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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

For msny years agencies, courts, and the sllied fields of

medicine and law have been deeply concerned with the independent place-
ment of children in homes for the purpose of adoption, mz’euional
literature in the field of child placement has put much emphasis on the
importance of & careful study, by a qualified person, of both the
adoptive home and the child who is to be plaéed for adoption. However,
statistics reveal that by far the greater number of children throughout
the country are placed by persons having few or no qualifications in
. the field of child placement or in the field of adoption.l
PURPOSE

‘ This thesis was planned with the threefold purpose of
determining what factors are involved which lead to the participation
in independent adoptive placements by the natural parents, the adopting
parents, and the unirained placement agents.

1 Opal Jacobs, Institute on Adoptions, Chicapo, February 1952
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This thesis covers only thoss independent adoptions completed by
| the Division of Child Welfare of the Illinois Lepartment of Public Welfare
for the Madison County Court during the year 1950 in which the child and
the adopting parents (petitioners) were unrelated by blood or marriage, and
in which cases the adoptive planning had not received the services of a
Child Placing Agency prior to the placement of the child in the adoptive
home « »

The year 1950 was chosen for the time span of this study and
yadison County for the area of this study because in the year 1950 the
Judge of the Madison County Court requested that the Division of Child
Welfare of the Illinois Department of Public Welfare assist the court in
the investigation of the independent adoptions petitioned for through his
court. This investigation was that required by law as set up under
Article 3, Section 3-1 on the adoption of children in the State of Illinois,

Upon the filing of the petition,
and tefore the return day designated in the
summons issued thereon, the court shall
specifically designate either a licensed
child welfare agency, probation officer of the
court, or some other suitable agency or person,
to investigate, accurately, fully and
promptly, the allegations contained in the
petition} sesesssee The information obtained
as a result of such investigation shall be
reduced to writing and presented to the

court on or tefore the retum day designated
in the BURAON S s sevrsnsvostacstessnnssdsdneis

2 Smith-Hurd, Laws Relating to the jdoption of Children
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the fact that the investigation of independent adoptions for the

eourt during this period was completed by the Division of Child Welfars mads
the svailability of more detailed information possible in the combined use e‘L
the summary report prepared by the Division for the court and the

pivieion case record itaself which was established concurrantly with the
 pivision's study of the independent adoption situation for the court.

In many cases the Division of Child Welfare had contact with the
situstion as a case under the Maternity Hospital Act concurrently with the

. pequest from the County Court for a study of the adoption petition,

| The Maternity Hospital Act was an sct approved June 24, 1915

- sllowing for the licensing, inspection and regulation of maternity hospitals
' lying-in homea, or any other place, public or private, used for the

| eonfinement of women, This act was amended July 1k, 1939 to prohibit such
;’.;mﬂtutim or hospitals to place ehildrqp for adoption or care in foster
homes, or anywhere outside of the custody of their mothers, unless the
mpital or mtiwtton was licensed as & child welfare sgenagy as provided

| by law, except with the written permission of the State Departaent of

Public Yelfare, o |

The observance of thies section of the Maternity Hospital Act

' was encoursged by the formstion of the "Report of Maternity Hospital®3

by the Division of Child Welfare which requested that the “Report® be
¢ompleted by the hospital and forwarded to the Division of Child Welfare

3 See Appendix i
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gor a1l children born to umarried mothers and all other children who were
o live away from their own parents, with the exception of the children
who were dismissed to licensed child placing agencies. Upon the reception of]
shis "Maternity Hospital Report?, the Division contacted the mother who had
| given birth to the illegitimate child with an offer of whatever case work
gervices were mdicam*h This function of the Division was not synonymous
with the services requested from the court.

| However, as the same case worker for the Division of Child
welfare completed ‘bhe adoptive investigation of the home in which the child
had been placed for the Madison County Court and alao the situation asg it
soncerned the Maternity Hospital Act, a very detailed case record was

available giving specific details moncominz the mothers, the persons active|

4n the independent placement of the child, as well as facts concerning the
mul placement of the child, from ite homs or hospital to the home of the
,potiuoners.‘ It is the existence of these detailed cass records uhi«h
makes this particular thesis feasible in this area at this time

- The scope of this thesis is not to include material of the
ittomit.y Hospital cases as such, or to point up the evils of independent
Placamonia, This thesis 1s to be geared specifically within the boundaries
& set up in the purpose outlined above,

L A complete cepy of the Maternity Hospital Law is included
in lppmdix Be
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This investigation of the independent adoptions petitioned for in
she Nadison County Court was requested of the Division of Child Welfare in
the form of a iequest Letter which was received directly from the Court. A
,@1, of the Hequest Letter is found in the appendix.> Following the in-
yestigation by the Diviaion case worker a summary report was submitted to the
court. The outline which was developed by the Division case worker for the
preparation of this summary is also found in the dppcndix.é

The sample for this thesis was obtained by an examination of these
| Bsquest Letters received from the Nadison County Court by the Division of
| Ohild Welfare during the year 1950, Thoee cases were eliminated in which
| the child sought in adoption was a step-child of one of the petitioners; in
' |which the child sought in the adoption was an illegitimate child of the
sdopting parents' daughter; or in which the child sought in adoption and the
petitioneras were in some manner related by blood or marriage.

_ | This preliminary examination of the Request Letters revealed that
mty~five independent adoptions were investigated by the Division of

Child Welfare during the year 1950. Of these seventy-five independent adop-

| tions, fifty~four were step-children relationships or grandparents adopting
ulogitimte grandchildren; six were relatives adopting children of relativesj
|which left fifteen pure, independent adoptions. These fifteen cases are

the sample for this thesis.

pros—

5 See Appendix C
6 See Appendix D
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In the collection of data for this thesis the adoption a':mmxy

yeport gubmitted to the Court by the Division of Child Welfare and the‘
‘,mﬁgioa case record itself was used.

The material was collected on schedule sheets.? Two schedule

| gheets were prepared for each of the fifteen cases, One schedule related
specifically to the mother and her child; the other to the petitioners.
gach schedule contained material regarding the placing agenty the manner of
contact between the placing agent and the mother and between the placing
~ | agent and the petitioners, or the manner of contact betwsen the mother
and the petitioners, Additional material was collected on fly sheets
attached to the back of each set of schedules. Excerpts from the case
secords or adoption auatmariga for the court used to substaniate definite

3 points of this thesis were noted on the fly sheets.

DEFINITION OF TERUS
For the purpose of this thesis the following terms denote the
meaning as given below. |
. slacement - This term indicates

only those placements which were effected without

the services of a Ghild Placing Agency and in which

there was no relationship, through blood or marriage,
between the child and the adoptive parents.

Adoptive ents ~ This term indicates
those persons m ) ﬁ ve in their home a child whom
they seek to adopt,

7 See Appendix B




Petitioners - This term identifies
thoge persons who have petitioned the court
for the adoption of a childs In this thesis
the adoptive parents will be referred t¢ as
the petitioners. This identification will be
used since the material used in the thesis ini-
tiated with the Madison County Court where the
adoptive parents have the legal st‘.atus of
pstitioners.

Placement agent or sgents - This
term identifies the unqualifi Eﬁ person or
persons arranging or actually e’fecting the

placement of a child in the petitioners home.

Child Placi ency -~ This term for
purpose of this thesis, otes an agenay,
authorized by the law of the state in which it
operated, to plan for and place children in
homes for the purpose of adoption.

Adoption through normal channels ~
In our presung sociely, 51?5 its man protections
for children, adoption through normal channesls
is adoption through a recognized child placing

agency.

Adoption -~ Adoption is a legally and
nocially recogniged means of bringing together
a c¢hild in necd of parents and a couple who wish
to fulfill or complete their desire for a family.
Webster defines adoption as the act of taking to
or receiving as one's own what is not so naturally.a

8§ Webster's Gcllegi&ta Dictiona Third Edition of the
Hﬁ#riam Series, p. 15+ ’




PRESENTATION QOF DATA
The material collected for this thesis was organized and classified

ﬂl‘ pﬁgentation in the narrative as well as the case history form.

The body of this thesis and the greater portion of the thesis is

involved with the detailed presentation of sach of the {ifteen cases with

.,.giﬁ.c excerpts from the case record to substaniate certain points, follow-

‘ .‘ by a discussion of the various factors involved.

' The material is analyeed and presented in three general secticmm

‘. the naterial related itself to the natursl parents' motivation in the

mpun(ient placement of their child, as it related itself to the motivation

& gh. placement agents in such placements, and as it related itself to

ﬁu motivation of the petitioners in the aeceptixig or seeling for a child

{ndependent of an agency. One chapter was devoted to each of these three
ssotions. The material thus presented was analysed in relation to the
Abresfold purpose of this thesis. |

1 In the pressntation of the date only that pertinent to the

evolution of our purpcse is recorded. Direct emtpt.a 'rm the case recoxd

, are used whenever possible.

The fifth chapier of this thesis is a summarization of the facts

| presented which seem to relate spacifically to our threefold purpose and an

\ anplyeis of the similarities and differences involved.




CHAPTER 11
THE NATURAL PARENTS

This chapter will relate the factors which are involved in the
independent placement of a child by his natural parent or parents. The
specific areas examined are the .dentifying facte concerning the pamntu;
age, religion, living arrmgwnta; employment, and the original aaﬁtact
which aided the parent or parents in the placement of their child independ-
ently. A '

Each of the fifteen cases are presented as a separate unit, follow-
ed by an unalysis of the facts which were most significant in the parents!
decision to release their baby for adoption to indupon&mt. untrained persons.

‘In the atudy group, there are fifteen children; fourteen white
children and one Negro child. |

Of the fifteen cases there were only fourteen mothers. One mother
was the mother of two ghildren whio were placed in separate adoptive homes at
separate times, Those two children were half-sister and brother.

Of the atudy group of fourteen mothers, eight were young ummarried
girls who gave birth to illegitimate children., Two were married women who
were geparsted but not legally divorced from their husbands. In both cases
the husband was the legal as well as the natural father of the child placed
independently, Of the fourteen mothers, two were divorced women who had not
remarried, and whose children were legally illegitimate. One mother was

#
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still 1ega;lly married ‘to a husband who was serving in the military‘servicea
overseas, The mother who is the parent of two children in this study group
telongs to a special catagory. At the time of the placement of her first
child she was legally married to the child‘isﬂrather who was serving in the
military services overseas. At the time of the placement of her second child
she was a legally divorced woman and the child btorn to her was illegitimate.

The case material is presented in the above groupings in order to

lend some order and similiarity in presentation.

The Eight Ummarried Mothers

The case of Agnes is representative of the first group which con-
sists of the eight ummarried mothers. Agnes, who was a fifteen year old
school girl of the Protestant Faith, resided with her mother, older brother,

and younger sister, until the very night of her child's delivery, without
knowledge to her family that she was pregnant. .

