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The maltreatment of our Nation's children continues to be a problem of great concern to all
Americans. The Administration on Children, Youth and Families is committed to providing the
most reliable and complete information possible to assist policy makers, child welfare
practitioners, and concerned citizens in their efforts to address this problem. As part of this
assistance, the National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, through a Federal-State partnership,
developed the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS). This is the sixth
consecutive year that findings have been reported from the NCANDS, a voluntary, national data
collection and analysis program.

This document, Child Maltreatment 1995: Reports From the States to the National Child Abuse
and Neglect Data System, is based on child maltreatment data that are aggregated and submitted
by the States. These data represent the most complete national information about child
maltreatment known to the State child protective services agencies. It is hoped that this
information will help in the development of policies, programs, and services aimed at the
protection of our most vulnerable citizens, our children.

The work of many people has made this document possible. Specifically, the efforts of State
child protective services agencies and their staffs in providing data to the NCANDS have been
indispensable. The members of the State Advisory Group have been a source of sound advice
and continuing support for the NCANDS. The contributions of all involved are gratefully
acknowledged.

James A. Harrell
Acting Commissioner
Administration on Children, Youth and Families

Highlights of Findings

Child Maltreatment 1995: Reports From the States to the National Child Abuse and Neglect
Data System (NCANDS) discusses the characteristics of child abuse and neglect investigated by
child protective services (CPS) agencies in the 50 States and the District of Columbia.

Victimsin 1995, more than 1 million children were identified as victims of abuse or neglect.
Nationwide, the rate of victimization of children was approximately 15 per 1,000 children
younger than 18 years of age. About 80 percent of the perpetrators of child maltreatment were
the parents of the victims. Another 10 percent of the perpetrators were other relatives of the
victims. About 2 percent were persons in other caretaking roles (e.g., foster parents, facility staff,
and child care providers).



Twice as many victims suffered from neglect (52 percent) as were victims of the next most
frequent type of maltreatment, physical abuse (25 percent). About 13 percent of the victims were
sexually abused. More than half of all victims were 7 years of age or younger, with about 26
percent younger than 4 years old. About 21 percent of the victims were teenagers. Case-level
data suggest that the majority of victims of neglect and medical neglect were younger than 8
years old, while the majority of victims of other forms of maltreatment were 8 years old or older.

One of the most severe consequences of child maltreatment is child death. Forty-five States
reported that 996 children were known by the CPS agency to have died as a result of abuse or
neglect. Case-level data suggest that the majority of these deaths were children 3 years of age or
younger.

ReportsChild protective services agencies investigated nearly 2 million reports alleging
maltreatment of an estimated 3 million children. The national rate of children who were reported
was 43 per 1,000 children. Reports were received from professionals (53 percent), persons within
the family of the victims, including parents and other relatives (19 percent), and friends and
neighbors (9 percent). Anonymous, unknown, and other sources accounted for 19 percent.

DispositionsNationwide, about 36 percent of investigations for maltreatment resulted in a
disposition of either substantiated or indicated maltreatment, and more than half (58 percent)
resulted in a finding that child maltreatment was not substantiated.

The 1995 case-level data suggest that substantiated or indicated reports were more likely to be
from professional sources than from nonprofessional sources. For example, 66 percent of
investigations that were substantiated and 54 percent of investigations that were indicated were
from four professional sources: education, social services, law enforcement, and medicine.
However, the majority of reports from all report sources, both professional and nonprofessional,
with the exception of the legal and medical professionals, were not substantiated.

Section 1 Introduction

The National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS) is the primary source of
national information on abused and neglected children known to State child protective services
agencies. Findings from the NCANDS are based on aggregate data from all States and case-level
data from a number of States that provide automated case records for analysis. The rate of
children reported to State agencies and the rate of child victims per 1,000 children younger than
18 years of age are included in this report. This is the sixth consecutive year that information
based on the findings of the NCANDS has been published.

This section of the document discusses the background of the NCANDS, describes its two
components, the Summary Data Component (SDC) and the Detailed Case Data Component
(DCDC), summarizes data collection methods, and provides an overview of the report.

1.1 Development of the NCANDS



The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect (NCCAN) established the NCANDS to
respond to the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (Public Law 93-247), as amended,
which called for the creation of a coordinated national data collection and analysis program, both
universal and case-specific in scope. In 1988, the NCCAN embarked on a collaborative effort
with the States to collect and analyze annual child abuse and neglect data from child protective
services agencies in the 50 States, the District of Columbia, the territories, and the Armed
Services.

A State Advisory Group (appendix A) helped to identify data items and definitions that represent
a national profile of child maltreatment. Subsequently, the State representatives assisted in the
pilot testing and implementation of the NCANDS. The State Advisory Group continues to play
an important role in the development of the NCANDS.

The design of the NCANDS was guided by the needs in the field of child welfare and the
capabilities of State data systems to produce the information. The resulting two-pronged
approach of the NCANDS allows for the collection and analysis of aggregate data collected
through the SDC and case-level data collected through the DCDC. Brief descriptions of the SDC
and DCDC follow:

e Summary Data Component (SDC)-The SDC is a compilation of 15 key aggregate
indicators of State child abuse and neglect statistics. The data items cover reports of
alleged maltreatment, dispositions of investigations of alleged child abuse and neglect,
and characteristics of the victims and perpetrators of substantiated and indicated
maltreatment.

o Detailed Case Data Component (DCDC)-The DCDC is a compilation of case-level
data about children who are the subjects of reports alleging child maltreatment. The
DCDC permits more detailed analysis of State child abuse and neglect data than is
possible with the aggregate data in the SDC. The DCDC contains 117 data elements
including information on reports of alleged maltreatment, characteristics of children who
are the subjects of these reports, types of substantiated or indicated maltreatments, child
disabilities, family problems, services provided to victims, and characteristics of
perpetrators.

