~
tionship between certain fos}ter perents demographic charac~ - T

terietics -an /or social worker s rating of foster parente'

‘ adequacy.;',' ha been diecovered for thia study group. . 'rhe 4

:')‘.' .Q'.‘

, foster mothet under forty ia more likely to be: from the more

- adequ\te foster home than the less adequate.’ And the higher

. a2
p they will be conaidered the more adequate foeter parents by

the education level of the foster parente, 'the more likely ~'_‘§f<.

e . .. ny

It is also concluded tJ.hat the eocial workers involved o s

:I.n this at?dy do posaess an ability to . rate the foater par- L

As it seems that the more _

= adequate are more eatisfied, it can be an aesmﬂption that

if people are eatisfied they wi}ll do a better job.»,, B o




B sl
S L ,'-It would be an injustice to the peOple who particiﬂ-
pated in /the study. namely the foster parenta, to end this
section without a few words of my impressions of them, not
S RN

,\ just how they .came out when fed through n computer._ For the

most part, they )were amazgiqgly hone,st and often volunteeredo : T

;/ information about problems and diffioulties that were’ not _
AN asked for.,-'. L usually ended up with the feeling that I had a ,
SRS reaeonably goo«}i idea of how it was to) live in that family.

I was shown the car the son- was working on, the room the~ X
C husband was adding, and the many picturee of different mem- L

. ) _~', bers of/ the family. 4 Religion seemed to be greatl,w} valued, :

- work, socialization of the children, fthe marital relation- -
ship. and acquisition of meterial things. For the most .

Ce W part, the family unit seemed to be extremely close and

o

ng. ‘-

ST

Recommendatio:xs

'l’he following recommendations resulted from this g R |
'—w researchs, L o :

) : . .
v : NN

'}1-. - It is recommended athat similar studies be carried PR

- '-‘.'w'"';jout because the pdpulation w 8 limited to foster

' l - '-Z;~parents serviced by the st. g ,'ohn's Divisioq of ;":j'f; ) ; i

IR LT f'-\‘;.j[,child Welfare, therefn.re geq(erpuzabiuty is "

oo P

) "‘QA'-._' '“-' A l'x '-’;-.

Lr , 2; It ier' recommended that further research be carried

° outﬂwhich involves the foster children, an' area which




82

S - is very important and\was ;I.gnored :I.n this study
I.ittle is known. in Newfoundland a!: 1ea.st$ about the

R — ; R
P '

types of childrerx J__,_gome into care and what happens

. to them efter they leave care.,,v-_, .

3 A study to determine how -much time social wor)cers spend
PO wj_th 1933 adequate foster parent:s, compared with more
ST R SR S

AL adequate would be useful.: More time and attention to

L A the less adequa.te foster parenta (who Qre 1ess eatisfied ;

]

with the agency than the more adequates) could improve S

Pl = ) their satiafaction w:l.th fostering. 'rhia, in turn, could -
. T improve their adequacy T A -'»/ i

N . B . -

s 4 It is recommende|d that Boci?l workers‘ pay more attentiorﬁ |
_ﬁ,},,.. e to fosterr\ parents' indiv1deal achievemen'ts especially :: {
0 u \' . t:o those caring for difficelt'children. In dqi.ng eo, ’r _.';
T social workers would bexeinforc;.ng the positive aspects o

PR ; e .
- ~ . RN SN

Cown T _' of the foster parent procesn and contributing to their \

RRTRR self-esteem and aatiafactions. SUCIRE e,
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, Phone_NmnlSer "~ Langth of Time. Fostering

1. Eno'rxomu. MATURITY OF THE FOSTER PARENTS = =~ ', e

N N . DN .o R -
. ! ‘ “ v, o AEI . B oo
. N ‘. . . - | E . . . - . .
. , 1

’Jr{’ : FDSTER PARENTS' GLO AL ADEQU}\CY SCALE 3 T oL
B S ' .

i ) ‘. N -
'l‘his ln tion is part of a research prpject being con-.
“"ducted - graduate -gtudents at the School of Social Work,

* Memorial University. - In- this‘study we are interested in - . e

understanding more, about. the att:.tudes, behavicurs an
satisfactions of" foster/ parents. In’ order to do so, it ie.
"first necessary to rate each of your foster. families. We | .
"would.l ke ygu to. complete the following questionnaire for
egular foster homes in your district.. While we-

oﬁ ach foater home, your answers to this guestionnaire will
.'be maintained in confidence amd used for research purposea
only._ Thank you for your co—operatiou. S

.
h

E‘oster Parents' Name N LR ‘ /s_/_’ R

Address T - R /

(yearﬂ

'Please complete one questiom\aire for. each foster home. The
following statements have 4 possible ratings. - Please circle

‘ one rating for each statement, : The rating you circle should

best represent your overall rating of the statement’ as i/t

2 applies to this particular foster homed

[

-This statement is def ; oster——parents—abi-l

. to lave, give and takej; the ability to cope with day,
' day problems; flexibility and exercise of—good— Judger

. ment; adequate enactment of ‘one's social roles; accept- '
"ance of all one's-:weaknesses and strengths; capacity
to form satisfying interpersonal relationships.

. . Average to Average to. '
Above .Slightly Above Slightly Below Below-
Average ~ Average

- . B _Average .- ._M(erage_
2.. ABILITY OF FOSTER PAREN'J.‘S '1‘0 UNDERSTAND AND ACCEPT
"NATURAL PARENTS

. This may be expressed by the foster parents by theJ.r . ‘
indicating .that they view the natural parents as normal /

" people, temporarlly unable to cope; that the foster
child may eventually return to the natural parents; by
their encouraging quter child to maintain a loyalty '




- . about. their own wiahes, needs, problems, than those of - -

toward the natural parenta. R v }

| Average to R Avetage to . - o

Above ' Slightly AboVe . ."$lightly" Below "+ Below '_:' 1
Average Average \g Average .. .  Average

' ' B e P00 R
nsn.rry OF FOSTER PARENTS 'ro 2'1' THE'.EMOTIONAL NEEDS
Y C

Emot:lonal needs are defined as giving the ¢ j}\:i.ld love and

1f-worth;
developing child's eocially acceptable behaviour.‘ .