This case became active with the Divisicn of Chiid Welfare as a
Haternity Hospital Case almosat simultaniously with the rcquost from the
Madison County Court for an adoption investigation. Consequently, the
Division of Child Welfare case record is quite thorough. From the case
record dated 3-1~50 we gather this paragraph.

Matemity Hospital report received
from Hospital indicating that
had given Birth on 2-20-50 to an illegitimate
baby boy. The report was signed by Nurse
Haternity Department and indicated
That the baby was remaining in the hospital

until legal proceedings would be completed for
adoptive placement.sessssensevesonsssnsarsness
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3-2-50 visited Dr. who
was quite defensive but as we discussed
the situation he advised that he had
delivered the baby and one of the other
physicians at the hospital had taken the
case from him as he knew a family who
wanted to adopt and the mother and grand-
mother of this child did not want to take
the child home with thems As we talked,
he advised that Dr. could advise
me of any of the details.

br. advised that he did
not know the girl, that she had come to
the hospital towards the last minutes of
labor and he had aided the birth as an
emsrgency. He advised that after birth,
the girl, her mother, and her brother,
indicated that they did not know what they
would do with the baby since uo one seemed
to kncw that Agnes was pregnant. Dr.
advised that at this point one of the
other physicians asked if he could not have the
case as he had friends who would take the
baby for adoption., Dr. advised that
he washed his hands of the situstion and
refused to give further service to the baby
since he did not want to be tied up in any
illicit placing.

AN

In the same case record, found in the sumary prepared
for the Madison County Court in the matter of the adoption investigation
of Agnes! child we find this excerpt. '

Agnes and her mother stated that
after being approached by Dr. with
the offer of the good, superior home of his
friends for the adoption of Agnes' child,
they gave him permission to take full charge
of the baby... Immediately afier delivery,
Agnes was taken home in an ambulance in
order that the situation would be imown
to the community. Agnes' baby was admitted
to the hospital nursery as an abandoned child.

In anali,ing the above case material on Agnes we might correctly
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reach the decision that the impetus in ihe decision made for this mother to
give her bsby away independent of an agensy seems to be only in the sim-
plicity and the urgency of the plan presented to her. An immediate solution
to the problem wae present and the members of this family took immediate
advantage of it,

Another example of the group of eight ummarried mothers is the
case of Betty, who was twenty years of age at the birth of her illegit~
imite child. Beity completed high school and later worked as a wn.itmas for
two years. She was of the Protestant Faith and lived with her family, in a
small community, unti the time of the birth of her child., In the Divisien
record Betty's specific statement was recorded.

Betty atated that she placed
her child with the petitioners because
she had been approached by the family
physician to whom she had gone in the
eighth month of pregnancy. She had
told the physician that she did not
wish to keep the baby and he offered to
take the ehild after birth and arrange
an adoption. He also offered payment
of all her expenses, medical and confinement.

This mother also seems to have accepted the first plan offered to
her. The payment of her mdical expenses might also have been a deciding
factor in this type of planning for herself eard her expected child.

The case of Carol presents a eimilar picture in the group of eight
unmarried mothers. Carol, a twenty-two year old Catholic, ummarried mother,
lived in a rooming house during her pregnancy, She apparently was eamployed
ag a nurge or nurse's aide in & large hospital in a lasge metropolitan area.

The summary report-pe'epared for the Court contained the following informationd
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Carol was never personally “
interviewed and the material recorded
here is that received from Attorney
and the petitioners who receive the child.

These person: stated that dure
ing Carol's last months of pregnancy
ghe confided in a aurse friend who was
employed at the same hospital. This
nurse friend, who was a close friend
of the petitioners, although the petw-
itioners lived approximately three
hundred miles away, offered to arrange
for the adoptive placement of Carolts
expected child. Since Carol was with-~
out extra funds, the nuree friend also
arranged that the petitioners would
gdssume her confinement expenses.

The case material above seems to indicate that Carol also accepted
the first plan that was offered to her in regard to her expected child.
A8 a young girl, in a large city, with little financial security, an
| auxiliary factor in her deeisian} to place her child independently might
well have been the offer of financial assistance in regard to her cone
finement care.

The case of Delores is also representative of the eight unmarried
mothers who placed their child independently. Delores, a fifteen year old
Negro high school girl of the Protestant Faith, lived with her family during
her entire pregnancy. We may gain some ingight into Delores and her
family's motivation in the statements contained in the summary prepared
for the Court by the Division of Child Welfare.

Delores and her family re-
lated that during the young girl's
latter months of pregnancy a friend
of the family, who was an attorney,

offered to take the child from them
at birth in or der to arrange an adopw

tive placement, Delores adyiged that



she did not want to keep her baby and
felt that this was a good solution.
Delores and her family advised that
until their attorney's friend o fered
to take the baby they did not know
what they would do since they did not
feel Delores wanted or should keep
her child because of her age.

It seems quite obvious that Delores and her family took ad-
yauntage of the first means of solution to their problem.

The case of Evelyn differs considerably from the others in _tha
group of eight unmarried mothers. Evelyn, a twenty~five year old Pro-
testant girl, was an anesthetist !ﬁy profession. She was living away from
home at the time of her pregnancy and consulted an elderly aunt for advice

regarding her expected child., The aunt offered to arrange placement of the
‘ child with friends.

The summary report submitted to the County Court by D.C.W. held

this excerpt. |

. There are conflicting steries
in this situation. However, Evelyn ade
vised she never intended the child to
be placed on an adoptive basis, but
rather only on a temporary foster honme
basis, 8he definitely did help finanw
cially with the child's care during
placement by sending money, clothing,
toys, etc., However, aiter the peti-
tioners had the child in their homs for
#ix months they petitioned the court,
without the consent or knowledge of the
mother, for the adoption of the child,
The attorney filed the adoption petition
on the grounds of desertion and aban~
donment by the mother, .

Although this mother's placemsent did not culminate in adoption,

it was one of the cases requested for study by the Madison County Court.
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The mother leaming of the adoption action petitioned the Circuit Court on
s writ of habeas corpus, After two detailed hearinge before tﬁo Circuit
Court Judge, this mother's child was returmed to her. This situation -
might well point out some of the heartaches that develop for both petw
jtioners and mother in independent placement. We might also speculate that
Evelyn's child underwent a great deal of emotional tosuma through this
peri0d~

Frances, a twenty year old girl of the Protestant Faith, was also
an unmarried ﬁat.hum She was enployed as a departament store clerk and
lived with her family during her pregnancy. In the court summary this
statemsnt helps us to see iFrances' motivation in placing her child in-

" dependently.

Frances advised that she placed
her child with the petitioners as she had
gone to her Minister in her last months of
pregnancy for advice and he offered to take
her child after birth to place with a family
who lived in a neighboring state. 8he
stated she had no qualms in this type of
planning and felt that she was doing the
right thing for the child.

Frances went to what she thought was the best source for advice
in regard to her illegitimate pregnancy. This also was the first plan
offered her in the solution of her problem.

Gloria, also an unmarried mother, received the service of a
gocial worker, but not the protection of an agency in the placement of her

child, Gloria was a nineteen year old girl of the Protestant Faith who was

employed as a waitress, She was separated from her family, living in a

small community away from home,
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In the case record of the Division of Child Welfare was recorded

this gt&t’mnto

0loria stated that she had
been referred by friends to ¥ias
(a case worker with a publie, non=
placing agency). Gloria related that
Miss worked out plans for her
care In & maternity hospital including
full payment of all sxpenses snd offered
to take her child immediately after
birth for sdoptive placement, .

Gloria possibly felt that she had gone to the right source in
planning for her expected child, Although she was aware that the baby was
veing placed with friends of the social worker, no doubt she was not clear as
to whether this really was other than a proper placement plan, QGloria did
have her maternity hospital fees paid by the social worker and it was
later learned that the fees were paid by the sccial workerts brother who
received Glariats baby. Although the situation here is & little umusual
in speaking of independent placements of children, the facts indicate that
this mother acceptsd the first plan offered to her, Payment of her cone
finement expenses was also included in the plan for the placement of her
child,

Hazel is also representative of the group of eight unmarried
thers who placed their children independently. Hazel, an eighteen year
rold girl of the Protestant Faith, was employed ae a waitress prior to and
#‘uﬁng her pregnancy,

Hazel stated that she grew
desperate during her pregnancy and

traveled many miles to escape the rid.
icule of family and friends. Finding
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herself in a strange city she did not
know where to turn for help. She did
not want to kesp her baly and felt
fthings had come her way® when Dr.
the delivering physician, offered to
take her baby for adoptionsssesesssss

No plans had been made prior
to her entry into the hospital. Dr. ’
the physician delivering her child,
told her of the numercus families whom
he koew who could give the child a
good home and also offered payment of
her hospital expenses. Hazel ad-
vised that she had no feelings other
than she was doing the right thing.

The presentation of the immediate solution to Haszel's problem
apparently was the m,ain factor in this mother's decision to place her baby
in this particular manner. The payment of her medical and hospital ex~
penses may have been an awtiliary factor.

Sumsary

In an analysis of the facts concerning the choice of the eight
umarried mothers to place their child for adoption through independent
sources, we see as the first and prominent factor, the simplicity and urgency
of a plan presented to each mother which represented an immediate solution
to her problem. In each case the mother took immediaie advantage of it.

Of our eight unmarried mothers, four sought help for the planning
of their child. The other four were approached regarding plans for their
expected child. Agnes, Detty, and Hazel nre’ openly approached by physicians
who offered to place their expected children for adoption. Delores was
offered a plan by their family friend who was an attorney. ; Carol, who

sought advice from her nurse friendjy Evelyn who consulted her auutj Frances,
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4ho confided in her Ministers and Gloria, who was referred to a social
worker, were also offered a simple, immediate ‘plan a8 a solution to their
problem.

The distinguishing note might be mentioned that none of these
eight mothers "shopped around® for a plan regarding their child. Akin to
the facts mentioned above we have eight ummarried mothers who sought advice
and help from profesesional poraen# with the exception of Evelyn, who oon-
fided in her Aunt. Despite this, no ‘oné madev a referral to a Child Placing
Agency, nor did the mother personally seek the advicé of a Child Placing
Agency. Gloria, who was referred to a aocidl worker, may have felt that
she was receiving aeméaa of an agency in planning for her child,

The living arra;agamnts of our eight unmsrried mothers does not
seem to be a factor in theirdecisions tev place their children independently
rather than through a child placing agency« Five of the mothers were living
in the home of their parents during their pregnancy; three were living away
from home. Of the three girls living away from home there seems to be no
similiarity of factors., Hazel accepted & plan from the piysician delivering
her baby. Carol accspted a plan from her nurse friend in whom she had cone
fided, aloriaa aoccepted a plan from the social worker to whom she had been
referred, Of the three girls living away from home, Carol and Gloria made
efforts to aui help with their problemj Hasel did not seek a plan, but
was approached‘ with a plan at the time of the child's birth.