This report is based on the aggregate data collected through the 1995 SDC. In addition, case-
level data collected through the 1995 DCDC are used to elaborate on key SDC findings. A
discussion of the DCDC data collection methods and analyses of its data elements may be found
in Child Abuse and Neglect Case-Level Data 1993: Working Paper 1. Copies of this document
are available from the National Clearinghouse on Child Abuse and Neglect Information.

Eleven States (Delaware, Illinois, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Missouri, New Jersey, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Vermont, and Washington) that were able to produce
case-level data from their automated information systems submitted 1995 data for the DCDC.
Although these States are not a statistically representative sample of the United States, the
volume of data that is available contributes additional insight into the characteristics of child
abuse and neglect. Data on nearly 360,000 unduplicated reports including more than 530,000
children were collected. The child population in these 11 States is approximately one-third of the



population in the United States younger than 18 years old. Data on selected topics are presented
in this report. Additional findings will be published later in 1997.

1.2 SDC Data Collection Methods

The SDC data collection instrument (appendix B) consists of 15 data items on four child
maltreatment data topics. The topics include report data, disposition data, victim data, and
perpetrator data. The SDC Data Collection Forms and Glossary were mailed to the States in the
spring of 1996. Technical assistance was available to those States that requested help in
responding to the SDC. Data analyzed in this document were collected from all 50 States, the
District of Columbia, and the Armed Services.

In addition to providing the data, representatives from each State agency were asked to provide
supplementary information or clarifications regarding their responses to specific data items.
These comments provide a more thorough understanding of each State's data and the national
findings. The State comments on 1995 data are included in section 3.

As the completed forms were received, they were reviewed for data consistency and logic as well
as substantive clarity. When necessary, follow-up questions were sent to the States. States were
also able to review and modify data submissions from previous years. Consequently, some of the
findings in this report may differ from those cited in earlier publications.

1.3 SDC Data Analysis Process

After the 1995 SDC data were reviewed and finalized, they were entered into a spreadsheet and
subsequently analyzed using statistical software. To determine national figures for some
important data items, estimates were computed for missing data. In addition, in several analyses,
rates per unit of the population were calculated. Population estimates were obtained from the
U.S. Bureau of the Census.

1.4 Overview of the Report

Section 2 of this document presents the main findings based on the SDC data submitted by the
States for 1995. Data collected from 11 States through the DCDC are used to supplement the
SDC findings. Section 3 presents the data tables that were generated from the 1995 SDC data
submissions and provides explanatory comments related to each State's data.

Appendix A lists the participants in the State Advisory Group. The SDC Data Collection Forms
and Instructions are provided in appendix B. Additional information on the issues involved in the
data analyses is presented in appendix C, Technical Notes. Issues that are discussed include
estimating procedures, calculation of population rates, and duplicated and unduplicated counts of
children. Data tables supporting the DCDC findings are included in appendix D.

Section 2 1995 National Findings



This section presents the analyses of data on reports, dispositions, victims, services, and
perpetrators collected through the SDC for 1995. In addition, analyses of selected 1995 DCDC
case-level data from 11 States are presented to elaborate on key topics, including sources of
reports, types of maltreatment, child fatalities, and perpetrator relationships to the victims. An
analysis of data from the Armed Services is also provided.

2.1 Report Data

The SDC findings presented in this section include the number of reports of alleged abuse and
neglect, the number of children in reports, the rate of children who were subjects of reports, and
the sources of reports.

Reports of Alleged Maltreatment

Child protective services agencies received and referred for investigation almost 2 million
reports of alleged child abuse and neglect in 1995, involving both incident-based and child-based
reports. An incident-based system counts each alleged maltreatment incident as one report,
regardless of the number of children involved. A child-based system counts each child who is
alleged to be a victim of maltreatment as a single report. Of the total of 1,988,514 reports,
incident-based reports from 41 States made up 1,697,210, and the remaining 291,304 reports
were child-based reports received from 10 States. The total number of reports referred for
investigation in 1995 was about the same as in 1994.

Children in Reports

An estimated 3 million children were reported as alleged victims of maltreatment and referred
for investigation. This number includes children who may have been reported and counted more
than once during the year. The rate of children who were the subjects of reports was 43 children
per 1,000 children younger than 18 years of age in the general population. If each child were
counted only once, the rate per 1,000 children would be somewhat lower.

The rate of children reported and referred for investigation varied considerably from State to
State, ranging from about 8 to 108 per 1,000 children. However, the range in reporting rates was
much smaller (between 35 and 53) for more than half of the States.

Several factors may influence the variation in rates. These factors include differences in State
definitions of maltreatment and agency policies and procedures related to receiving and
investigating reports. For example, the Pennsylvania child abuse registry does not collect data on
general neglect cases. State policy addresses cases of neglect through a general protective
services investigation rather than through a child protective services investigation. In Vermont,
the lack of supervision of a child, classified as neglect in many States, is not legally defined as
maltreatment. On the other hand, States that have broader definitions of maltreatment may have
higher rates of reports accepted for investigation.

Sources of Reports



As seen in FIGURE 2-1, reports from professionals accounted for more than half of all reports.
Professional sources include educators, law enforcement and justice officials, and professionals
from the fields of medicine and health, social services, child care, and substitute care. Persons
within the families of the alleged victims, including parents, other relatives, and the alleged
victims themselves, accounted for nearly one out of every five reports (19 percent). The
percentage distribution of the sources of reports has remained consistent over the 6 years of SDC
data collection.

2.2 Disposition Data

The findings discussed in this section include the dispositions of investigated reports of alleged
maltreatment and of children involved in these reports.