Average to ~ ' .. Average to - s

: :Aﬁo" Slightly:Above S-lightly helow ' Beloér
: ;Ave ,age,, ‘ A_verage' R Aveta e T Ave:age

. "
S :
e !

| I C
CAPACI'i‘Y OF FOSTER PARENTS 'I‘O BE CHILD CENT RED N

Th:.e is defined as the abllity to accept thl child for
his own self, rather than a.means to fulfilling own:
‘needs; for example, do. foster parents more often’ talk

the child; do they use. the words, home, 1ove and child

Average to . Average to

. Above . ' Slightly Above Slightly Below - - Below -
Average Average ... ..Average .. - Avle’rage. )

6.

“SBILITY OF FOSTER pmm'rs TO MEET THE ansxcﬁL l\iEEns o

These are defined 8 clothing, food housing: giving

prOper attention medical. needs._- L
: o

“ N s
...::, I y . \ : . > : ,
-“.- ‘ 3
Yy OF THECHILD - . :
_ - warmth; enhancing the child's feelings of’
. v v s
. 4.
THER THAN SELF T D
: quite a lot.
3 T ‘ "5.
L o o"F' THE,CHILD . .
N

Average to ' Average to

Above--. _Slightly Above . Slightly Beloﬁ - " -Bel L
Avbrage oo Ave age .

’ Average_ - Average

. -
*\

ABILITY OF FOSTE‘.R PAREN'I‘S TO MEET THE CHILD 5
INTELLECTUAL NEEDS L

~efforts to provide the

Exampl[é; of this are rﬁesented by foster\pm#\;\.. S ‘

hild with new learning experi=-

ences; expressing interest in his school progrese: o

/v

: encouraging the child in learninq new tasksf

I

o
\.4 e
b \
o
e
Pt

R S

7 /fJ

~
e ke e Bl e - L -
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: N : /ﬁverage .o . Average to. - . oo
R s ,AbO\(e Slight1¥ Abovg, : Slightly Below  .“Belaw ' : - T e
TR X .’ABILITY OF FOSTER mams TO UNDERSTAND ACCEPT,"AND : R
C .. w7 COPE 'Tn" u" DIFFE REN""‘T‘ CHILDHOOD BEHAV‘GTJRS e o

: /Ctm foster parents 1ndependently evaluate child's 0/‘{ehav-- N
oo iour : for example, do they indicate an awareness :
S+ U reasons for’slowness in toilet training, bedwetting, or
@ .- . hyper-activity; ‘an overall readidess to accépt.child's : .
UL S b‘eheviour ‘at varﬁod’s ages ' and stages of his development. BTN

e Average"Eo B Avexage to, . ' o
_ «Abqve‘ T Slightly Above . Slightly Below _BelOw., o
5 -Average‘ L \Avgrage T Average -~ .. Averagge’ =

i 2 . . ' L, o (.

o su:sncrrou wx'ru POST];B pmnﬁnc n@‘m ;j,._‘" R

/‘T

N Foster parents may expres this 'in making positive com-

o @ ‘ments about their relationship-with social worker :

.- . - 7 :(agercy) ;. by indicating - at they enjoy meeting chal- -
TR l nge of difficult tagks'in fostering; of being able to" "~ -
" ... _sexve:the community (humanity) in fostering: expreasing

e T T Eascination at watching children grow up. - e

... . ' Average’ to - _ Average.to. - . L A e
. AboVe- ~ Slightly Above = Slightly . Below . Below ~-, ...~ o f &l
'Average Averagb L Average ' . " Ayerage: 1 <oy

o U B . .o . N . . . ERPE L Lo b
R . i, ) (. . o L, , . .. . ‘. © e ’ - |
. f . ; :
' ‘ )
h ' *
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- The £61lowing is thd outline og the Foster i!ome Applica‘t
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rocedure (selection .oriteria) as stated in the Policy

"'.;\Manunl maintained by the Child Welfare Divisién, Department

., of.Social Services, Government of Newfoundland..
herewith is. all of Section 233 of the ~Policy Manual Revi-
' sion No.

‘Reproduced

—

282 - October 1976. s J 2T

- . A A
Lo~ \.
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233f' Fbst'er Home.Application Procedpre .., :

Initial contact o

«Wheh prospective foster parents contact a Socinl
Worker
he, s d discuds very carefully and thor&ughly

- wit them the meaning, purpose and responsibilities
of foster home care. . Unless it is ve incon-
.venient, arra ents should be made for both
prospective fo‘gter parents to be interviewed in

. ‘the office, If the.applicants appear to have

.. . qualities which are needed by foster parents: and

" they are offering a home for the types of childrén

for which foster homes are needed, they should ‘be - -

~given -the Appl

f:at:lon for .a Child, (form 8-607,.
Revised 10-'70)

to be completed,in: triplicate and

'_-‘teturned to the Social Worker. . o /r o

&

. It is to be expected that not all appllcants will
.. be considered suitable foster. parents. They ma
" have proved to be' excellent parents in caring
their own children or, if they have no chlldren of
.- their own,. they may be’ considered citizens that
“any comminity would:be quite proud of; however, it
must be recogndzed that such applicapts may not
- possess qualitieeru);}?ch are necessary- in providing -
care for other pirents' children.
" cants have their application réjected and request -
an ‘explanation for the decision, it is considered
. advisable that the Social Workexr should explain to
. them the reason for not availing of- their services
*as foster parents. .

/

_ ._.2_'Supporting Documents L A RN

~ . . .-Following- receipt of the application the SOcialt .
. - Worker must visit the home and oomplete very care~ .
fully the Foster Home Study. It is-essential that-
.. both parents, and ‘children where this is practical,
- ghould be interviewed. , ) _

—a

ion- R

.0ffer their services to care fggchildre’n' ,

When .such appli-

;_"'-1_

- ~ %
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o 233 3

‘I‘he following supporting documenfs a?é required:

', (a) Proof’ of date.of. birth and of marriage should

o~

_be 'seen by the :Social Workexr and information

»—xjpiage (form g-614),

ttansferred to Verification of. Rirth and Mar-

(b) ‘A Medical report is required for all nemb.