All of the eight unmarried mothers, with the exception of the
two érmmg fifteen year old girls, were employed. This fé.etar might be sig-

nificant in the mothers' decision to relinquish their babies for adoption,
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put would seem to have no bearing in their decision to relinquish t‘hair
children to independent, untrained sources.

| Age does not seem to be a factor in the mothers! decision to place
their child independently. Of the group of eight unmarried mothers, two were
fifteen years of age, four were under twenty-one years of age, ene was
twenty-two years of age, and one was twenty-five years of ége. The families |
of the two fifteen year old school girls felt age was one of the factors in-
volved in the adoption placement, However, this does not seem to be a
factor in the independent placement. |

Although on the whole the marital status of the eight unamarried

nothers was definitely significant in their decision to relinquish their
chiidmn for adoétion, this marital status could alsc be indirectly a factor
in their decision to relinquish their children to independent sources
because ‘of;‘ the desperate urgency of a plan for a baby born to them in the

unmarried state,

The Two Mothers Separated, But Not Divorced

The case of Mrs., E., is one of the two cases representative of the
group of two mothers who were geparated from their husbands, but ﬁot legally
divorced.

¥r. and ¥rs. E. were a cou.pla twenty years of age who separated
uhcx'b}.y after the birth of their ﬂ.rat child. The child was given to the
maternal grundparents, who after several months of rearing im child alone
with no interest by either parent, gave the 6hild to friende who had grown

to love the childs
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The following material had teen recorded in the summary feport
Pmpamd for the Court bty the Division of Child Welfare caseworker,

The situation is somewhat mixed.
According to the petitioners the child's
parentsa did not wish to make any type of
home for her at birth and aceordingly
the child's grandmother cared for her
immediately after birth. MNrs. ad-
vised that she was a widow at thal time
and was living with the child's grand-
maother as a boarder. While in the home
she assumed much of the financial as
well as the day~by-day care of the child,
She was married to Mr, in December,
and she and her new husband, by agree~
ment with the child's grandmother and
parents, took the baby to their new
home. Mary remeined with them from
December to March, from the time she
was nine months until she wus thirteen
months, at which point the child's
grandmother took her back. According to
the petitioners, the parents of the child
have never been concernsd about her care
and in the same month, March 1949,
the grandmother voluntarily brought
the child back Lo their home where
ghe has remained until the present tinme.

In the Division Case record this comment was found.

At the adoption hearing M¥r. and
rs, E., who are 2till separated but
not divorced, advised the Judge that they
had at no point been able to offer Mary
& home. They had no objection to Hary's
adoption by the petitioners.

Although M¥rs. E.,'s mother was really the person responsible for

independent adoptive placement of the E.'s child, Mr. and ¥re. BE. indirwtr
participated by their rejection and complete lack of interest in the childd
Indirectly at least, Mr. and ¥rs. E. as well as the grandmother accepted t.

first acceptable plans offered to them for the permanent care of this child,
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Mr. and ¥rs. B., a couple in their early thirties are also ‘m-«-
pr,gent.atim of the group who were separated, but not divorced. Mr. and Mrs.
B. also had a three year old child., At the time of the birth of their second
child Hr. and Mrs. B. separated; the older child was placed with the

patomal gmnd;;mnta and the new born child was placed with the maternal

grmdparanta.

Four years later, the niddle-sged couple who had lived in the
gaternal grandparent's home and had given care to Mr. and lirs. B.'s child
ghile there, planned to move to & neighboring city and asked the grandmother
4f the child could go with them. Mr, and ¥rs. B. were contacted, showed no
objection, and allowed their child, who was now four years of age, to go
with them.

The court sumnary report prepared by the Division reads.

The pe’titiomra advised that
Jane's parents were never interested in
her., They separated at the time of her

birth and allowed the maternal grand-
parents to assume her full caressevesss

The petitioners stated they
had helped in Jane's care since they
lived in the same house with the grand-
parentBceesesacssnes

They received Jane into their
home, with the parents' consent, directly
from the grandmother, the early part of
June 1950,

Sumnary
In examining the two cases outlined above many similiarities are
Present, Both sets of parents were separated at the point of birth, both

[S——
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gsed resources of relatives for the care of their new-born child. Neither
set of parents could give definite reasons why they had failed to make plans
for their children. In regard to the grandmothers who actually were the
persons r@apena:}ble for the adoptive placements, the personal elemsnt of
griendship seemed to be present, since in both placementa there was a very
close relationship between the grandmother and the person who took the
children for adoption purposes. Helieving themselves of the responsitility
forced upon them is also an evident factor with these grandmothers' pushing
gor an easy solution for the permanent cars of their grandchildren.

In each case the marital status ie indirectly related to the
¢hilds' adoption, but not ‘meesaarily related to the independent adept‘ion of
the child.

In each of these situations a plan for the children evolved itself
fron a previous plan for the children, and no urgent, conscientious planning
on an emergency basis was present. The first acceptable plan offered was
utilized.

One Married Mother With Husband In Military Services Overseas

0f our fourteen mothers, the husband of one was serving in the
military services overseas. The ¢hild born to this mother, although legally
that of her husband, was actually an illegitimate child.

Mre. Andrew, a twenty-six year old mother living in s semi-rural
tompunity, became illegitimately pregnant while her husband was overseas.
She received no pre-natal care and while in labor a physician from a neigh-
oring town was called to the home, at the moment of birth, an elderly
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peighbor woman, acting as mid-wife, heard the mothui"a statement to tHe
doctor that she did not want her child as her husband was not the father.
ghis mid-wife, & fow minutes later, asked the mother if she could have the
paby to give to her son who had wanted a baby for many years. The mother

gave her new~born son, with the doctor's knowledge, to the neighbor who in

gurn took the child to her home, a few doors away, in order to “save" him
for her son and daughter-in-law who lived in another state.
The Division case record stateB...

When Mrs. A. was inter-
viewed relative to her decision about
her baby she was quite cousplacent
stating she did not want her baby,
wap desperate at the time of birth
as to what she would do with him
and felt it a "piece of luck" that
the neighbor knew what to do with "it",

: ¥rs. A, made the statement
that she had made no efforts to contact
an agency, although she knew they
existed in the neighboring community,
because she thought it would be too
costly to plan for the adoptive
placement of the baby in this manner.
She also commented that she feared
contact with her husband who did
not know of her pregnancye.s.

The petitioners paid her medical bill.

Sumary

In analising the above material we might correctly reach the de-
clsion that the impetus of this motherts choice to give her baby away seemed
to be only in the simplicity and urgency of the plan presented to her. Ain
imediate solution to her problem was presented to her and she took immediate
Mvantage of it.

[ S——
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ne Two Divorced iothers -
m——————

0f the study group of fourteen mothers, two were divorced women
who had not remarried and whose children wers legally illegitimate,

Mrs. Doddy, a thirty year old mother of two children ages four and
gix years, gave birth to an illegitimate baby girl two years after legai
divorce from her husband. She sought prenatal care from the physician who
wag giving pediatric care to her other children. 7The Diviaion record con-
gains the following comment,

Mrs. D. advised that she had
given little thought to releasing the
baby for adoption until her physician
proposed the idea since she was div-
orced. He offered her expected baby
the security of the home of a good,
well-established couple in the community.
¥rs. D, stated that the offer of pay~
ment of her medical expenses also
helped in her decision since her only
means of support for herself and the
children was the support money from
her ex~husband who was not the father
of this child, She had not made her
pregnaney known to the natural father.

¥re. D, was not looking specifically for a plan for her expected
child when she sought medicsl care from her physician., A plan was offered
her which she felt offered security to her baby and further security to
herself and her other two children.

Although thie mother stated that the payment of her medical ex-
penses was an added factor in her choice toc place her baby independently,
her statement might be guestionsed. Prior to the proposal of placement by
her physician she had wondered how she would manage finaneially. However,

8he had planned definitely to keep her baby.

——




F_

25

Hrs. P,, another nother who was divorced at the time of the birth
of her child, waz a twenty-six year old night club perfommer, of the Pro-
testant Faith. She had been divoroed from her husband for many years when
she became illegitimately pregunant.

The friends irs. P. approached regarding possible plans for her
axpected baby, agreed to take her child at birth. She advised she definitely
did not want her expected child and after receiving the promise of her
friends to take her child she engaged the services of an attorney to work out
legal catters concerdng adoptivn of the baby by tm@ friende.

‘r!fm'awmry prepared for the Madison ﬁ&nﬁy Court in the natbter of
the adoption of the child of Urs. #» cuntained only one brief commnt conw
corning this motherts motivation in releasing her child to independent
sources,

¥hen Mrs, P. wag interviewed
sho stated that ahe had no plan to offer
her son and was happy that the petitionsrs
had taken her child and were willing to
adopt him,. '
This mother sought help in the solution of her problem, and ap=-
parently took the first plan offered her. Xrs. P.% type of amployment could

well have been & factor in her choice to place her child immedistely.

The Hother of Two Children

1n the study group of fourteen mothers, oue mother gave birth to
two children who underwen® independent adoptive placessuts at separale times,

¥rs. ¥, gave birth to the first child she pl&caﬁ independently
while her husbend was serving in the military seprvices overseus, irs. ¥, was
eizhteen years of age at the time and had already given birth to two other
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children whom she had placed independently in boarding homes. Although iirs,
F,'s husband was legal father and had arranged for an allotment for this
third child, there was scwe question of paternity.

After thais child's birth Mrs., F, arrangsd for a foster home plice~
pent for him with friends. Although she agresd to pay for his care from the
allotments received from her husband, she failed to do so. After some tiue
the friends selected by the nother were unable to care for the child without
funds and in turn gave the child to a childless couple who knew the child
well. This was with the coasent and knowledge of the mother and again she
was to assume his care financially but failed to do so. The second family
kept Mrs. F.'s child for two years, and only at the point that they learned
that she had released for adoption her othat two children plus a fourth
child who had been born to her illegitimately, did they demand that she sign
consent forms for the adoption of this child o them,

' The case record of the Division of Child ¥Welfare gives some insight
into this mothert's motivation.

Mrs. . could give no definite
reason why she had originally placed this
child as well as her other children.