Investigations of Reports

Forty-eight States reported that about 1,675,000 investigations of alleged abuse or neglect were
conducted in 1995. FIGURE 2-2 shows that about 36 percent of the investigations resulted in a
disposition of either substantiated or indicated child maltreatment. More than half of all
dispositions resulted in a finding that child maltreatment was not substantiated. Based on data
from five States, which identify intentionally false reports, malicious or intentionally false
reports constituted about 4 percent of not substantiated investigations. All other investigation
dispositions, including "unknown," "closed without a finding," and "other" accounted for 6
percent of all dispositions.

Data from the DCDC show that there is some variation in the dispositions of investigations by
the source of the report of alleged maltreatment (see TABLE D-1). About 66 percent of
substantiated investigations and about 54 percent of indicated investigations resulted from
reports from four professions - law enforcement, medicine, social services, and education.

In general, reports from professional sources were more likely to be substantiated or indicated
than those from nonprofessional sources. However, with the exception of reports from the legal
and medical professions, the majority of investigations from all report sources were not
substantiated.

Children in Investigated Reports

Slightly more than 1 million children were reported by 49 States to have been victims of either
substantiated or indicated maltreatment. Due to expungement practices, some States were unable
to provide the number of children for whom maltreatment was not substantiated. FIGURE 2-3 is
based on data from the 40 States that were able to provide data on both substantiated and not
substantiated dispositions of children. About 34 percent of the children were determined to have
been maltreated, 60 percent were unsubstantiated, and less than 2 percent of the children had
investigations resulting in either "no finding" or "unknown finding." For about 4 percent of the
children, a disposition of "other" was made.



Some of the investigations resulting in a disposition of "other" are from States such as Florida,
Missouri, and New Jersey, which are implementing alternative methods for screening, assessing,
and responding to reports to CPS agencies. Such changes in practice can affect the categorization
of CPS dispositions and child victims in these States.

The experience of New Jersey illustrates how changes in State policy and practice can affect
disposition data. Beginning in 1993, New Jersey instituted a Case Practice Initiative that
classified screened-in reports of alleged maltreatment as "child abuse and neglect™ or as a
"family problem." Family problems include homelessness; domestic violence; unresolved child-
related medical, emotional, or substance abuse problems; inappropriate supervision; and
inadequate parenting skills. Families classified as having only family problems have not
committed child maltreatment according to State law, and the children in those families are not
classified as victims of maltreatment. Rather, these families are referred to voluntary services for
the identified family problems that present a risk of maltreatment.

The Case Practice Initiative has resulted in changes in patterns of disposition data for New
Jersey. In 1995, about 15 percent of all children had a disposition of substantiated maltreatment,
and 55 percent were placed in the "other" category. These percentages compare with 1992 SDC
data prior to the initiation of the Case Practice Initiative in which 35 percent of the children were
determined to be victims of maltreatment and no children received an "other" disposition.
However, among only the child abuse and neglect cases, the distribution of substantiated and
unsubstantiated cases remains proportionally similar to previous years. With the implementation
of the Case Practice Initiative, fewer cases receive such dispositions. New Jersey has continued
to adjust its screening and investigation classification schema. Most notably, in situations in
which caregiver substance abuse is identified as a problem, the presence of risk of abuse or
neglect is assumed. This issue is addressed in new Case Handling Standards. It is anticipated that
these guidelines will have some effect on the classification of cases during 1996.

2.3 Victim Data

This section analyzes the characteristics of victims of substantiated or indicated maltreatment.
Topics include rates of victims, types of maltreatment, rates and types of maltreatment, and
victim demographics such as age, sex, and race/ethnicity. Also, DCDC data are used to discuss
type of maltreatment by age of victims.

Rates of Victims

In 1995, data from 49 States indicate a national maltreatment rate of 15 victims per 1,000
children in the population younger than 18. However, State maltreatment rates are influenced by
differences in the classification of dispositions. Some States use a two-tier system that shows the
allegation as substantiated or unsubstantiated. Other States use a three-tier system that includes a
third category called indicated. In these States, this classification is used when there is sufficient
reason to suspect that the child may have been maltreated or is at risk of maltreatment, but the
allegation cannot be substantiated to the level of evidence required by State law. There were 13
victims per 1,000 children in the population younger than age 18 in the 38 States that use a two-



tier system of dispositions compared to a rate of 23 victims per 1,000 children in the 11 three-tier
States.

FIGURE 2-4 presents data by State on the rate of children reported as alleged victims of
maltreatment and children found to be substantiated or indicated victims of maltreatment. In
general, there is a correspondence between reporting rates and child victim rates. Furthermore, of
the 10 States with the highest rates of child victims, 7 use a three-tier classification system. In
order to compare child reporting rates to child substantiation rates, only data from the 37 States
that provided duplicated counts and complete data for both items were used. The rates include
some children who may have been reported more than once during the year.

Types of Maltreatment

Forty-nine States reported that there were 523,049 substantiated or indicated victims of
maltreatment who suffered from neglect; 244,903 victims of physical abuse; 126,095 victims of
sexual abuse; and 44,648 victims of emotional maltreatment. These numbers include multiple
types of maltreatment for some children.

FIGURE 2-5 shows that twice as many children were victims of neglect (52 percent) as were
victims of the next-most-frequent type of maltreatment, physical abuse (25 percent). About 13
percent of the victims had been sexually abused. Victims of medical neglect and emotional
maltreatment accounted for 3 percent and 5 percent of all victims, respectively. Approximately
14 percent of the victims encountered "other" types of maltreatment, such as "abandonment,”
"congenital drug addiction," and "threats to harm the child.”