-

8 of

the household which includes a chest x-ra

The. ’

- applicants are responsi

‘for obtainihg these

documents at.their own jexpense. If it is known =
early in_ the application process that applicants _
‘may not qualify as foster parents for any reason, -
they should be discouraged from incurring any - ‘

| _'expenses to obtain medicals. . . L

()

-

-,Three references (form 8-608) are required and
wherever posaible one of these should be from .
the applicant's own clergyman. The Social Worker

- should explain "to the applicants that the other
--two references should be from persons in the com-

~_'would be impartial. -
A4)

application in oxder to properly evaluate the g ;.‘ _

' munity who are not related to.the applicants and

who .are well respected and whose recoméndations

It is imposartant. that a comprehensive and detailed -
home study be completed on each foster home’

ability of the, applicants to provide adequate
care for child/ren placed -in their home,  The
following outline may serve as a guide. Other .
pertinent information, which the worker feels .

would be of value, should also be included’
~ . .

Fos ter Home Study

, .
N } Y
. ’

“ta) Parental History

L birth of both parents.

State the full name,

birth date and place of

Describ
experienced by both paz;ents wi

the childhood‘f.'

emphasis on

. their relationships with their own parents  and '_' -

" how they:were,

themselves, treated, for example,

. d‘iscipline v

The employment histoxry of both -

" "should be included, as well. as their present -
- occupation and the stability of their present

employment.

Jop satisfaction should be gayged.

and if the wife is not employed outsi

Ke home ’

de .
" "-h?{t concept of her role as'a homemakeﬁd mother -
. ould be described. -Include the persGnality of
. both~parents in detail with particular emphasis
on their concexrn for children, their knowledge

,\/




9

'and senaitivity to children. Their patience.and.
tolerance, Is the marital relationship a stable
one and how dges each view the other as spouse .

L / -and as parent? Do both' share responsibilit

.household ¢hores and care of - the children? o

- is the .disciplinarian in the family and what is.

. the method of discipline? Are they in mutual ,
agreement on this topic and are there any problems
in_this area? Ce . :

) :Other Persona in the Home S " ., SR

List all other persons in the home, 1nc1uding o

.the place of birth, date of birth, and.the rela- -~

tionship to. the family Describe aYl of the - .
. natural children/of the foster family, including
" their- personality, educational #éhiévement, - -
ability to interact with other children, knoulledge
- of and attitude towards foster care. Indicate
whether the children have had any serious prob-
_lems in the past, and if a foster child coming
. into the home would be wviewed as a threat. Would
,--Jjealousy be a problem?  If there are other per-

'~/ 'sons-living in the home who will be long’ members
~ .7 . of the household,' describe. their personality,.. -

. ‘thelr attitude towards foster care and.any chil-—
' dren who might be placed in the home. L -

"(,é) 'Environment o . /

"Describe the home, including the: number of rooms :

of furnishings and the standard of household

- .area., Is the home owned or rented? Describe
* the community- and neighbourhood where- the hone
- ig located and the location with respect to . .
distance from - school, medical fécilities, -and -
church . . - o/

(d) Health and Educatign _ﬁ' ‘

n addition to the’ medical certificate and x-ray
report -the worker should describe the famiily's .
health background, for example «any instances of -

medical illnesses. Are there any health problems .

.4n the family which would limit. the £amily's
ability to care for foster ch:.ldren? o

Describe the educational achievement og each
.-member of the family and ,. if there is im:l.ted

-

(specify which are bedrooms), the type of heating
_and lighting and the plumbing. ~ Indicate the type

management. Describe any indoor. and outdoor play‘ :

.zv

J

. » .

. .
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§ SR

T .}Do they- take part in community activitiee, and .
. how are they viewed by the community as a ‘whole?’
Would they be considered go&d exampleﬂ for fos- A

(e)

..in geheral and” whether they would bd'interésted . o
.in helping children, attain their highest. possible o
" standard. - Do they view education as-a prey -
- -requisite for Boeys and girlg ‘equally? Are they ~
. prepared to assist childrepf with homework, visit
-7 the school for periodic reports? Do they-do -
, ;,tlus with their’ o children?: e e

'whether they are active members of. thei# - religion. 3

"home will be raised.' what is their attitude
toward religion generally and:.do they feel..
gr@ligious upbringing of :children is significant?

.Describe any, unusual - px,actices of ‘their religion. :

-'."'educational ach.i,evement, outline the reaaonq ".Eor SN

this. Describe .‘their ‘attitude towa;,d& educatiou e

’ } . T . AN

Religious Attitudes - N ‘.°1, 3 "‘.

g

7/
Indicate the religiox\ of all family members and

If there is a difference-in religicn indicate . *. . [
the religion in which' any child placed in the ~' = . LT

Do they attend.church with their own children?'® i

:, which might make them ‘different .-from others in .

" religions or. do they impose -inflexible religmus -f'. o S
- tandards? . _ R PR AR T

) Income

‘any history. of -dependence on Social Ass:.stance? BUERPENTEN PR
Is ‘the' family able to budget well with their =~ .~ '~

' Does: employment take either spouse away from ...
H‘home for long periods of time and if 80 ,° does T
‘this . cause any problems? Lo o e e

vn 0 ;.--

the community. Are they tolerant of other oo

S P

. ¢ - ~¢.~° ‘., e

Community Stand:n.ng O . -;,< s

%,

,ter child:l;en? S

= o I R
. . BN . N N

o

o LT,
.o Ghe e
L R N . . . . ] re Lt
Ce A LT e e,
~ P T ARt
;

'Indicate all sourcea of income and the amounts.

Is "the income of the parents stable and’ is:thege ,u

income and are they able to function independently

“or. will they rely on -income from foster care?- . L
-Are they willing and able to pl'OVJ.de extras for . 'g”,' ‘

‘children in their care?' How does their ‘standard
of living compare with-the community.as -a whole?o

f...\ .