Bhe did state that she had never wanted
her third child, but had not actually
thought of placing him for adoption
because she was receiving allotment checks
for his care and her husband was legal
father., B5he advised that she signed
relinquishing paners at the request of
the petitioners who had her ciuld, o
avoid court action on the grounds of
abandonment and non-support. In this
area she expressed real fear since she
had received allotment checks from her

husband for this child as well as her
oldar children, but had failad to aupu
jle in theirx » hoy
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drs, F,'s fourth child and the second child she placed inde-
pendently was born illegitimately to her after she was legally divorced
from her husband. She was twenty-two years of age at this time. During
her pregnancy she sought the services of the attorney who had participated
in her other children's independent adoptions. This attomey offered to
take her child at birth and arrange an adoption with his friends. Nr. P.
jncluded in the terms of this arrangement, full payment of her medical
expenses, confinement expenses, se well as maintenance expenses during
her last four months of pregnancy. This mother signed, before the
attorney and the family who was to receive her ahilé, an sgreement to the
effact that she would receive monthly one hundred dollars for:hnr care |
"and at the point of birth of her child the petitioners would have full
claim to him.
An excerpt from the Diveion record gives this information.
Mrs. F. showed no warmth or
interest in her baby. 8he was quite
hostile, wondering why her activities
were questioned. OShe produced the
agreement signed before Attornay
and the petitioners which is attached
to this recordeeess
It ia difficult to analize the factors which were most prominent
in this mother's decision to release her éﬁildran for adoption, least of all
adoption through independent sources. One might question her real concemn
and interest in her children and wonder whether the interplay of money
pﬂymepta and financial gain for herself were not the most significant in
Placement plans for all of her children, However, in the placsment of

both children she accepte
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In a Lrief analysis of the fifteen cases in relation to the facts
which seem significant in the Hothers' choice to place their babies through
sndependent sources, the firsi and prominent factor is that all of the
mothers in the fiftecn cases accepted the first plan offered to them, in
each of the fifteen cases this plan represented an immediate solution to
their proble:. '

In three of the fifteen cases, the liothers also accepted a second
plan offered at the time of the failure of the first plan.

In eleven of the fifteen cuases the Hothers accepted plans which
not only répraaentad a raatxand imrediate plan for their baby, but which
also included payment of their medical or hoepitsl expenses.

In one case the Hother included in her plan the payment of her
medical and hospital expenses plus maintenance funds to sustain her in
her last months of pregnancy.

Altnough all of the mothers in the fifteen cases accepted the
first acceplable plan offered to them, the manner in which the plan waa
offered varied. In six of the cases the mothers sought advice with their
specific problem. The persons contacted offered plncamani of their child.
Of these, one mother had specifically in mind the finding of a home for her
child by the person econtacted, One rother asked friends to take her child.

In five of the cases the mothers did not seek specific help with
‘their problem, but were offered a plan while securing medical attention.

In thres of these five cases the mothers were first offered a plan for their

baby at the very moment of the birth of their child.
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In one case the mother and her family were offered a plan by a
friend who knew of the girl's pregnancy.

In three of the total fifteen cases, plans were offered by
relatives or friends with later adoptive replacements, The parents in all
thme of these cases wers separated at the time of the placement of their
children.

In this regard the facts presented in this chapler seem to support
the fact thatithe most important reason mothers placed their children
inda;zendez_xtly rather than with the protection of an ageney is because in
their desperation they utilized the first acceptable plan offered to thesm,

Help with medical expensss is usually an wxiliaw TEABON.




CHAPTER III
© THE PLACEMENT AGENTS

This ghapter will mcbrd the factes which were significant in
determining the answer to the second part of our problem--#hy do place-
ment agents participate in the independent placement of children.

In the study gm‘p.af fifteen children; four placements were
arranged and completed by menbers of the medical profession. Two placements
were arranged and corpleted by members of the legal profession. Three
placements were originally arranged by the mothers, but received the active
support and cooperation of attorneys whose services the mothers had
requested. Of the remaining six placementsj one was arranged and completed
by the minister to whom the wother had gone for help and advice regarding
her illegitimate pregnancy. A4nother placement was arranged and completed
by a social worker, independent of an agency, to whom the mother had been
referred. B5till another placement was cowpleted by an Aunt to whom the
mother had gone for ac%viea regarding her pregnancy. Three placements were
completed by the parents with the help of relatives and friends.

In order to lend some similarity in preseatation, five groupings
are used. The four placements which were arranged andcompleted by
physicians constitute the first group. The second group is composed of the
two pl{acemema arranged and completed by attorneys. The third group consists
of the three placemsnts airanged by the mothers, but completed with the
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active support and cocperation of attorneys. Group four is inclusive of the
placement completed by the minister; the one complated by the social worker;
and the one completed by the Aunt. These three placemenis are considered as
a unit since in all three the placement agent/wam originally consulted
by the mother for specific help and advice regarding their problem of
illepitimate prwgnanuy; These gituationa differ slightly from the situationa
which ended in placement by physicians or attorneys as in eash the mother
gought medical or legal help, and not specific help with her problem. .Tha
case of the placement of Carol's baby is a slight exception since Carol did
go to her nurse friend for specific advice regarding her pregnancy, However,
this placement had the active support of an attorney and thus is included
in group three.

The fifth group includes those placemente which were arranged énd
completed by the mothers with the help or support of non-professional persons

such as rslatives or friends.

Group I

" The cases of Agnes and Mrs. D, are examples of independent place~
ments by physicians. Both mothers! babies were placed by the same
physician, & prominent pediatrician in a large urban area. This physician
was a board member of the two child placing agencies located in ths
community in which he practiced aud lived. He was known to have arranged
and actually placed many babies in the ccmmunity. |
We quote from Agnes' case record from the section concerning an

{

interview with this physician.
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Drs D. advised he had many
personal and professional friends who
would pay well to have a nice baby for
adoptionsssessess Ure Do complained
of "red tape" connected with agency
placements when asked about referral
to agencies and his particular office
as board member.... He advised
that arranging and making placements
himself was the only way he could
guarantee that his friends would get
the baby he wanted them to get.

In regard to the placement of the baby of Hrs. D. by the same
physician this excerpt was found in Mrs. IL's record.

Dr, D, stated "his familiea" would
be glad to pay all medical expenses for
any mother who could give them a good child
and would be happy to pay for the extra
efforts any person would have to put forth
to get them such a c¢child.

The cases of Betiy and Hasel are also representative of placements
by physicians. Quoting from Betty's record - -

Batty stated that she placed
her child independently because she
had been approached by the family
physician to whom she had gone in the
eighth month of preagnanCyessessnss
He also offered payument of all her
medical and confinement expenses.

In the Division case record on Betty the following excerpt had
been recorded.

I interviewed Dr. W, in
his office relative to his activities
coneerning Betty's baby's placement
‘directly from Hospital to the pet-
itioners, Mr. and Hra. Bakersesswsess
sssss He had no qualms that the b&b}’
wag only two days old at the time of
the placement, stating he lmew both
Betty and the father all their lives,
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ssssses He asked whether agencies
know a8 much about babies whom they
pPlaceeeves D¢ W. advised that Mr.
and Mrs. Baker had been on his list
for a long time.

In another section of the record this coument was located.

Hr, and Krs. Baker commented that
adopting a baby through Dr. W. had been
very costly, but they were tired of ®*fool~
ing arcund™ with agencies...«.. The pet-
itioners acknewledged they had paid both
their physician and their attorney for their
extra services as well as full medical ex~
penses for the mother of their child,

The case record on Hazel is very similar. Hazel at the very time
of the delivery of her child was offered a plan by the attending physician
who alse arranged to have her medical expenses paid. The case record
rung as follows = = -

Dr. B, was interviewed on the
hospital floor. He advised that he had
not known Hazel before delivering her
¢hild but felt he could help her by
suggesting the placement of her child
with his frierids who had wanted a child
for a long time. He felt that he had
done the right tning. Hazel did not
want her baby and also needed help with
har medical caress..s»s+ Shen asked
about referral to an agency Dr. B.
stated that he had worked cooperatively
in the past with and other
agencies, but the process was too
8LOWsssnsese "He never kmew when or
whether they were going te do anything®.

In another section of the record concerning the/

the family who received Hazel's child the following stat
{

which' may indicate further motivation on the part of Dr. B.

dependent placement of this child.




The petitioners stated it had
been expensive to adopt their baby be- .
cause they paid Dre. B. for his services
as well as full medical expenses for
the mothe e

Sumsary

In evaluating the facts concerning the motivation of the f{our
physicians who were the placement agents in the four cases discussed above,
two prominent factors underline a 11 four of the casesjy the financial gain
for the placement agent and the psrasenal element of friendship between the
petitioners and the placement agent.

It would not be fair to gay that the more prominent factor in the
participation of the four physicians in independent placemenis was geared
principally to the financial gein for themselves in such activity. However,
with the involvement of the extra efforts and risks for the physician in
such activities, plus the fact that extra funds were received above the
fees for their ordinary duties, this fact does stand out as being very
gignificant in the four placements arranged by physicians.

The personal element is indicative of saﬁa notivation of i~
dependent placements Ly the four physicians. All four of the physicians
placed "their Labies" with personal or profeseional friends. In the cases
of Betly and Agnes! babies, the petitioners specifically requested the |

placement agents to locate babies for them, However, in both of these
cases the petitioners were also friends of the physicians, The other two
cases involving independent placemsnts by physicians, the cases of Hazel and
¥rze. Doy included the “offer® of the baby to the petitioners whom the
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physicians personally knew wanted a child for adoption,

Akin to the personal element mentioned above may be the element
of service - -~ - giving service to a family who gre.tly wanted something the
physieian had in his power to give. This type of thinking may denote the
specific motivation in the cuse of Hazel and Mrs. D.'s babies. In both
cases the physicians approsched the mothers for their babies for the purpose
of adopbtion and inturn placed them with friends who had wanted a child, but
not specifically approsched the physicians to find them one.

The physicians may have been motivated by the desire to help the
mothers who had come to them speeificaily for medical help, but who also had
a much graver problem which the physician felt he was squipped to solve for
them. This would not be geared to personal element since in the case of
Hazel and Agnes the mothers were complete strangers. Betty and ¥Mrs. D.,
although they were also appmaaned by the phyﬁieisma for plans for their
babies, were well known to the physicians.

In reviewing the above comment it must be resmsmbered that the
physician could not have offered the mothers a solution to their problem
by offering to place for adoption their illegitimatle children unless in
turn they had in mind persons who would take the child from them,

In the case of Hasel's baby, which was delivered by Dr. B., we
might recall the record in which Dn B. stated he offered placement of
Hazel's baby because Hazel did not wish to keep it and he had friends who
would‘ take the baby for adoption.

| In Drs B.'s statement alone we see a physician giving service to a

desperate mother as well as a childless couple which might well indicate
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the dusl service-personal motivation of physicians in participating ‘in the
mdependeni placenent of a child for adoption. However, he toc received
extra funds for his placement service. |

Another element which seems to have some significance in the four
independent placemenis completed by physicians involves the policies and
proceedures of child placing agencies. Both Dr. . and Dr. B. spoke of
sgencies slowness, "red tape", and indecisiveness in regard to plans for
umarried mothers and placement of children. Although there are no part-
iculars available to either substaniabe or refute these ;yhyaiuianab* comments,
these are the often misunderstood feelings which are prevelent among both

professional and lay groups aonsemi_ng adoption through agencies,

Group II

Of the study group of fifteen children the placement of two
children was arranged and completed by an attorney.

In the case of Delores, the fifteen year old Negro school girl
whose family was offered an independent adoptive plan by their attorney
friend, we quote from the summary prepared for the Madison County Court
by the Division of Child Welfare worker.

sssss Dalorest mother advised
that their attorney friend knew a family
who would take Delores! baby to adoptiese
She would not give his identity, but adw
vised he asked very liitle for his services.