Rates of Maltreatment Types

Based on data from 49 State child protective services agencies, it is estimated that for every
1,000 children younger than 18 years of age there were eight victims of neglect, four victims of
physical abuse, and two victims of sexual abuse. The victim rates for emotional maltreatment
and medical neglect were each less than 1 child per 1,000 children in the population younger
than 18 years old.

Age of Victims

FIGURE 2-6 presents the percentage of child maltreatment victims by age. Similar to previous
years of the SDC data collection, a general pattern is observed of a decreasing percentage of
victims among older children. About 26 percent of victims of maltreatment were 3 years old or
younger. More than half of all victims were younger than 8 years old. About 26 percent of the
victims were ages 8-12. Another 21 percent of the child victims of abuse and neglect were
teenagers (13-18 years old).

Data from the DCDC (see TABLE D-2) suggest that the ages of victims and the types of
maltreatment are related. The majority of victims of neglect and medical neglect were younger
than 8 years old, while the majority of victims of other forms of maltreatment were 8 years old or
older.



Victims in all age groups were more likely to suffer from neglect than any other single type of
maltreatment. Victims younger than 4 years of age were about five times more likely to have
been neglected than physically abused. Children older than 7 years of age were about 1.5 times
more likely to have been neglected than physically abused.

Sex of Victims

About 47 percent of the victims of maltreatment were male, and about 52 percent were female.
The sex for less than 1 percent of the victims was not reported. The distribution of sex of victims
has remained stable over the 6 years of the SDC data collection.

Findings from case-level data in the 1995 DCDC (see TABLE D-3) suggest that there are some
differences in the types of maltreatment experienced by male and female children. Females were
about three times more likely than males to be victims of sexual abuse. Females were also
slightly more likely to suffer emotional abuse. Males were slightly more likely than females to be
victims of other types of maltreatment.

Race/Ethnicity of Victims

Forty-four States provided data on race/ethnicity. More than half (55 percent) of all victims were
white. African American children represented the second-largest group of victims at about 27
percent. Hispanic children made up about 10 percent, Native American children made up about 2
percent, and Asian/Pacific Islander children accounted for about 1 percent of victims. Victims of
unknown racial/ethnic origin made up about 3 percent of all victims, and victims of other
racial/ethnic backgrounds accounted for about 2 percent of the victims. As in the other
demographic areas of age and sex, the distribution of race/ethnicity of victims has been similar in
all years of the SDC data collection.

2.4 Service Responses

Based on the findings of the investigation of maltreatment, the State agency often provides
services to victims and their families, including placing children in protective custody, instituting
court action, and offering additional services such as parenting classes, counseling, and in-home
services. The following discussion addresses data submitted by the States in these service areas.

Victims Removed From the Home

Child protective services agencies in 35 States reported that 130,685 victims were removed from
their homes in 1995. This figure accounts for about 15 percent of the victims of maltreatment in
these States, the same as in 1994. In some cases, siblings of victims are removed from the home
when a child whose maltreatment has been substantiated or indicated is removed. Most States
provided data on removals related only to victims, while the data from some States include both
victims and their siblings. There was little difference in the percentage of children removed from
their homes between those States that provided only victim data and those States that provided
data for victims and siblings.



Court Actions

Twenty-five States reported that 78,273 court actions were initiated in 1995. This represents
about 16 percent of the number of victims of maltreatment in these States. This percentage has
remained stable over the 6 years of the SDC data collection.

The requirements for court action vary from State to State. Court actions may include the State
filing for temporary custody of the victim, filing for guardianship, or filing a dependency
petition. In some States, the court may hear criminal actions. Because court data may be
maintained in an information system separate from the information system of the child protective
services agency, data concerning court action related to victims often are not complete.

Victims and Families Receiving Additional Services

Data from 24 States revealed that 249,230 families received additional child welfare services.
Twenty-three States reported that 439,119 child victims received additional services. Services
counted by the States may include the full range of direct and indirect services aimed at family
preservation and family reunification. However, for most States, the collection of data about the
number of children and families who received additional services remains difficult. Fewer than
half of the States provided these data, and only 15 States were able to provide data for both
victims and families. Also, information systems in some States are not able to distinguish
between victims and their siblings who receive additional services. Data about reports of
maltreatment and data about the provision of services may be contained in different and unlinked
information systems. These issues are being examined by States that are redesigning their child
welfare information systems.

2.5 Child Fatalities

This section discusses the findings about child fatalities. It is generally accepted that fatality
figures include mostly those victims who were known to the child protective services agency as
clients, and may not include other victims who were not reported to the agency.

Forty-five States reported that 996 child fatalities resulted from child maltreatment in 1995. The
rate of child fatalities in the reporting States was less than 2 per 100,000 children in the general
population younger than 18 years of age. Based on the number of victims of maltreatment, not
the general population younger than age 18, it is estimated that there were about 110 child
fatalities per 100,000 child victims of maltreatment in 1995. Unlike other rates in this report, the
child fatality rate is based on one unit per 100,000 children younger than 18 in order that the rate
can be expressed as a whole number. Forty States provided fatality data in both 1994 and 1995.
A comparison of these data shows that there was about a 10-percent decrease in the number of
child deaths and a slight decrease in the rate of fatalities in 1995.

There were 237 fatalities reported by a subset of 8 of the 11 States from the DCDC (see TABLE
D-4). These fatalities represent about 24 percent of all fatalities reported to the SDC. The DCDC
data suggest that death due to child abuse and neglect is found mostly among very young
children. Children younger than 1 year old accounted for 44 percent of all fatalities, and 77



percent were 3 years of age or younger. Males accounted for 57 percent of fatalities, and females
accounted for 43 percent.

2.6 Perpetrator Data

Data on the types of perpetrator relationships to the victims are discussed in this section. In
addition, case-level data from the DCDC are used to describe the age and sex of perpetrators.