“ijf'(h) Motivation e LT n T s :

-

- This ig’ the most crucial aspee‘t of the applica- 2

. tion . wherelsay the. worker should accurately describe Rl

the Teason why the applicants are interested in ,

R ety

ey Svaees
Y e
s

T T
e, Rl DATER
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o A o becoming foster'parents. Are both dispieying an

F . . .U-0 7+ .equal .interest in becoming fdster parents and. is .

ct . w7 Y. “one not merely going along with the other? Are
. L “oo v zll other memberg of -the household equally méti- /“

S et .-t T 2 vated?. Do the applicagts demonstr égxe a genuine '

e . 07 ". . .love for children? Do they demondtrate patience,
ST T s .t lerqnce, and uridexrstanding for a foster. child? |

- of a child's development,

" intellefdtually, socially,

both physirally
and emotional

?

Do

PR ' e they fully aware of their, role as foster :
L1 ‘ U parents and are they able jo love a child; care -
p - ... for him, and help prepare him for ‘w€turning home.

b ' - or ‘for adoption? Do they have ' a ic knowledge .

they lrAve practical ideas

‘.,the child -and are these ideas flexible or are.

they so set that they would have difficulty>’-

. 'accepting guidance and suggestions from,/the

' ' —foste

-worker and other professiona&s? What i3 their -

about how to hHandle .L\;_n//f :

- attitude towards foster care itself and towards =

‘children 'in general? 1Is there any hint

" of the attitude of "welfare children®? Do, they-

see the foster child as: having different values," .

"y Standard and behaviour patterns than their own.

children and are they able to accepf-this or

- must .the child fit into a pattern? Will they /K

show patience and understanding in helping a
child to change‘gradually, yet retain-his own -
indiViduality? o o , /.

.:fAre the foste parents aware of ' the necessity.'
. of havi

-natuxal ents visit and how receptive
are. they to this? Do they'have negative feelings -

- towards - ‘parents who are unable to/care for. their
. children and will these attitudes be conveyed to.
the child? "Are they- prepared to take the child
for any medicals and other app01ntments deemed

"i,necessary - to'treat.the child as‘if it were

their own? Are they cooperative with worker

."and willing to work closely with.the worker in

endéavouring to care.for children? = Will they.
'shafe problems with the worker or will they con-.
ceal them - pretend they are not there-or :
‘endeavour to solve them by themselves.

SN

'Preferences and xpectations

" The workexr déd oster family should toge er -
.- - .consider: the
" 1., dren best’suited to'the particular family. -

sex .and number of) chil-.

Per ageo !
The

.+ fogter parents should be given an opportunity to -
fg,discuss in detail the typee of childreén requir-

ing care, the reasons for their being in care,
and the,problems these children may possibly o
- N o NS

e - —— . —
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- e
/*]“; children the foster home #%gi

~/"57 exceed two children unless very exceptlonal c1r~'y

.. The. Child Welfare Act, No. 37, 1972, Section 45,

. be-issued on form 8-625 and sent to .the appl cants
. .with a covering letter (see Appendix A).- When a -

- be riotified as soon as possible: (see Appendix D),

. The Social Worker shall be. advised of ‘the reason for
| rejection and these reasons may be Bﬁared"w th the - -
"~ applicants if’ this is deemed advisable by t L A
-“Regional Dlrector. = .-)b : T '

have.- Both the fost parents and worker'should
‘gignify as esxactly a

The natural age spacinq shoutd be con idered, as 4-- '
well as the.need to ript overwhelm new foster .
L ,parents with children who have serious problems. : ,
@b t the same. time foster parents: -should be . .- S oo
encouraged and supported in taking ‘a. child with =~ - 5
problems if ‘they have the abillty to cope with -
ghim. o . ‘ R o p
: When a11 requtred documents pertalning to. the R o
_ foster ‘home application have been recelved, the R
- ..worker will make an ov rall recommendation as to - - -
-whether the home sho be licensed and the .
,specific ‘number of ¢ ildren_for whom the home
‘should be licensed. . In all cases workers should
- be ’truthful withapplicants advising -them of -
- .their recommendation, the reasons, etc.. In ' " "
_+thidse: rare.instances where this would see : I
p»inadvisable, .consultation should; take place with !
..~ the Regional Director and all documents shouéﬂ '
be forwarded to the Regional Director for hi
‘.decision.’] It should be noted that applications.
for. receiving homes should be - completed in
~exactly -the same manner but with all documents : Co
- -belng forwarded through the office of the C
. Regional Director to the Director of Child’ Wwel- . // 6 .
fare. Licénses for receiving homes will not ' "

, cumstances indicate otherwise.. |

'License "n,_yx s

’ . R . L oo

"enables’ Regional Directors. to issue, reclassxfy, L . .
refuse to issue and revoke a .foster home license., He - |-
also has authority under. ‘this Act. to grant permlssxon R
'for the boardlng of a child ‘ A .

When an application is approved the license should
license has "been revoked Or.reclassified, foster -

parents should be advised by letter (see Appendix E). Do
If the home cannot be approved, - ‘the .applicants should -~ . - g

‘w
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,;-The occasion may arise when the Social wOrker will
.- obtain knowléedge of a situation which may constitute - .
LT :@ﬁ% “an illegal placement in accordance with Section 45 . .
(N . % of the Child Welfare Act, No. 37, 1972.  Such place- “o
. — . 7. . ment should be discussed with theé Regional birector
S C o0 wha! may’ decide to. legalize the pﬁgcement and advise ,
'« . ¢ the -person ok persons boarding th child accordinqu-_
S ',,(see Appendix B) . : .- SRV .