The cage of the second child of Mrs. F. alsoc involves the ar-
rangement and placement of the child by an attorney. Nra. F. went to the

attorney who had aided her in the independent adoption of three of her
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other children., In the detailed Division case record the following facts

were present.

¥hen interviewed, Mrs. F.
stated that her attorney, Mr. B, had
a list of families interested in adopt-
ing a baby. iirs B, offered full payament
of her medical expenses as well as
maintenance expenses duriag her
lagt four months of pPrecnanCyesesss
¥rs. ¥, advised that she & gned, be-
fare the attorney and the family who
received her child, an agreement to
the effect that she would receive
monthly ons hundred dollars for her
care and at the point of the birth
of her ehild the pstitioners would
have full claim to him.

In another section of the Division case record on Yrs, F.

Wheo interviewed by the worle:x
regarding his activities in independent
placements, kr, B. advised that he was
well equipped as an aitorney to arrvange
adoptions which were essentially a legal
matier..eevees» He further stated that his
clients are able to pagy well for his ser-
vices and that in all probability he knows
his clients better as persons than an
agency would.

Sunmmayy
In an analysis of the two cases which involve inﬁepenﬂént place~

ments arranged and completed by attorneys, the personal element seems
significant in both cases.

The attorney friend of Delores' family would not have been able
to offer a plan for Delores' baby except for his personal relationship
withithia family. He also gave personal service to the family which took

Delores' baby. although the attornsy received a small payment from
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pelores' family for his services to them, we would hesitates before Including
ghis fact as the mostimportant one in this attorney's motivation to place
pelores! child independently.

The fact that Delores' family as well as the attorney were members
of the Negro race may be significant in the independent placement of
pelorest! child for adoption. 8ince the attommey was never interviewed
personally no facts are available as to whether he knew how {o secure the
gervices of a professional agency in planning for the girl's baby. -

In exploring the independent placemant of irs. F.'s child by the
attorney, the personal element of relationships between the atterney and
the petitioners who received the child as well as considersble financial
gain for the attorney are present. The attorney also mentioned the fact
that adoptions were essentially a legal matter.

¥ith a comparison of the comments made by this ‘mthar aa well as
those made by the placing agent the facts seem Lo indicate that this part-
icular placing agent was not a4 noviee in the independent placement of
children. immediately this fact brings up the reason for his active part-

icipation which again might indicate considerable financial gain for himself.

Group III
0f the study group of fifteen children, three were placed by
their rother with the full aid and participation of an attormey whose
services the mothers had requested.
: The case of lirs. P.'s baby is indicative of this group. Nrs. P.

was the twenty-six year old divorced night club performer who becane
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jllegitimately pregnant. Friends rhcm she approached requesting pl‘aris for
ner expectad baby, agreed to take the baby at birth. Mrs., P. secured the
services of ¥r. He to work ocut legal matiers concerning the adoption of
the baby by these friends.

¥re. P, was interviewed on 8-8-50
at which time she stated Mr. H. was most
helpful in completing legal matters for
the adoption of Stephen.... She stated
that both she and the petitioners paid
him for his 8erviceB.sssvess

When Mr, H. wao intervimd by
D.CJW. worker he was quite haughty, in-
dicating he was justified in his activities
by having given a fatherless child
4 homeessesss« Before the interview became
too specific he spoke of the many other
adoptions he had arranged for "just a
gmall feePi.vsenes

He talked of his enjoyment when
the adoptive parents would bring their
baby to his home many nonths later 8o he
might 8ee him...ss. He mentioned how in
his forty years of law many mothers have
come to him desperate for help with their
plans.., kany times these mothers wanted
ouly lezal help in getbing support from
the father of their child, but he usually
talked them into adoption and could help
them out with payment of their medical
payasents besides. In some cases “my
adoptive families™ were able to repay
"my mothers” for their troubleS..seics
Mr. H, stated that the adopting couples
on "my list® are always able to pay
him well for his trouble.

The case of Carol's baby is alsc one which fits into the catagory
of placement by a mother with the active help and cooperation of an
{
attorney.s The petitioners, who had been approached Ly Carol's nurse friend

to accept for adoption Carol's expected child, secured the services of an
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attorney to work out legal matters,

The summary prepared by the Division of Child Welfare for the
yadison County Court in the matter of the adoption of Carol's child gives
the following information.

The petitioners, Mr, and Nrs.
Campbell, are not too specific as to the
cooplete arrangements concerning the place-
ment of thisg child in their homes..«s
They advised that they learned of the
child's mother's pregnancy through a
close friend and arrangements for place-
ment were aided with the services of
their attorney of sse Mr. and
ldra, Campbell advised thal at the point
their atbtormey had talked with Carol
and drawn “consents for adoption" they
drove to with their sttorney where
the mother signed in their presence and
before Clerk of the County Court
of »

R ——————

After these arrangements were
completed the mother, with the petitioners,
and their attorney drove to the infant
home where the mother arranged for the
discharge of the child from the home and
gave her to the petitioners who were
warting in the car ocutside.

The petitioners advised they
paid their attorney well over the usual
fee for adoption in order to cover his
expenses and time involved in obtaining
the mother's consent. They also paid
Carol's full sedical expenses,

The placement of Mrs. A.'s baby was also greatly aided by the
services of an attorney. Jirs. A.'s child was Lorn to her illegitimately
while her husband was serving in the milidery services overseas, This
mothe:" did not wish to keep her child and the elderly woman who aided in

the birth took the child from the mother's home to her home, & few doors
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away, where she immediately arranged legal procedurss tc have the biby
placed with her son and daughter-in-law in a neighboring state., Legal
matters were coupleted by this attorney who filed a petition in the County
Court while the baby was still in the future adoplive grandmother's home,
and the future adoptive parents were still in another gtate. In the
Divieion case record this comwent is found.
Attorney D, advised that Judge
, had given him permission to come
?feie this adoption with the condition
that he secure an investigation of the
home in which the child was to be placed,
He advised he had questions
about placing & child across state lines,
80 he talked with Judge and States
Attorney who had advised him the
petitioners could petition this court
with the provision that a report of
the petitioners! home be available to the
court before the day of the adoption
hearing.

Summary

An analysis of the facts in the three independent placements
arranged by the mothers with the full aid and participation of an attorney
whose services were requested, shows the presence of the elements of per-
sonal service andfisancial gain.

As tha‘matarial relates to the mothers as the original placement
agént the personal element of friendship is present in the nurse-~friend-
mother placement of Carol's baby as well as in the placement of Mrs. P.'s
babyy The Iriendship element is less pronounced in the case of the pluce-

ment of Mrs., A.'s child, except when we consider that the mother and the
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mid-wife were loint placement agents originally in which case the pérsonal
element is most prominent as the child was placed with the mid-wife's son
and daughter-in-law.

In mentioning the motivation of the participating agents in each
of the three cases there :eem to be no significant factors other than the
giving of legal service requested and corresponding personal financial gain
for the attorneys. BRach of the three attorneys wers compensated well above
the fees which they would have received for regular service to adoptive
couples, This fact is significant when we consider the peraenalyand Pro-
fessional person. Attorney D. who aided iﬁ the placement of Mrs. A.'s child
had the sanction of the Judge and States Attornsy of the local court.

Group IV
Group four aecardi#é to the division of the fifteen placements by

placement agents, includes the pia@amant completed by the minister to whom
Frances had gone for advice couscerning her illegiltimate pregnancy. Frances
was offered an immediate plaﬂ‘by her pastor who was to place her child
after birth with his friends who lived in & neighboring state. This
minister was navér personally interviewed so we ¢an only speculate as to his
motives in arranging this independent placement., The facts available might
indicate the personal element of supplying a child for his friends along with
his pastoral duties of solving a grave problem for cne of his young
parishoners.

5 The placement of Gloria's child by the social worker to whom she

had been referred is another example of this group of placement agents.
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The social worker, independent of her agency, which was not a childe placing
agent, offered plans to Gloria and full payment of her medical expenses,
From the case record it was learned that although Gloria may have felt

she was arranging placement through an agency, her baby, immediately upon
discharge from the naternity hospital at the age of eight days, was placed
in the home of the social worker's brother and his wife who had no children
of their own., The following paragraph was taken from the Division of

Child Welfare record.

#iss B. was interviewed on 6-10-50
relstive to the plans which were wmade by
ner for Gloria's baby. She was quite apol-~
ogetic stating she had planned to refer
the matter to the local court for relin-
quishnent of this baby for adoptive place-
ment. However, the child was born socner
than expected which necessitated an inm-
mediate placement since the child could not
remain in the maternity home. She advised
she had placed the child with her brother
as a temporary plan while she worked out
a proper referral to the local court. Her
brother and his wife became attached to
the ¢hild and wished tc keep her on an
adoptive basis. Kiss B. stated that she
allowed the baby to remain in the home
without the benefit of any legal pro-
ceedings. After six months had elapsed
she instructed her brother and his wife
to petition the local court for adoption
on the grounds of abandonment and none
support.

The case of the independent plscement of Evelyn's child is also
inéicativa of Group IV. Evelyn had gone to her elderly Aunt for advice
concerning her illegitimate pregnancy. This aunt arranged an adoptive
placément, although accordiig to the mother's statemsnts she felt the

placement was of a temporary boarding nature rather than permanent. From




the Division of Child Welfare record these comments are quoted.

¥rs, T., Evelyn's Aunt, stated
that Evelyn did not want her c¢hild and she
arranged placement of the child with a
childless couple who were close friends of
hers and whom she knew could give the child
a gOM hot@essreasns

Some of Mrs., T.'s comments lead
one to believe that she was taking the
matter into her own hands sc that the
presence of Evelyn's baby within the
family group would not cause scandal and
idle goasip.

Summary

In a breakdown of the three placements in group four, prevelant
throughout euch of them iz the element of service to the mother plus the
personal relationship with the petitioners with whom the tﬁree placement
agents placed "their babies®,

The minister, the aunt, and the social worker felt they had
given the ummarried mother, who had come to them with their problem the
only solution in the accepting of their child for adoptive placement.
However, when we evaluate the fact that all three placement agents would
have had the knowledge and opportunity for a referral to an agency, the
personal element of‘giving their’friends & child for adoption comes more

provinent of the two motivatione in the placement of these children.

Sroup V

The fifth group includes those placements which were arranged
!

and cbmpletad by the mothers with the help or support of non-professional

persons such as relatives or friends.
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The case of the baby of Mr. and Hrs. E. was indicative of this
group. We need not go into detail again as to the motivation of either the
parents or the child's grandmother since the material was presented in
Chapter II at which time we dwelt with the parents! motivation in the
independent placement of their echild.

The placements of the babies of Mr. and Mrs. B, and Mrs. F. were
also indicative of group five in the division of the fifteen cases according
to placement agents. Both cases were presented in detail in Chapter II
where we attempted to determine motivation in the indepe dent placement of
children by their mothere or natrual parents. Mr. and Mrs. B. separated
at the birth of their second child, placing the older child with the
paternal gr@ndparents and the new btorn with the maternal grandparents.
Four years later the widdle aged couple who had lived in the maternal
grandparent's home and had given care to lir. and irs. B.'s child while
there, moved to a neighboring city at which time they requested of the
grandmother and the parents, pemission to take the child with them.
Excerpts from this case record might give a glimpse of the grandmotherts
feeling in this situation.