Based on the data from 44 States, about 80 percent of perpetrators of child maltreatment were
parents, and an additional 10 percent were other relatives of the victim. People who were in other
caretaking relationships to the child victims made up only 2 percent of perpetrators (e.g., foster
parents, facility staff, and child care providers). About 5 percent of all perpetrators were
noncaretakers. In many States, perpetrators of maltreatment by definition must be in a child
caretaking role.

Data from the DCDC reveal that females were more often identified as perpetrators than males
(see TABLE D-5). The mean age for male perpetrators was 37 years of age and for female
perpetrators the mean was 34 years of age.

2.7 Armed Services Data

This section examines data that were submitted to the SDC by the Armed Services. The data
apply to reports of maltreatment that occurred worldwide in 1995 in the four branches of the
Armed Services (the Air Force, the Army, the Marines, and the Navy). Personnel in the Family
Advocacy Program are required to report all cases of child maltreatment to the child abuse
registry in the State in which the child resides, and these reports are included in State totals.

There were a total of 17,902 reports of alleged maltreatment in 1995. This figure is a slight
decrease from the most recently available figures from 1993. Investigations of 46 percent of the
reported children resulted in a disposition of substantiated maltreatment, while allegations of
maltreatment were found to be not substantiated for 54 percent of the children.

The most frequent type of maltreatment experienced by children was neglect (37 percent),
followed closely by physical abuse (36 percent). About 13 percent of victims were found to have
been sexually abused, and another 14 percent suffered emotional abuse.

About 60 percent of the victims were 7 years of age or younger, with about 32 percent of the
victims younger than 4 years of age. Teenagers made up about 15 percent of all victims. Victims

were about evenly split between males and females, each representing about half of the victim
population. Twenty-one victims died as a result of maltreatment.

Section 3

1995 State Data Tables and State Commentary



This section contains two parts. The first part presents the SDC Data Tables for 1995. The
second part presents clarification of each State's data submission. The reader is urged to consult
the State Commentary section when analyzing or comparing the SDC data.

3.1 Data Tables

The Data Tables consist of several sections. Data are presented by State in each section.

NOTE: Please make sure your images are turned on to view this report.

Some of the tables presented below are best printed in Landscape format.

Section I: Background This section presents the estimated population of children
younger than 18 years of age for each State and the District of Columbia. Forty of the
States reported on the 1995 calendar year; 9 States reported using their State fiscal year;
and 2 States reported 1994 data.

Section II: Report Data This section contains the number of reports of alleged child
maltreatment that were referred for investigation, the number of children who were the
subject of a report, and the Number of Reports By Source. Forty States counted reports
by either incident or the number of families that were the subject of a report; 10 States
counted reports based on each child for whom maltreatment was alleged (1 State
provided both child-based and incident-based counts); 1 State was not able to provide
data on the number of reports. The number of children who were the subject of a report
was submitted by each State or was estimated. The rate per 1,000 children who were the
subject of a report has been estimated. The rate is based on the duplicated count of
children. (See Appendix C: Technical Notes.) Forty-two States reported on the source of
reports. Some States collect data on the report sources for substantiated reports only,
rather than all reports. Data from these States are not included in this section of the data
table.

Section I11: Investigation Data This section includes data on the number of
investigations by disposition, the Number of Children Who Were the Subject of an
Investigation, the Number of Families That Were the Subject of an Investigation, and the
Number of Children by Disposition. Forty-eight States reported on the dispositions of
investigations. Forty-nine States reported on children by disposition. Of these, 9 States
were unable to provide the number of children who were not substantiated victims of
maltreatment. This reflects expungement procedures of the States.

Section 1V: Victim Data This section includes the Number of Victims categorized by
Type of Maltreatment:

Physical Abuse, Neglect, Medical Neglect, Sexual Abuse; and Emotional Abuse, Other
Abuse, Unknown, and Total Number of Victims Abused. The section also includes data
on Age (<1-8), Age (9-18+), Sex, and Race/Ethnicity. Eleven States provided
unduplicated counts of victims and the balance of States provided duplicated counts of
victims. Forty-nine States reported on types of maltreatment, 45 States reported on age of
victims, 46 States reported on sex of victims, 44 States reported on race/ethnicity of
victims, and 45 States reported on Child Fatalities. Thirty-five States reported on the
Number of Victims who were Removed from their Homes, and fewer States reported on
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Service-Related Data Items. As noted on the data tables, for Items 11-14, States reported
on either only victims (V) or victims and their siblings (VS).

o Section V: Perpetrator Data This section presents data on the number of perpetrators of
maltreatment categorized by relationship to the child victim. Half of the States report a
perpetrator count based on the number of incidents, and half report numbers of
perpetrators based on the number of children in the incident. The number of States able to
provide data on perpetrators has increased since the submission of 1994 data.

Comments on 1995 State Data
States have provided clarifications and elaborations of their data submissions. Comments
provided in previous years, which may be useful in reading the 1995 data, are also included. Item
numbers refer to the items as listed in the data tables and may not correspond to the item
numbers used in the 1995 data collection form. Each State also has provided a name of a State
contact who is able to provide additional information if needed.
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Appendix A
State Advisory Group Representatives 1995-1996

Appendix A is a list of the State Advisory Group representatives, who provided guidance, ideas,
and recommendations to the NCANDS during 1995-1996.