L Accurate and up-to-date statlstics ‘na'information' o
! are essential at Headquarters Tand:- this can only be ..
‘maintained when_ forwarded by 'the field staff to" ‘the -
-+ . child/Welfare- Division,  In this’ connection it is RS B
Jr . very impoxtant .that a ‘copy be sent to the Director in' . - Ao e
.. .,/ . every.instance where: action is taken as descr;bed in P TR
‘*“:fthis section.—,",r- o - e e

.g*?';wjf,ji/? fi'”'",The licensing of receiving homes,/apecial homes and
; Toe0T ... group! foster homes, is 8till ‘the' responsibility of
©-:2t . the Director; hewever, ‘all such applications ahould

.. be forwarded tHrough the. office of the’ Regional' RN )

. ... ‘Director. . The Director will notify-Receiving Home " a,,.;}ly e

- /31‘-- Parents and Group Foster, Home parents when their Z‘,;"- 3 o

; EEEUPIE R " application is approved, their license revoked- or” o .
ST -*-vf.j.reclassified. In /each’ situation. a copy of the. . .nkgi' o8
oy ... ‘Director's letter will be' . forwarded to - the Social o .
LT T -‘-~Worker and the Regional Director.< o :
A o f'li.A_?_j e o £
L Soe : ARy ; y - -
B I SR e R
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_*: FOSTER FATHERS.

APPENDIX C .

-

. INTERVIEW 5C

HEDULE

§ e SR Amimer ot
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g-fixhsrndcrrbus ronﬂxumnnviéwnan; e T
There are/two interview schedules, each containing

fo_ter mothers, while schedule F ie for use with foster‘;”

";fathers. ?As the questiona vnry, please ensure that ‘the "

.,

v‘to‘be carried out separately and answer sheets are labelled——?g

: Foster Mother o‘ Interview Schedule énd Foster Father 6

i"Interview Schedule., Please ensqre the correct answer sheet

5Q{ie utilized and that answers are clearly coded.a.

~

-'reactions or attempt any input with regard to the statements R

o

.

":?begins, ﬁlease read the written exglanations given._-rhei:“.'l

“Kgiven interview format should be adhered to beginning with

\.':'/

reading %he following paragraph.‘.ff_”

ﬁjiNTRoDucrloN(roRfRESéonnnNT-%"-,7 L

_ _ h This survey is pgrt of a'research project on family

'fﬁ/,.vlife being completed by graduate students at the School of

‘ 'Social hork, Memorial University of Newfoundland Opiniéns
:"are used for research purposes only and will be striotly

/;fhconfidential. This is not a test and there are no right or

~ .

1wrong answers, _hij..ll,ﬁm
e DAY o
.- Rl .-;; . 1’, o % o
NS g T . L
= PN /.

correct schedule is used for each interview. Interviews*are ‘

Pleaee do not prompt answering, giving subjective\f.rﬂ

Qs . -,

questions., Before each eection of the interview echedule :

R4
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L i 1 I like put{/ ,'wn.-:-,'j-,,“';gf-u o
“.;2L-I enjoy the- pres-'”
Lwy eEE
: ffﬁz'i I like knowing that - n,fijff;;'”ff

'J}A.fSince this makes
s *1 like being able: ~ it L L

fifG. Being a: ‘foster

104

G e T L e
UEOSTER pnnsnws"snmxsracrxou SCALE .

Foster fathers report different satisfactions from.""'

' f,,bein 'p foster father. Below are a 1ist oE items that have

b e vt ) ..“{

af:fathers derive from fostering. ’fj;',- '..u”: ,jg..-;r_f

.I.'

S

'ﬁéme t by stating how important eech item ie tp you.s,j;@,."”‘“

(Give response card ‘to reepondent) ' ‘ B
. “Most - Very . Samamat th\mny bkm nqn
nmnmhﬂﬂ:nmnrumtanxwunn:hanunm'unﬂ:etall

-1 -
~'religioua beliefs, AR
into action. j:- I

. .ence .of ‘a: cuddly
baby in our. home.H

- I am-doing some='

thing useful for -~ . ﬂ,'"ﬁizgr'.nfﬁ-“.k. "‘;A;fle: ;T: A

“the community.

_my;spouse happy,. 'u_/Cfffﬁ.“'i'fiﬁ ff'ﬂﬂ:fj-i__ R
I am satisfied. e D '[}‘t,:a_a;;‘ ,N/w.gufpv.

. to‘add to the ';\? T
“‘family,income. P ;‘53_”-,-uﬁ;/;n'y.‘ - X

.. . "/'. R "'-...'. .-~ 'l:: . ‘ ' . A\ “— . o .._: )
fathex helps me- & S A E RCAE

.~ "to ‘continue to S et e T T T T
. feel ‘y'o}lngr.

_becoming. nervous .. . B T A L
for want of. some-= . T T

ﬁbeen\reported to us as being aatisfactione which féster ff,f"

Please indicete how satisfied you are w th each state—ff'l )

... 1. It keeps me fEom -gljh'fnfﬁfj;.i}}tn.ﬂ;f'j;;;j%)[:j'°” L

:?_thing to- keep me - nffﬂ'“l"V:j ,Tfﬂr'ff“ o ~f.l&g‘jf';fffj}.3
.;'buay.. A 'y“ﬁ'“']'f ORI :[Jiﬁiffwyﬁ” o /ﬂ:;s‘

.
o,
p
2




L o . '/’..,.(” , v .. - , / . ,.", .. : Lt . A ) T
-~ Sectd n:A (continued) . /('- Y v',.:f” '.,”

3;[&2;-1 am’ fascinated '

~-——.—.—'~~— . .L

B 15 “1 like doing things:~ = a7

BRI

R J”Q-,lif_ Nbatt . - Vexy Samqpat Nat\mmy thlmpnr .
u;::?;. S Ihgnruuﬁzlnportant nm;nﬂzun:Ihportant'quaft all

"-.B.. It satisfies - RS s : o
ﬂﬂmrydﬂkﬁs,:,ﬁ~ii I
'|o£ mine.-~\; _'”?ﬂg‘_f'{ A B ST

L~ .