¥rs. Phillips, the child's
maternal grandmother, advised that the
Smiths had loved and cared for Jane for
four years and had given her more than
either she or her parents could ever
give. Although they were a middle aged
couple who had already reared their
own four sons, the grandmother felt

they had a right to give Jane a home
! 1f they wished to do so.
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In the case of the placement of Mrs. F.'s baby, the familé"whe

eventnally adopted him gave this information regarding the intermediary
placement agent who was & friend of Mrs. F. and with whom ¥rs. F. had
originally placed her new born son. The material is to be found in the
Division case record on the ehild.

When M¥rs. Jones was interviewed

she commented several times that she
and her husband had never specifically
thought of adoption nor inquired into
it. Mrs. Jones indicated that while her hus-
band was in the military service overseas
she had a4 one room apartment in an
inexpensive apartment building in
a mediocre section of in order that
sne could save as much as possible for
the building of a new home when her
husband returned from service., She
worked shift work in one of the defense
plants in the coammunity and occcasionally
in emergencies she was called upon to
give baby sitting care to this child
whom Xrs. F, had placed with a friend.
¥rs. Jones sbated that after the return
of her husband from service they built
a home and frequently visited this friend
who was still caring for Mrs. F.'s child.
At the point that the friend was not able
to continue with the child's care she
and her husband took him upon the in-
gistance of both their friend and the
child*s mother. Hrs. Jones commented
that there was no particular reason for
their taking the child into their home
since they were not particularly inter-
ested in a child, but she did know him and
felt, like her friend, that this was
the least she c¢ould do since she was
now uneamployed and had a beautiful
large home with spacious yard space.
James was about fifteen months of

z age at this time and the mother was
to pay board to the Jones' from the
allowance she was receiving from
James' father.
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Hrs, Jones' comments lead
this worker to believe that the
friend with whom Mrs. ¥, had first
placed James was actually trying to
arrange a secure plan for the child
in forcefully requesting her friends,
the Joneses, to take James whom she
no longer could care for adequately.

Summary
In an analysis of the three placements included in group five

which involved placemenis completed essentially by the mothers with the aid
of relatives and friends, the personal element of relationships letween

the petitioners who received the child and the mother or other active
placement agent is consigtantly present. Akin to this fact is the mo-
tivation, on the part of the partieipating placing agent, to help in
securing & secures, stable home for the child. In all three of the cases
tha‘participatina placement agent had originally cared for the child him-
self which may indicate the element of "pushing onto someons else" the

responsibility enforced originally on them,

Sumnary
In an evaluation of the fifteen cases as they relate to the
motivation of the placement agents in independent adoption, the following
facts were significantly apparent.
| In nine cases the placement agents received financial funds
above their ordinary fees., 85ix of these received their funds from the
petitioners, one from both the petitioners and the mother of the child,

and one from the family of the child's mother.
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The placement agenis in all of these nine cases were mamb&ra of
either the medical or legal profession. Four were physicians and five

were abttorneys.

The essence of these findings may be elarified by a simple table,

TABLE I

Tabulation of Placement Agents By Payments Recelved
or Not Heceived For Their Service Of Arranging
An Independent Adoptive Placement

Placement Agents Payment Received No Payment
Received

Four Physicians
Five Attorneys
{ne dinister

One Social Worker

One Aunt

o O © © w &
(I T o T - S 1

Three Friends
or relatives

15 Total 9 é

An intereating note may be ﬁade that the group of non-professional
placemsnt agents received no sxtra funds for their placement services.

As aecoﬁdary'faetara in the nine cases which involved payment of
extrd funds for the service of independent placement given either by the

petitioners or the child's mother, two cases indicated a close friendship
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Letween the placement agent and the ﬁetitioners. In two cases the élacamant
agents indicated lack of confidence in agencies. In one case the placement
agents felt equipped to handle and arrange adoptions as they were essentially
a legal wmatter. One placement agent indicated the idea of his enjoyment
in giving a fatherless child a home and seeiny the happiness of the new
adoptive couple in rec¢eiving such children.

In two cases of the total fifteen the placement agents received
no extra funds for their services in arranging the independent placement,
although in both cases they arranged for the petitioners to pay the mothers
medical bills. The combined idea of'nervica to the ummarried mothers and
the personal giving of a child to childless friends.

In three cases of the total fifteen the plaéamsnt did not involve
payment of extra funds or the payment of medical expenses. In all three
cases tﬁe mother of the child and the participating placement agent had
personal contact with the child and the participating placement agent had
personal contact with the child and the petitioners before the placement
of the child in the petitioner's home. The petitioners also had contact
with the child before placement. Prominent elements seem to indicate the
comb:ined motivation of the finding of a good home for the child plus re-~
lieving themselves of the responsibility placed upon them. Ineach of these
cages the placement agenit helping the parents with the aﬁoptivevplaeement
were caring for the child themselves at the time of replacement.

| In one case there was no exchange of extra payments, no medical
paymsﬁts assumed, nor personal contact with the child before placement., Al-
though the material available is dubious, the Aunt making the placement
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seemed to be interested in removing the child from the family group.
The importance of the personal element of friendship between the
placement agent and the mother as a part of motivation in independent place~
ment of children might best be shown by a simple table,

TABLE II

Tabulation of the Existence of Personal Relationships
Between the Placement Agents and the Hothers
in Independent Adoptive Placements

Placement Agents FPlacement Agent Ilacement Agent

Knew idother Did Not Know

Before Placement  Jother Before

Placement
Four Physicians 2 2
Five Attorneys 2 3
One M¥inister l 0
One Bocial ¥orker 1l 0
One aunt 1 0
Three Friends 3 0

or relatives

15 Total 10 5

The reader's attention is brought to the fact, as indicated in
Table II, that the placements made by the non-professional persons were
decisively determined by the personal contact with the mothers before place-

ment of the child.
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In this chapter, the facts presented show the existence of three
causes for independent adoptive placemenis. These three causes are:
1. The asent!'s realization of perscnal financial gainj 2, The agent's
personal contact with the mother; 3. The agent!s contact with the child
pefore placement, The first and second factors were almost equal in fre-
quency. The third factor involved the combined motivation of the agent's
finding for the child a good adoptive hane, plus the agent's relieving

himself of the responsiltility that had first been placed upon him.




CHAPTER IV
THE PETITIONE&S

This chapter will record the facts which are significant in de-
termining the solution to the third section of our problem ~ -~ - - What
factors are involved which precipitate adoptive paranta securing a child
independently rather than with the protection of an ageucy.

The material 18 presented in concise form and only those facts
pertinent to the evolution of our problem are recorded. Excerpts from the
case record or the adoption summary report are quoted wherever possible
to substantiate definite points.

In presenting the fifteen cases in relation to the motivation of
the petitioners!? participation in independent adoptions, a basis for
comparision is inmediately obtained if a division of the petitioners is
made into two groups}; those who placed an application with a child placing
agency for the adoption of a c¢hild and those who had not placed an ap-
plication with an agency for the adoption of a child. In using this
division for the grouping of the petitioners; eight couples hac placed an
application with some agency for the adoption of a child and seven couples

had not placed such an application.

The Eight Petitioners who Placed Applications With agencies
{
In an analysis of the eight petitioners who had placed ajpli-

52
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cations with an agency for the adoption of a child, the progress and status
of their application with the agency a pears to indicate immediately the
wotivation pros~pting thege couples to accept or even geek a child for
adoption from an independent source.

0f the eight petitioners who had placed an application with an
agency, information was available indicating that four of these eight
couples were rejected by the agency with which they had applied for the
adoption of a child.

The Division case record on Agnes' baby contained the following
information on the petitioners who accepted iAgnes' baby from Ir. D. for
the purposse of adoption.

On L4-24-50 dr. and Mrs. Johu Adaus were
in DCY office for appointment. They were a very
pleasant, atiractive, intelligent couple and
sesmad quite convinced that they wanted the
baby for adoptionises«.s They advised they
had been married for sixteen years, but because
#r, idams was of the Protestant Faith and Mrs.

Adamrs of the Catholic Faith, agencies to whom
they had applied for a child hesitated accepting

thﬁmtab»ud,-tvm»o..c.ca*w:ottcc-uv,ua-oo;oaoc

: Mrs. Adems advissed she went to school

with Dr, D's wife and because ¢f this close

friendship they asked Dr, D, to "find a nice

baby boy" for them,

Hr, and Mrs. Hawley, the petitioners w:n received Hazel's

b_aby for adoption directly from Dr. E., also were rejected by the agency
w th which they had applied for the adoption of a child. The Division
cage {record on the baby held this information.

Mr., and Mrs. Hawley advised they have .
been married for twenty years. Ilir. Hawley is fifty

and his wi i‘bw




stated that approximately three years ago

she and her husband had placed an application
with for the adoption of a baby, but
withdrew their application some months later
because the agency would not consider them for
a baby because of their age. The agency

had talked with them about a child between the
ages of eight and ten, but the Hawleys stated
they were not interested in a child this ages...

The petitioners advised that Dr, E.
offered them the baby becaus: her mother did not
want to keep her and he knew they had wanted a
baby for a lung time.

Frances' baby was also placed with petitioners who had been re-
jected by an agency. The Division case record, in the section concerning
an interview with the petitioners during the time their home was being

studied for the court for the adoption of Frances' b.by, contained this

excerpt,

Mr. and Mrs, Foster are a young, attractive
couple in their late thirties. They stated they have
been married for eizht years and have wanted to adopt
a baby for many years. They advised Mr. F. was sterile
and accordingly approximately three years after marriage
they had placed their first application to adopt a baby.
B8ince that time they have attempted to adopt a taby on
numercus occasions, but because of Mr, Foster's employ-
ment a8 a traveling CPA which changes their residence
about every six months they were always rejectedesssses

The Fosters advised that their home minister
Reverend Zieller told them of Frances' child and they
were immediately agreeable to taking her because they
had tried so hard to get a baby.
‘Mrs, F.'s second baby was received for adoption from the attorney
by the petitioners, ir. and Mrs. Farmer, who had also been rejected by an
agency. The Division case record concerning an intervies with the worker

of the non-sectarian agency in the community regarding the Farmer's
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application had recorded the following information.

On 6~10-50 I talked with Miss Z s WhO
after reviewing the Farmer record advised that their
family physician had indicated considerable nervous
tension on the part of rs. Farmer with a history
of two hospitalizations for emotional difficulties.
Their application was rejected.

Another section of the Division record held this excerpt:

The petitioners advised that they had
requested their attorney to secure a child for them.