CALIFORNIA

Lee A. Stolmack

Conversion Manager

California Department of Social Services, CWS/CMS Project
Health and Welfare Data Center (HWDC)

3775 North Freeway Boulevard, Suite 200
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http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/pubs/ncands/wa.htm
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http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/pubs/ncands/wyoming.htm
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Sacramento, CA 95834
(916) 263-1129
924-4749 Fax

FLORIDA

Susan K. Chase

Data Support Administrator

Florida Department of Children and Family Services
2729 Fort Knox Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32308

(904) 487-4332

(904) 488-3748 Fax

ILLINOIS

Samuel Traylor

Systems Development Administrator

Information Services Division

[llinois Department of Children and Family Services
625 East Monroe, Mail Station 20

Springfield, IL 62701-1498

(217) 524-2035

(217) 524-2101 Fax

KENTUCKY

Diane Boling

Branch Manager

Management Systems Administration Branch
Department for Protection and Family Support
Kentucky Cabinet for Families and Children
275 East Main Street, Sixth Floor West
Frankfort, KY 40621

(502) 564-3850

(502) 564-2467 Fax

LOUISIANA

Walter G. Fahr

Program Manager

Division of Program Management
Office of Community Services
Louisiana Department of Social Services
P.O. Box 3318

Baton Rouge, LA 70821



(504) 342-6832
(504) 342-9087 Fax

MARYLAND

Stephen Berry, M.S.W.

Policy Specialist

Social Services Administration

Maryland Department of Human Resources
311 West Saratoga Street, Room 557
Baltimore, MD 21201

(410) 767-7112

(410) 333-0392 Fax

MASSACHUSETTS

Pat Mastrangelo

Director

Information Technology Operations
Massachusetts Department of Social Services
24 Farnsworth Street

Boston, MA 02210

(617) 727-3171, ext. 205

(617) 261-7435 Fax

MICHIGAN

Lee L. Hunsberger

Systems Analyst

Preventive and Protective Services
Office of Children's Services

Michigan Family Independence Agency
P.O. Box 30037

Lansing, M1 48909

(517) 335-6071

(517) 335-6177 Fax

MISSOURI

Fred Simmens

Assistant Deputy Director

Missouri Division of Family Services
P.O. Box 88, 615 Howerton Court
Jefferson City, MO 65103

(573) 751-4329

(573) 526-3971 Fax



MINNESOTA

Jean Swanson Broberg
Programmer/Analyst

Minnesota Department of Human Services
444 Lafayette Road

St. Paul, MN 55155-3839

(612) 297-5409

(612) 297-1949 Fax

NEW JERSEY

Florence Kelly Dailey

Manager

Office of Telecommunications and Information Systems
New Jersey Division of Youth and Family Services

50 East State Street, CN 717

Trenton, NJ 08615-0717

(609) 984-1607

(609) 292-4672 Fax

NEW YORK

Carol Van Kloberg

Director

Bureau of Services Information Systems

Division of Services and Community Development
New York State Department of Social Services

40 North Pearl Street, Arcade Building

Albany, NY 12243

(518) 432-2911

(518) 432-2930 Fax

NORTH CAROLINA

David Atkinson

Program Consultant

North Carolina Division of Social Services
325 North Salisbury Street, Room 742-A
Raleigh, NC 27603

(919) 733-2580

(919) 715-3581 Fax

OHIO



Delores Reid

Chief, Bureau of Children Services
Office of Child Care and Family Services
Ohio Department of Human Services

65 East State Street, 5th Floor

Columbus, OH 43215-0423

(614) 728-6983

(614) 466-0164 Fax

PENNSYLVANIA

Lawrence G. Woods, M.P.A.

Director of Information Systems

Office of Children, Youth and Families
Pennsylvania Department of Public Welfare
Lanco Lodge, Building 25, 1st Floor

DPW Complex 2

Harrisburg State Hospital

Harrisburg, PA 17105

(717) 772-7293

(717) 772-6442 Fax

SOUTH CAROLINA

Joanne "Cookie" Schaekel

Liaison Worker

Child Protective Services Unit

South Carolina Department of Social Services
P.O. Box 1520, Room 507

Columbia, SC 29202-1520

(803) 734-5670

(803) 734-6285 Fax

TENNESSEE

Louis Martinez, M.S.W.

Program Specialist 111

Child Protective Services

Tennessee Department of Human Services
400 Deaderick Street, 14th Floor
Nashville, TN 37248-9300

(615) 741-5927

(615) 532-6495 Fax

TEXAS



Jane Goynes

Director Program Statistics

Texas Department of Protective and Regulatory Services
P.O. Box 149030, MC: E-661

Austin, TX 78714-9030

(512) 450-4072

(512) 450-4853 Fax

UTAH

Robert Lewis, D.S.W.

Director

Planning Evaluation and Accountability Systems
Division of Family Services

Utah Department of Human Services

120 North 200 West, Room 324

P.O. Box 45500

Salt Lake City, UT 84145-0500

(801) 538-4100

(801) 538-3993 Fax

VERMONT

Phillip Zunder, Ph.D.

Director of Planning and Research

Vermont Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services
103 South Main Street

Waterbury, VT 05671-2401

(802) 241-2112

(802) 241-2980 Fax

VIRGINIA

Rita Katzma

Child Protective Services Program Manager
Virginia Department of Social Services

730 East Broad Street

Richmond, VA 23219

(804) 692-1207

(804) 692-2209 Fax

WASHINGTON
Richard Campbell

Information Systems Manager
Washington Department of Social and Health Services



14th and Jefferson Streets
Office Building 2, 3rd Floor
Olympia, WA 98504

(206) 586-6533

(206) 586-9102 Fax

COUNTY REPRESENTATIVE

E. James Storey

Manager

Management Information Division

Los Angeles Department of Children's Services
4060 Watson Plaza

Lakewood, CA 90712

(310) 497-3351

(310) 496-2338 Fax

ARMED SERVICES

Cheryl J. Grosso
Management Analyst
Office of Family Policy
Department of Defense
4015 Wilson Boulevard
Ballston Tower 3, Suite 903
Arlington, VA 22203-5190
(703) 696-1702

(703) 696-4276 Fax

Appendix B
Summary Data Component Data Collection Form

These forms and instructions and a glossary were sent to all States, the District of Columbia, the
territories, and the Armed Services in the spring of 1996. Some items in the 1995 form have been
renumbered in the data tables and the discussion throughout the report in order to facilitate
comparisons with previous years. Item 11 in the data form is renumbered as item 14 in the data
table; item 12 in the data form is renumbered as item 13; item 13 is renumbered as item 11; and
item 14 is renumbered as item 12.