.'._-.F«-

9. T like helping T O I VL S
"~ . the. unfortunate., LT T e T
.- .dowhtrodden - Lt Lo
_people., B 'L'-W

106 -X like hping able L

. . to meet the chal- @ = ‘.0 i L A

©-lenge of .a dif-% .. - B T S O T
. ‘ ficult taak. . ‘ . ' Se ow e e . o L, I VLT

11T like the’ affec- . choareliion T

tion I get from e D e

\

;. watching ¢hile ..’ .:;":_, C .."?127/'27:..3'
5 " dren’ grow.-1~-' 3_'," S ' -
" 13; The reapect of .. . ix_i,"ffu~": i3_-5? o : f“}’¢. ,:’"7(ﬁ
.- my neighbours is ! o T T e e
'very gratifying.

L

1401 get satf;faction // . T e
i ‘out of. being associ-:', S e DR
' - @ted with an organiza- . .-~ . w0 L0
1 tion such as the - . - ' . . oLl s
. -Child Welfare Division W e e
.[. 'of the .Department -of S T e _
: Social Services.‘-‘~ C e 5'_/4<"~

-only a: £ather ‘can do.

4:“:16. Fostering makea me'x.i e “f;”z‘y;jff . '-7(3jf;,f-“

};/-'3 feel like a "whole\ T T T R
; person. - e S T R

.I o ) “_...
v - 1

”7 When a problem arises with a. foater Chlld or. with the .-

" .natural parents of a foster/Child, foster parents  some-~

.. . times.find. it necessary to contact Child Welfare. How - . -
':f aatisfigd are you with the response you have gotebn L SN

pul o . L, oo T e T
: c. ] ) . e e NN ) .. -0
- ~ . L E T~
-, ’ X ' . e FYl !
A 1 -~ S -
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Section A (continued)

when yo;,have had oeeasion to contact the Department o V.fﬁ»u{

o regardi g your fostggﬁphild (children)? EATEA .i,»ﬁrmV'~:ﬁ9fJ
o T Zit' very R S ¥ o '-ffif.f :
L R Satiéfied Satiefde Undecided Unsatisfifd Unsatisfied SRR o
f} n - 18 How satisfied ate- ybu with the preparation made by the . ,; 'ﬂ
L -f.{ ’ social workex before a child is placed in your home? ',;/;1- R 1
SR i, Satisfied Satisfied Undecided Unsatisfied Unsatisfied . ;
_;i'»?‘T - 19. How satisfied are. you with the preparation made by the ﬁ;h
T = ‘ -;social worker before a child is removed from your home? ST

R N Ver WL Very SRR
S /,;/‘_, Satisfied Satisfied Undecided Unsatisfied Unsatisfied .; IS

R X » :l . 3 i -...:- \g -l . 3 s ; ;\ ~..~’ ‘: ,,“ ) ;3'
. . 'A . .' , - N . . . ’ X /" ’“'/ ) '.‘ ) \I.
"’, ‘.' ../ ." - . "‘, \ﬁ“ ‘ : ) . .




‘ S i'l What is. your ocd ation? (Writere8ponse j.}c!lji-.-a-n?;’w"ei"ri

. , ;,'-(xw e-.'-'._..'.'/
P 39"-

N

"::9;;1§5;7INTERVIEW sqaanung

(FATHER)‘ ?“5;'"

:‘7 Dem°9faphic Ouestions'fV“

-Q\I"‘ R e A \\.._.'

lwJ Whay,religion do you follow.now?

Ly

L sheet)

What is the last grade you completed at schooi?

,

' ﬂ/ Bth grade or lesﬂ(

S -LLJ, “.‘r training, -but no
'3~*'z.. Grade 9 through 11,;-.-,’_;~ﬂ'“' high schoé Lo .
e did ‘not graduate.-a,[” e e ’“

L c/ ‘ '—-;:us.d:Special pr technical
“;3.; High scho 1 graduation. " 7.0 77 tralning, with:spme:
LR “..+,. ..~ high school or’
,4. Some University. no degree-“vr'v'graduation. ./:;n

" ‘ LT T ‘tion, specif}

.‘-..z

-_20»24;_. 25- 29 = 30-39 40-49 50-60
""\, .-l ':. 2 i 3 Co 1 ", ::5. -

.".

What is the pgroximate amount of {o lﬂyearly earnings? ,335"' 
(husband a:gz fe). y a_ owance and foa—:'-*

(excluding fami

ter care ‘P ents). p'~

—a
s

ss ooo 6, 999 s7 ooo 9,999 $10 ooo 14 999
, 1 -z R T

”f:, “fyﬁf:ﬂf:: over $2&,000 -
R S// e

S .6, How many brot&:z?/sisters were there in your family? ‘yﬂ-;s”%_;k
Ce None v 3- a.n'“fffc}S;Bﬁ:?itn' 7 or more// a8 ‘

8952ia1 or techéaoal

‘.. 7' University gradua_ S

~

" over sb.;“;i?*a; .

sls;odb;zo}odo':f .




RREEER X H A .
. . - v ) - [N -
. R S D . ’ N .
. . . . . , . ,
(I . s ] . - <
ot ' N R R ' . . )
) , Lo ) Lo " e, v,
Sl L e ; .. A
‘ . _' : ‘ N i

L ",4.f“5 000.-9,999.. . 7 - T
. e : . ' I - . " ] l
B R o . RN
-( , :,:l" : -
Lo ',-How long have you been living in this area? (¢ity}~tOWﬁ g
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;What was the approximate population of the city. town
- oor: village, ‘in which you were . taised? g,_l_ ,,.,i

;. 8. 10,000 5 29,999 p,”ﬁd,
" 6.7730,000 % 99,999 .
; 1‘74'70ver 100 000

Less than 1, 000
S 000 ~ 2 499
2,500 ~ 4,999
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. | TR msmu CTioNs Fon iNveRvIpuER - SR
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e L2 Y A -
el _:j:-1”“:\L~ There are two interview sehedules, eacc cqntaining
[ R EE . . ) ¥ IR R . el "" ~

'four sectionafA-D. Qne schedule labelled M is for usﬂ withf/

Y " - _....._.