In the four cases cited atove the one fact that the petitioners
had been rejecied by the agency to wiom they had applied for the adoption
of a child seems to be the most i:portant. The conjecture may be made
that this fact is the main cause in the searching for and accepting of a
child for adoption from an untrained, independent placement agent.

Of the eight couples who had placed an application with an agency
for the adoption of a child, four had had their applications delayed for
various reasons, Thie delay scemed to lead to the family's discouragement
and lack of confidence in ths agency that they would ever receive a child
and seemed to lead gradually to their reception of a child for adoption
from independent sources.

Mr. and ifrs. Baker had besn married for fourteen years when they
adopted bettiy's baby whom they received from Dr, W, Mrs. Baker had never
had a pregnancy although there was no physical basis for this. From the
Division case record this excerpt was obtained.

| Hiss advised that Mr. and irs.
Baker had applied with their agency for the

adoption of a child approximately four years ago.
Although the petitioners' marriage was a mixed
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religion marriage, their application was

originally questioned on the basis of Ur., B.'s
neglected religious practices as a Catholic rather
than Hrs. B.'s identification with the Presbyterian
Church,  Following lr. B.'s renewal of his religious
duties, the home was studied and approved by the
agency, their application was placed on the agency's
approved list, awaiting placement of a child.

Another section of the record contained this comment.
evsnscocssannssses Xy and Mrs. Baker commented
that adopting a baby through DIr. ¥. had been very
costly, but they were tired of "fooling around®
with agencies,

Mr, and Hrs. Campbell, who had received Carol's baby with the
help of their attorney, had been married for six years. Mrs. Campbell had
never had a pregnancy and organically was incapable of pregnancy. They had
applied early in their marriage for the adoption of a child through an

agency. According to the agency, approval of the home was delayed at first
because of br,. Campbgll'a changeable employment. Their home was later
approved for a child of limited mestal ability. Thres years had elapsed
between the time of their application with the agency and placement of

Carolts baby with them.

Mr. and Mre. Campbell adviged that they
had never thought of or been approached to accept
a child previously, but when they learmed of Carol's
baby they had no doubts that they should take her
even though she was underdeveloped and liitle was
known about her, because they had waited so long for
a baby.

Mr. and ¥rs. Allison, who received iirs. Anderson's baby
from Mr. Allison'’s mother who had acted as mid-wife, had applied to a non-
{
sectarian ageney for a child three years prior to receiving this baby. The

social history received from that agency of the study of the Allison home
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contained this comment.

When Mr. and drs. Allison originally ap-
plied for the adoption of a child we discouraged
them since they were s very young couple and there
was no physical bagis for irs. Allison's lack of
pregnancy. With their hesitant cooperation their
application wa: omitted from our waiting list for
two years.

#r. and lre. Doyle's, who received ¥rs. Doddy's baby from Dr. D.,
application tc adopt a child through an agency was also delayed for
several years. The lLivision case record cahtained this comment, obtained
from the worker of one of the child placing sgencies in the community.
On 8-15-50 itiss of was
interviewed. she stated that Mr. and drs. Doyle
had placed an application with their agency
about four years ago. However, because of their
age an infant could not be congidered for place-
ment with them. After many interviews the Loyles
were agreseable to the possibility of the place-~
ment of an older childogaaqﬁovv
Another section of the Division record read.
Hre. Doyle advised that they had

waited so long for a child they did not

feel they should "pass up® Dr. U.'s offer,

even though it was quite costly.

An examination of the facts in the four cases reveal that the

‘elay in the approval of the a:ency application, which was caused by the
tangible deficiences in the petitioners' adequacy as potentisl parents, had
a great bearing on the petitioners' seeking or accepting a child from in-

dependent sources.

SUMMAR§

Through an evaluation of the facte in the eight cases as they
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relate to the motivatian of the petitiocncrs in the acceptance of a ehild on
an independent basis the foilwling factors were significantly apparent,

The eight petitioners had placed applications with child placing
sgencies for the adaptian-cf & child, Their applications were either
rejected or delayed. This fact seemed to be important in their seekinz or
accepting a child frow an independent source. Of these eight petitioners,
four asked their placement agents tc secure Eabies for them. Four were
approached by the plaa&ment agents who knew they wanted a baby.

Three of tha four petitioners who were approached by placement
agents regarding the acceptance of a child on an independent basis, were
petitioners whose applications with child placing agencies had been delayed,
one had been rejected.

Three of thé four petitioners who had requested their placement
agents to secure children for them, independent of an ageney, uaré petit-
ioners whose applications to adopt through an agency had been rejected, one
had been delayed.

In the total picture of the eight petitioners wnose applications
were rejected or delayed by the agency with which they had applied, it is
further significant that three out of the four who had specifically re-
quested their placement agent to secure babies were applicants who had
been rejected by the agency.

: Seven of the eight petitioners whose application to adopt a child
through an agency were either rejected or delayed, paid their placemen:
agent!extra funds for the special service rendered them. The petitioners who

received the child‘placad with them by their minister were the only exception,
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All the eight petitioners whose applications to adopt through an
agency were either rejected or delayed paid the medical expenses for the |
mother whose child they received. It is further significant that the
petitioners whose application was rejected by the agency to which they
applied because of the adoptive mother's emotional instability were the
petiticners who paid maintenance for the mother of the child they received.

The eight placements analized above were arranged or supported
by members of professions. One placemeni was arranged by a minister,
four placements were arranged by physicians, one was arranged by an
attorney, and two received the active support and ccoperation of attorneys
although the actual placements were made by the mothers.

In eix of the eight placements the petitioner's home was

actually found by the placement agent.

The Seven Petitioners Who Had Not Applied to Adopt Through An Agency

Of the seven families who had never placed an application with
a child placing agency for the adoption of a child, four were young
couples who had been directly approached by the placement agent to accept
for adoption the child in question. In an exploration of their motivation
in the acceptance of such a child, the immediate availability of a
particular child plus the approach by a friend to tske the child seenm
to be significant factors.

Delores's haby, who was placed by the friend attorney with the
Dallys, was aceepted in this manner.

On 9=11-50 Hr. and ¥rs. Dally were
interviewed in their home relative to the adoption
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-

of « The Dallys advised that they were

asked about the adoption of Delores's baby by their
attorney + They received the baby directly
from hiMesesscesvnssssonnoses They advised

that they had never been approached previously to
accept a child, but they had talked with their
attorney friend about their interest in adoption,
although they had not asked him specifically to
find a child for theMeseeecssesvn: sssssssscans

The Dallys advised that they paid Delorest?
medical expenses through their attorney friend.

The Gordons who received Gloria's child, admitted their interest
in adoption, but because of their youth and new marriage felt that they
should wait although they were definite Mrs, Gordon could not conceive
@ child. The only comment in the record which secms to specify any
motivation on their part to accept independently the child Hr. Gordon's
social worker sister offered to them is quoted below,

¥hen Miss asked us to take
Shayon we gould hardiy resist, We had always
wanted a baby.

Although the Pahles were a young childless couple they had not
thought of adoption even when taking their friend's, Wrs. P.'s, child.

The Division case record reads.
¥r. and Mrs, Pahle advised they were

marvied before a Justice of the Peace five years

ago. They had never thought of taking a chiid into

their home and took Stephan only as a special

. favor to his mother who was their friend.
This case is very complicated. The petitioners were not secking
to adost the child at the time they received him into their nome although
- his mother had requested legal help after placement. However, a.ter the

child had been in the petitioner's home for approxinmately a month,
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neighbors of the new petitioners placed complaints against them bcé;use of
¥r, Pahle's alcoholism and because the baby was left alone for long periods
of time. By the time the adoption petit.on reached the county court,
the Mother, the petitionars, and the attorney were all bent on keeping
this child in the petitioner's home. It was in this area that the
attorney was paid extra fees for his services by toth the petitioners,
and the Mother of the child., |

The Everetts who took Bvelyn's child from her Aunt were never
interviewed as the mother petitioned the Circuit Court on a Writ of Habeas
Corpus wﬁen she learned of the adoption action ou her child. This action
superceeded the adoption petitiony accordingly the investigation
requested by the County Court was not campleted as the child was returned
to her mother. The infOrmation obtained from the mother and the iunt
indicated that these petitioners were a middle aged couple who had never
had a child and agreed to tale® Bvelyn's child when approached in this
regard by Evelyn's Aunt,

The mmaining three petitioners were couples who had contact
with the children they adopted prior to receiving the children in their
homes on an adoptive basis., In euch of the three cases this scvems to be
a prominent factor in their accepting the child for adoption. In.hoth the
cages of Mr. and drs, Evans, who took the child of Mr. and Mrs. E., and
the Smiths who took Mr. and Mrs. B.'s child, the petiticners were middle
aged ?ouplea who had already reared their own families and had become
attacbsd to the child while living in the same home with the child. Their

comments are almoet identicals
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¥rs and Mrs., Smith advised that they had
become very fond of Jane during the four years thdy
lived in her grandmother's home and since the grand-
acther was elderly and the parents seem to have no
concern for her they asked pemission to keep her
permanently.,

Urs, Evans stated that she had always thought
of Mary as being her own child since she had cared for
her from birth when she had been placed with her grand-
mother by her parents,

In the case of Hre. F.'s baby, who was received by Mdr. and lrs.

Jones, Chapter III already contains specific material which indicates their

reasons for taking Jawes., For clarification purposes a requote of socme

of this material may be indicated.

Sunmazy

svveosases At the point that the friend was not able

to continue with the child's care she and her husband
(¥r. and Mrs. Jones) took him (James) upon the insistance
of both the friend and the child's mother. MNrs. Jones
commeuted that there was no particular reason for their
taking the ehild into their home since they were not
particularly interested in the child, but they did know
him and felt like her friend that this was the least

she could do since she was now unemployed and had a
beautiful largs home with spacious yard space.

Of the total {ifteen cases, seven indicated that the petitioners

in question had not placed an application for the adoption of a child

with any child placing esgency.

Of these seven petvitioners, three were couples who had contact

with the children they adopted prior to receiving the children in their

homes on an adoptive basis. This fact alone seems to be the most sige-

nifig¢ant in their accepting of a child on an independent basis., In two

of these cases the petitioners were middle aged couples who had already
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reared their families but who had become attached to the child thay‘took
independently for adoption while living in the same home with him. The
other petitioﬁera had cared for the child, supposedly on a béar&ing basis,
for almost two years tefore securing adoptive consents,

Four of the éeven petitioners, who had not pluced an application
with agencies for the adoption of a child, had been directly approached
to accept the child by a friend. 1In an analysis of their motivation in
the acceptance of such a child their passive interest in the possibility
of having & child, plus the imuediate availability of a particular child
combined with the approach by a friend to take the child, smemea to be
most important in three of the four cases. The fourth case in which the
petiﬁiaﬁers took Stephen as a favor to his mother does not closely follow
the above pattern

An interesting observation is that of the seven petitioners who
“had not applied with an agency for the a&aption of a child, none paid the
placement agents extra fees for the service of receiving a ¢hild for adeop-
tion. The case of the Pahles, who took Stephen as a speecial favor to his
mother, might be a é.ight exception. However, the payment they nade to
the attorney, whose services Siephen's wother had secured, was given in an
effort to secure help in keeping Stephen after complaints had been raised
a@;iaat them by neighbors. |

In two of the seven cases, the mothers of the child gave payments
to t?e placement agents for the services rendered them.