Cover Page

Notice to Respondents
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Section | - General Information

Section Il - Report Data

1. Number of Reports Alleging Maltreatment

2. Number of Children Who Were the Subject of a Report

3. Number of Reports by Source

Section 3 - Disposition Data

4. Number of Completed Investigation or Assessments by Disposition

5. Number of Children and Families Who Were The Subject of a Completed Investigation

6. Number of Children by Disposition

Section 1V - Victim Data

7. Number of Victims by Maltreatment Type

8. Aqge of Victims

9. Sex of Victims

10. Race/Ethnicity of Victims

11. Number of Victims Who Died as a Result of Child Abuse or Neglect

12. Number of Victims and Families Receiving Additional Services

13. Number of Victims Removed From the Home

14. Number of Victims For Whom Court Action Was Initiated

Section V - Perpetrator Data

Appendix C Technical Notes

it
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In this section, notes are provided on the data validation and analytic procedures used in this
report.

Validation Steps

Several steps occur prior to the analysis of the Summary Data Component (SDC) data. The 15
data items in each State submission are validated. Each submission is checked to ensure internal
consistency and to gauge whether data are within an expected range. In addition, data are
compared to the previous year's submission on the same item. State comments from the current
reporting year and previous years are reviewed and updated to further clarify the data
submission.

Analytical Methods

The 1995 National Findings are based on data submitted to the NCANDS by all 50 States, the
District of Columbia, and the Armed Services. Data from Montana and West Virginia are from
1994. Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands were unable to provide data for 1995.

In the data tables, data from the Armed Services are provided below the national totals, since
Armed Services personnel also report to State agencies.

Unless otherwise noted, rates were calculated using population averages for the reported
population and were based on the number per 1,000 children younger than age 18 in the
reporting States. The population of children younger than 18 years of age for each State was
derived from data for 1995 supplied by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Data Items

Clarification of the analyses of selected data items is provided below. The item numbers
correspond to the item numbers in the SDC data tables (section 3).

Item 1: Reports

States count reports alleging child maltreatment by child or by incident. Screened-out reports
were not included in the number of reports provided. Only those reports that were referred for
investigation were counted.

Item 2: Children Subject of a Report

Item 2 presents duplicated counts of children who were the subject of a report. The number of
children was estimated for those States unable to provide these data. Using the data from States
that reported incident-based data and the duplicated number of children in these reports, a mean
ratio of incident-based reports to duplicated counts of children was computed. The Tukey
biweight estimator was computed on the resultant mean rate. A multiplier of 1.62 was used to
multiply the incident-based reports for those States that did not provide duplicated child data.
The resulting products were used as estimates. The rate of duplicated children reported as alleged



victims of maltreatment was calculated using the State child population. The rate is somewhat
higher than a rate of unduplicated children per 1,000 children.

Item 3: Reports by Source

The percentages discussed in the report are based on the distribution of report sources from 42
States (1,486,605 reports). Most States collect data on only the primary source of the report, but
some States record multiple sources of the same report. The same categories of report sources are
not used by all States. For example, many States do not classify substitute care providers and
perpetrators as report sources. Some States classify parents with other relatives.

Item 4: Investigations by Disposition

The percentages discussed in the report are based on the total number of dispositions (1,675,372)
in 48 States. The percentage of intentionally false reports is based on the number of
unsubstantiated reports that were considered to be "intentionally false™ by five States.

Item 5: Children and Families Subject of a Completed Investigation

Data on children subject of a completed investigation are analyzed using item 6. Item 5 provides
an indication of the ratio of children to families in the States that are able to provide both
children subject of an investigation and families subject of an investigation in item 5.

Item 6: Children by Disposition

Percentages of children by disposition have been calculated using only those States that reported
on both substantiated and unsubstantiated dispositions. The percentages are not significantly
different from data submitted for 1994 if this subset of States is used.

The rates of victimization discussed in the report are based upon the 1,000,502 substantiated or
indicated child victims in 49 States. The child population in these States (67,046,118) was used
as a denominator and the resulting quotient was multiplied by 1,000 to express the rate in terms
of every 1,000 children. The rate for the two-tier States is based upon 688,752 substantiated
children among a child population of 53,235,427 children in these 38 States. The three-tier rate is
based on 311,750 substantiated and indicated children among the 13,810,691 children in these 11
States. The calculations of these overall rates included submissions of duplicated or unduplicated
numbers from the States and should be considered as best estimates.

In order to compare child reporting rates to child substantiation rates, only data from the 37
States that provided duplicated counts for both items and provided the number of unsubstantiated
children were used in the analysis.

Item 7: Types of Maltreatment

Percentages discussed in this report are based on the number of maltreatments suffered by the
confirmed victims (1,000,502 substantiated and indicated children) in 49 States. Rates for



maltreatment types for every 1,000 children are based on the child population (67,046,118) in
these States. Most States were able to collect and report data on the multiple types of
maltreatment suffered by a child. However, many States do not record "unknown" as a type of
maltreatment, and some States do not use the "other™ category.