_ 5 ';:foster mothers. while achedule F is for use with foster
R 'ﬁﬂ/]ﬂfathers. As the questfbns vary, pleese ensure; thaﬁ the cor-~

P i '

"Foster Mothers d‘ Interview Schedule and Fdster Fether 5

:J ;i;1;}'a~ n:ﬂ,:Interview Schedule., Please ensure the correct an;wer sheet
51 'f‘.f“vvﬁﬁ“fl;'is utilized and that answers are clearly coded ZE!:. ,
g? ‘;Lt" | : ’ Please do not prompt answering, give sub}ective reao-.T':""“"
Si’fiﬁ E'j’_fﬁ”f'?tions or attempt any input with regard to the statements or

,-?,“j'~.P';1. ~questions. Before each section Qf the interview Bchedule
-.begins, please read the written explnnations given.l‘The* L

’Egiven interview format should be adhered to beginning with

IMTRODUCTION EDR RESPONDENT B S

o

'11 : , f"?‘u’-f ;,,At'iHE'g‘i-f'lff:-~’~ N ;,“Tﬁyft:;%a.;sﬂ 7":'
D*.{:'”y’ i ij9.;. .',This survey is part of a reseaéch project on family

.f}'t.g f';'; 11:f life being completed by graduate'students at the échool of

}; ;ﬁqu: f.”rp15;Soc1al Work, Memorial University of Newfoﬂndland.J dpinions w;l

f? .7535".féfw*ji?rect schedule is used for each i terview. Interviews are fffi‘?ﬂ‘ﬁ

‘L'”f.f-aﬂ*@f;-qto be carried our separately and answer sheets are 1abe11ed——ji.”

. ;reading the following paragraph°d? “'137' 'GI::;_3 Qﬂf:iﬁ'ﬁ','{LYf" =

oo 0 3. .. . e

- _j:;*j;':‘.are used for research purposes only and will be strictly

oo ,..._r“_rconfidential.. This is not a test and there are no right or e
__\. ot _ " R3 ol ‘“.——. - ) = o o —'/‘- ST . \ ; ‘..'
de T T wrong answers. .;~T;ﬂ%ggglm'j?':,~;j,¢ o 1'..f<:wﬂu; SUe
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L

being a foster mother.

been reported to us - ae being satiefactione which f.oeter e

(Give responae card to /respondent)

" "'« T v .' o T '. . “--‘-..
o . " . " \" -
.
.

RO like putting NY"-“‘ R
" 'rellgious bellefs -

K into act?on.

N T enjoy’the pres=
.- . .-ence of a cuddly . .’

y

e 2
Y Y

’ Foster mothera report different satiefactiOne from

i Fos'rén' émﬁﬁcr's ' SATISFA(:‘TI'ONS SCALE '

o "_S,e'_cti'on: A _‘ '

Below are a liet of items that have

" mothers derin from fostering. ;

B baby in our ho e

. 3. I'like. knowing' that

I-am doing some-
',thing useful for .

| . .-'A-the comnunity. RO '
4. ,Since ‘this’ makes -
Lo my spouse happy, I/ R
am satiefied. T

"'5,.'% 1ike being’ able |

.to add to the:
- -_family income.

. ..l'f-';‘;ﬁging a foster

ther - helps xﬁe “ .

- to continue- to fee'l

~"'young',
Dy N LT
A SO
e

[

SPEENG

‘ Please indicate how eatiefied you are with each

Scmavhat Notvexy Notlnpor-

. ..,\ .

L M gm 't Mta_m: nuportant tant at all

R

statement by stating how important each item is to you. L

.

I

-
=
/

Lo



7.

10.

e

A6

‘ '":12;11 am fnscinated e - -
' watching children ‘3m“=m - -
L wiﬁ,grow, i-tl? o o g
R ‘ SN : s
. '%"13.'The reapect of my T : o . — s
i -neighbours is very, ~ Do i » _
‘ - o gratifying. ..o SRR 't
: ' 514.:1 get- satisfaction.i_" ' Lo
: ‘ - . out -of being associ= | o SEUCRRMEREIR y
a .~ ated with an organiza~'.. ‘ Felliee Ty - -
. .. tion such as the. Child . T :
] . “Welfare Division ‘of "1 - o e ey
, ' the: Department of . .gi R e ,
: r ‘ Social Services.;“fvtv JO SR S
T 15, X like being able to . T Sl }
- . "put my skills as a home= : . . R P ;
. o ~maker ‘into. action.a g o - ;[.' 2% S . g
ﬂf L Fostering makes me - feel ;’Juf;ﬁ' r)”':;f

- ‘Section A ,(ébxi'tl.'in—t_xad) 3

':;nervoua for .want
7; keep me bUBY-‘

. Tt
-_drivea of mine.ﬁh L
/T 1like hélping: the

.unfortunate. down= '~ '
-a‘trodden people.iﬁy-ﬂ~d”'

vt ‘ll.’ .A~
" .tion I get’ from
{-children.n"'

: 1ike a’ "whole' person.

. \"

ibsﬁ : \kmy S&mahat Not\mmy Nat]mgxr
ggxniant nmxnﬂzmt nqxniant nmxntantizum:at.all

[

It keeps me- - fat
from becoming

" of somethingfto

atisfies those e
strong motherly ’

mI iike being able

+'v;to meet the - chal-.~r : fﬁ}lf f*\ e .
- .lenge ‘of a dif— RPN :
_ifiCult task o B “:‘/f o

I like the affec- . N -

*h
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. ,"Sec'tionjﬂ '(contimlxe'd,) e T .. o I L

17. When a problem arises with a. foster child or: with the
naturalEparents of a .foster child, foster parents . some-

times find it necessary to-contact Child Welfare, How

" satisfied are you with. the response you' have gotten if S
and-wheh 'you have had occasion to contact the’ Depart- TSR BEY
ment regarding your foster child’ (children)? ceL '

: . R Ver v DoiNery . v R
o T Satiefitd Satisfied Undecided Unsatisfied Unsatis’fied

18 How satiafied are: you with the preparation made by the -j-'-".-,-;l'_* N

, }' " social worker before a child is placed i your home? / EREEE N

Very' R R SR T VerY - g '-'ff_',,--'—-_{"
L Satisfied Satisfied \Undecided Unsatisf ed Unsatisfied S R
T R et e s e .",l;:, L ‘.«::',

- e . K Lo ' . v ‘; o

o G’ | 19 'How satisfied are you with the preparation made by the ."-"

S s&cia/l worker before a child is remeved fxom your ‘home?...* B .
TN . Very =~ .. R S I R Very :
N Satisfied Satisfied Undecided Unaatisfied Uns‘étisfied Ty
- L 5f‘= o '.'4",', :'.- LT ::-3- ool E -'_'2' Y T -

l B / ' s . "v/ ‘\' ] ] <o EEETI - o

. R SO Sy
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. l,;What religion do you follow now?
flR c. .

'ﬁ".'-"What ia your occupation?

° ‘20

._""3,\.[

}Lzo-z4

None 1-

" l. R
U3
’ 40 .

'njlﬂow long have you 1ived in this area? (city, town or ERRt A

- imghViﬁw -s'cu'EbULE -

(MOTHER)

Demoqraphic Questions -

UC. SA.

rﬁ#%gf-.., 3U'fﬁ- T

:3.'o'thez"i' B R

"W-ritéz'f-esbohse ‘on‘angver’;

Pent. .

1

hat is the last grade you completed gt school?
L

,‘; Bth grade or leas 5._

- Grade 9 through ll, '
.did~n0t graduate. S

'6.’\ Spec:.al or. technical train-s' o
' T -adng with Bome high- school ‘/ '
."High school ' or graduatlon. -
University
4y . ‘;Some college, no " ‘specify. .
degree.

o

What is your age? o {t. / .

" 25i29 30-39 | .40-49- | -50-60: -Over 60 "
z-lu_f\\ \2\,~~:.; I ”ﬂl'f-.5..;i=v - 3 __fﬁ'ﬁ,", .

';'.How many brothers and sisters were there in your famil?? e .

\ 3- - 5 6 /7 or rore "¢,
o..._u:.. 4] <j ., [ aee—————————apn—s

village in which you were. raised?

10,000 29,995 | }??i ‘
30,000 - 99, 999 ;wgr;,// RITPR
Over 100 000 _r' ST

S P

Less than l 000
1,000 =-2, 499
2,500 Ry , 999"
.‘5 000 - ,999

village)? S e e e T g
Less than I year - 1-55 -'yeéits _ o"x'ié“'r 5»"y'eérs‘.‘,_‘ g zfe‘{;j_‘mé‘ L
LRI :'.,-7 B I R AR RV ST S

T -

- e ST L N NS SRR
IR . . L B
PR R P T T -
. o ke
!
H

./ - ', UL R . -_~, '-.< N .'. .;.’.. ‘1' .' sl Y

. S '_-Q\V ingg but no high school.

i
Special or, technical train- B \ 1
{
{
|

.graduatiOn. o S e I I
raduation, S E P

; ~,;;q.g-“mi %._..“,Lg;{<ji'%,k~?=.,r.35awa;

.':._-What ‘was the approximate—population Of . the city, town ,'.:ﬂ RER
'?Or L |




" PR

_-’I ~ 8'. How long have you been married? @ : '/" - ,' ‘, o
T .,,4“ B . ] X
1-5 years 6-10 years. 4, ll—v,l5 yeaqé 16 or wore: years

T ! . e o RN S .,. .. . - ',;“ P o .A‘.
AR

9 How many natural children have you hdd? B

R " None L 1- o o .'"'5.3.'."'5f?,.' R -6r'--:mo"re”-'"""""

‘ '3_;1_': ~ . -10. B How many foste.r children have you had since becoming a
T foster mother? ol . o _ _

None ; :.‘. PR __1;3.”:1. -

" 1n. How many children of your own do ,you etill have 1ivinq
B with you? : A ok »

12 Liat children, if_.any,\hy sex and age; e.g., H - ll yearsx
R F -3 years, etc.,;- / ,

T N B._, This includes all children in the home now. - -
R ,.--.‘-. _(Adopted, child¥en are. considered: ‘natural chil1drén)., -
ST Please Write in Fc after Foster Child, Nc af er Nat.ural

- > P
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T FOSTER MOTHER =~ - R
o e IN'nERvmw scnsour.z-:‘: '

SET:'I'TON A

s A"'T"I E‘I-"T c_I"o 'iq s

R o e Answez Sheet . RS

i SECTION —

DEMOGRAPHIC
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-, . SN - L
; .
/

12 F___yrs /M___yra..

- _F __yrs M __yxs. :
RN '_:-F___yrs Mﬁ[‘yrs. :_'
- F__yrs M__yra. '
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: ‘ ¥ _.".'Dear Foater P/arentn

L . . . BN . H v
— e g . . B . ST . .

oot m_ S
GOVERMIbNT OPNLWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR L A
I DDARTMFNTOF socm. ssnvncu B R e P

19780529 L e T e

SOmetimo in’ the near futuxe you w111 probnbiy recaive o s
RN - telephone ‘call, from ‘& Social Work - Student at Memorhl
< Universf ty. \'I'hree of- the Sochl Yoxk students are -

) intexested in. obtaininq more- informauon about, fosteﬂng
?..as part of their uork in graduate studies. . ;.’

o _l-‘oster hono care for children has’ bcen in existence 111 ,

" V'!\evt‘omdland fox over twenty- ~five years, ana is considered coL e
'to be guite: successful ..The "Social Viork st.uaent are - o

o 'in}.erested 4n'learning rbout foster home care. “In. otder'

. to.d0'so, they would 1like your opinionh op a nutbexr of”

- lquestions., requlxing aopxox!rately 45 minutes of your -

"ti"ne. . e R !

.'" . " ) . - S . : ., . . . N ." _,' -'. _: \‘_ ..
ST, . R
R Your co-operation in he}&:ing these shudents win be : '

gx.eatly appreciated. TR L L .\_ o

S e s Yours: truly, p

: e 8§ Callehan (hrsi) 3
Lt i e e ‘oc* a1 \-or)\er Surervisotﬁ B
