Item 8: Age of Victims

Most States provided age data in 1-year increments, but some States reported data by age group
(e.g., ages 0-2, ages 3-5). For these States, the age of victims was estimated for each year by
dividing the grouped figure by the number of intervals included in that grouping. Percentages in
the report are based on the total number of victims (833,115) for whom age data were provided.

Item 9: Sex of Victims

Percentages in the report are based on the total number of victims (834,174) for whom age was
reported.

Item 10: Race/Ethnicity of Victim

Percentages in the report are based on the total number of victims (822,609) for whom
race/ethnicity was reported.

Item 11: Victims Removed From the Home

The percentage of victims removed from the home is based on the responses for the total number
of victims (852,540) in the States that reported this item. For some States, the number of victims
removed from the home included the siblings of these victims.

Item 12: Court Action Initiated

The percentage of victims for whom court action was initiated is based upon the responses for
the total number of victims (487,233) in the States that reported this item.

Item 13: Receiving Additional Services

For most States, the numbers do not include information on services that are not captured on the
State child protective services information system. These counts are from States that provided
unduplicated numbers and from States that provided duplicated numbers.

Item 14: Died from Abuse or Neglect

The fatality figures refer primarily to those victims who were known to the child protective
services agency. States are continuing to develop interagency child death investigation teams that
might identify instances of death due to maltreatment more completely. Montana and West
Virginia did not submit 1995 data. Therefore, 1994 data were used for those two states.



The rate of fatalities is based on the child population of those States that submitted fatality data.
For this calculation, a denominator of 61,241,428 children is used. The resulting quotient is
multiplied by 100,000 to obtain a rate expressed in terms of every 100,000 children.

Item 15: Relationship of Perpetrator to Victim
States that count perpetrators by incident may count fewer perpetrator relationships than States

that use victim-based reporting, since an incident may include more than one child victim.
Percentages are based on a total of 653,736 perpetrators.

Appendix D Supporting DCDC Data Tables
These data tables display the results of analysis conducted on the 1995 case-level data submitted
by Delaware, lllinois, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Missouri, New Jersey, North Carolina,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Vermont, and Washington.

Data on fatalities are from only 8 (Delaware, Illinois, Louisiana, Missouri, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Washington) of the 11 States.

Table D-1 Disposition of Unduplicated Reports by Report Source
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Table D-2 Age of Victim by Maltreatment Type
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Table D-3 Sex of Victim by Maltreatment Type
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Table D4 Child Fatalities by Age and Sex
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(B0.00 %) [f3.53%) [ 7.22%)
4 -7 14 13 27
(10.37 %) (12.75%) 11.39%)
g-11 10 g 19
(7.41%) [8.82%) (8.02%)
12 and Older 3 = a
[2.22%) (4.90%) (3.38%4]
TOTAL 134 102 237
(Percentage) (100.00 %) (100.00 %) (100.00%)




Table D-5 Age of Perpetrator by Sex

Femala

0-149 3,943 8,055 9,003
(8. F A% (6. 81%]) (7. 52%

M- 4180 12546 16,726
(8.1 7% (16, 591% (13 97%

26 — 20 B, 205 15,043 23148
(13 61% 21, 49%0 (18 49%

30— 34 3,474 16,704 25,178
(18, 59%: (22 53%0 (21 02%:

-3 7. 846 11,134 18,981
M7 21%0 (15.01%) {15 35%)

40— 44 4,881 4 864 9 845
(10, 93% (A, 56%) (8.2 2%

45— 44 2892 2214 4 806
(5.6 9% (2. 98%) (4.01%)

a0 — 75 7 367 5723 13,080
(6.1 4% 7.7 1%0 10.92%)

TOTAL 45,583 74184 119 7ET
(Fercentage) (100.00%) (100.00%:) (100.00%)

Additional Information
This document has been prepared for the National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect by

Walter R. McDonald & Associates, Inc., under contract number ACF-105-95-1849. Members of
the Technical Team who have contributed to this report are: Ying-Ying T. Yuan, Ph.D., Project
Director; Benjamin A. Cohen, M.A., Research Assistant; C. Courtney Elliott, Ph.D., Consultant;
and David Struckman-Johnson, Ph.D., Consultant. Editing and report design have been
conducted by Houston Associates, Inc., under contract number ACF-105-94-1840.

In addition to compiling and analyzing annual statistics from the States, the National Child
Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS) Technical Assistance Program helps States to
improve their child protective services information systems, address technical and programmatic
issues of submitting data to NCANDS, and enhance the analytical capability of their agencies.
For further information regarding technical assistance contact the National Child Abuse and
Neglect Data System (NCANDS) Technical Assistance Program, Walter R. McDonald &
Associates, Inc., 12300 Twinbrook Parkway, Suite 310, Rockville, Maryland 20852-1606, (301)
881-2590.


http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/pubs/ncands/credits.htm
http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/pubs/ncands/tabled5.htm

Additional copies of this document, updated State data tables for previous years, and other
information regarding child maltreatment can be obtained by contacting:

National Clearinghouse on Child Abuse and Neglect Information
P.O. Box 1182, Washington, DC 20013-1182
1-800-FY1-3366

Material contained in this publication is in the public domain and may be reproduced, fully or
partially, without permission of the Federal Government. The courtesy of source credit is
requested.

The recommended citation for this report is:
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect,

Child Maltreatment 1995: Reports From the States to the National Child Abuse and Neglect
Data System (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1997).

FIGURE 2-1 Sources of Reports
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Mote: 1,435,605 reports from 42 States.


http://www.childwelfare.gov/

Figure 2.2 Investigated Reports by Disposition
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Figure 2-3 Children by Disposition
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Figure 2-4 Child Victim and Child Reporting Rates Ordered by Value of
Victim Rate
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Figure 2-5 Types of Maltreatment
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Figure 2-6 Victims by Age
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