In three cases the petitioners paid medical expenses for the

mothers,
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The data as presented seems to indicate that these seven sets of
petitioners uore or less played the passive role in the independent place-
ment of the child they received for adoptions Their lack of initiative in
placing an application wi@h an agenéy seens to be comparable to their lack
of initiative in actively seeking a child through independent sources.

There seems to be further significance in the faet that only one
of these seven placemsnta~wga‘made by a profesasional person. This was the
case of the Dallys who received Delores! baby, The fact that the families
invelved are of the negro’race may be important in itself. The case of the
Pahles, who received Nrs. P.'s chiid, had the active support of the attormey
but the original placement was made by the mother,

Five of the glacements were nade by the mothers of the children
with the help of relatives and friends. A4ll of these placements involve
the personal element of friendship between the petitionsrs and the place-
ment agent or contact with the child.

One placement was made by a social worker independent of her
agency which,uéa not a ehiid plécing ageﬁey. The petitioners who received
the baby were the brother and sister-in-law of the social worker. Though
the facts are hazy the child supposedly entered their home on a temporary
basis rather than on an adoptive basis, pending the formation af‘permanﬁnt

plibambnt plans by the petitionerts eister,

Summary
J From an analysis of the facts presented in this chapter the cone

jecture may be made that more petitioners were lead to seek or accept a child
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independently because their apolications to adopt a child through dh agency

had been either rejected or delayed, The facts recorded seem to support

the fact that this was true of eight out of the fifteen sets of petitioners,

The secondary factors of personal contact with the child or offer
of the child to friends by friends may best be shown in table form.

TABLE IIX

Correlation of Petitioners and Mothers in Regard to
Agency Applications
Petitioners Petit.oners Knew Hothers Or Petitioners Did Not

Child Prior To Placement inow Mother Or Child
Prior to Placement

Seven Petitioners 5 2
who had not

placed an ap-

plication with

an agency

Eight Petitiocners 0 8
who had placed

an application

with an agency

15 Total 5 10

From the facts available there appeared to be a definite corro-
lation between those petitiqners who had placed applications to adopt |
tyfough an agency and those petitioners who paid their placement agents for
aafvicas rendered to them in the independﬁnt,placement of a child with them.

The findings can be clearly shown in table form.
)




TABLE IV

Correlation of Feﬁitieners, Honey Payments and Ageucy
Applications

Petitioners Paid Placement Uid Not Pay Paid Medical Did Not
Agent Placement Bills Pay ded-

Agent ical Bills

Seven Petitioners
who did not 0 7 3 L
place applications

Eight Petitioners 7 1 8 0
who did place
applications

15 Total 7 8 11 L




CHAPTER V
SUBMARY

This study has analyzed Ii:teen cases of independent adoptions
studied for the Madison County Court by the Livision of Child Wellare
during the year 1950 in relation to the motivatiou of the natural parent,
the placement agents, and the adopting parents in partiecipating in ihe
independent adoption of a child,

The following points were 3uppoited by the facts available in
the fifteen cases used in this study,

In an examination of the facts which seem most significant in
motivating the natural parents to relnﬁée their child for adoption to
untrained placement agents the offer of an easy quick solution to their
problem and financial help were coneistently pres<nt., The statement is
supported by the fact that all of the mothers in the fifteen cases accepted
the first plan offered to them. Eleven mothers also received financial
help with their problem. | |

The motivation of the placement agents is a little more diiricult
to define. The facts show that the professicnal placement agents were
métivated prinecipally by a realization of financial gain, The facts also
indicate that the apente felt & resoonsibility of éerving the unnmarried
i mnth?ra and the childless petitioners, The non-professional placement

agents seem to bte prompted by personal motives, related either to the
67




mother or to the child.

The petitioners seemed to divide themselves into two groups,
those who had placed applications with agencies for the adopiion of a child
and those who had not. The fact that the agencies had rejected or delayed
the placement of a child in the home of the petitioners because of the
tangible deficiencies in the petitioner's asdequacy as potential parents
had a great bearing on the seeking or accepting of a childé from independent
sources.

The petitioners who had not placed applications with agencies
for the adoption of a child seeﬁed to have been motivated in the
acceptance of a child on an independent basis by the offer of a particular
child tq them by close friends., The personal slement was most prevalent
with this group of petitioners. In several cases there was direct contact

with the child prior to adoptive placement in the home of the petitioners.

BN
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8TATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTEENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE
DIVISION OF CHILD WELFARE -

E!FOBT OF HATERNITY HOSPITsL
(T> be filled out and forwarded to the Hegional Office of the Bopartmant of
Public Welfare for all children born to unmarried methers and all other
children who are to live away from their own parents, except those chil-
dren dismissed to licensed child placing agencies, This report should be
submitted imrediately following the birth of the child.)
NAME OF HOSPITAL
Address of Hospital
Name an: Address of Attending Physician

CHILD
Hame
Pirthdate
Hale Illegitimate  Race: White
Female Legitinate Negro
' Uther
Congenital Abnormalities
ROTRER
Name in Full
Address
Date of Admission Date of lischarge
Birthdate Eirthplace QOceupation
Harital Statusi Religions
Living together Probestant Kumber of other children
Hot married _ Catholic now living born to this
Separated Hebrew mothers
Divorced Other
Other(Specify)

DISPOSITION OF CHILD
¥ill mother keep child? Does mother wish to surrender child?
If child is to be referred Lo child-caring agency give name and date

111 relatives take the child: Helationship
Give names and addresses of near relatives, including other children:

Give further information of velue in above Cases

To be signed by Superintendent of
Hospital, or Supervisor of
Maternity Department.
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MATEINITY HOSPITAL LAW

AN ACT for the licensing, inspection and regulation of maternity hospitals,
lying-in homes, or other places, public or private, for the confinement
of women and to provide a penalty for violation thereof. Approved June
2L, in force July 1, 1915.

8ection I. -##io hospital or institution licensed under this Act, or
persons connected with such hospitals or institutions, shall place children
for adoption or care in foster family homes, or anywhere ocutside of the
custody of their mothers, unless the hospital or institution shall be li-
censed a: a child welfare agency as provided by law, except with the written
consent of the State Department of Public Welfare. DBut nothing in this act
shall prevent the placing of any child by a licensed child welfare agency
in a private family or home for legal adoption, or the legal acoption of
any child from & licensed child welfare agency.

R

8ection 3. 1o child from such maternity or lying-in hospital shall be
placed in a family home or e legally adopted until such howe shall have
been investigated and approved by the State Department of Public Welfares

E s Pt

Section 5. Any manager, superintendent, or person in charge of such
maternity or lying-in hospital who fails or refuses to procure a license
as provided in Section I thereof, or anyone who viclates any of the pro-
visions of this dct shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and fined not
less than $50 nor more than 3500, or by imprisonment in the county jail
for not to exceed one year, or both fine and inmprisonment in the discretion
of the court. Approved as amended July 1k, 1939.
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OFFICE .
of
COUNTY CLERK
MADISON COUNTY
EDWARDSVILLE, ILLINOIS

July 17, 1950

Miss

Child Welfare Worker
Probation Office

Court House
Edwardsville, Illinois

In Re: John Adams and Jane Adams
Vs, Earl Smith and Betty
Smith and Larry Smith,
a minor,
Adoption Case No.

Dear Miss

County Judge would like to have an investigation made in
the above captioned case.

Mr. and Mrs. Adams reside at 163 Second Street, Edwardsville, Illinois.

Report must be filed in this office on or before August 7, 1950.
is attorney for Mr. and Mrs. Adams.

Sincerely,

Clerk of County Court
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INVESTIGATION
in the mttér of .
the
ADOPTION
of
NAME OF CHILD

The fallm!ing is the invoatigaticn in the matter of the adoption of
zwm D by the petitimers FIAST, MAIDEN, AND LAST NAVE OF Ti

The child's name, birth date and place, and natural parents. Re~
lationship of the child to the petitioners. How and when the child was
received into the home of the petitioners, Mention any court or legal
action pertinent to this child's plecement in the home. Has the ohild's
natural parents supported or shown any interest in the child during the
period he was in the petitioner's home., Have the natural parents signed
legal consents for adoption.

ITHE CHILD

Repeat sbove, nome of child, birthdate and place and natural parents,
Give a brief description of the child, physical appearance, perscnality, and
type of care and training received at the hands of 'the petitioners. aittache
ment to the child by the petitioners and their future plans for him. Any
general cbservations relative to the fitness of this particular child for
this hone,

HEALTH

A general picture of the child's health at present with medical state-
ments from the family physician., Where the child is the natural child of
oz;a of the petitioners, a mediocal statement is not always too laportant.

MARRIAGE

Btate the date and plaee of mrriage, verifiad if indicated. Uote all
pmv‘im marriages of either party with verified dates of divorced. Custody
wardship in divorces should be noted where a step-parent is adopting a




2

natural child of their spouse.s The length and stability of the présent
marriage is significant.

RELIGTION

The practiced religion of the petitioners and religion of the child's
parents should be indiecateds HNotation should be made of the regular church
adherance at the time of the adoptions

THE HOME

4 brief description of the home including the size, appearance and
general mansgement should be given. It should be indicated whether the
petitioners own, are buying, or are renting their home with fimncial
ﬁgma &8 indicated mentioned,

"The neighborhood should be very briefly described and if the child
is or will attend school m that area some thought should be given this in
the I‘(Sportm

The petitionerts place of employment, length of service here, and
average income should be clearly indicated. iny part-time or additional
income must be noteds Here a briel employmsnt history may be given although
this usually is more valuable given under the ADOPTING PARENTS as such.

INCOME, SAVINGS, INSURANCE AND DERTS

A very brief but concise report should be given showing the above
status of the petitioners. .

ADOPTING MOTHER

We may give date and place of birth, a brief personal history to date,
with more emphasis on her later years. Some information could te given on
previous marriages, as to cause of failurs, etc. If employed, & brief history
in this regard can be givem. Specific details should be given relative to
this mother in relationship to the child sought in adoption.

Health
rief description of the mother's health should be given with
ma&ieai statements. Again, medical statements might not always be too
significant if the mother is a natural mother of the child s ught in adoption.

ADOPTING FATHER

) Emphagis as af;ated above, prinecipally specific information relative to
types and lengths of employment to the present time, .
Health




As above. , ¢
COMMENTS OR HECOMENDATIONS

fAespectlully submitted,

Child Welfare Horker
Division of Child Welfare
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SCHEDULE

FETITIONELS

Father | | Mother -
Birthdate neliglon ‘ Birthdate : lig;ion
Nationality Hace Nationalily iace
Date of Present Harriasge Yeara iarried at Time OF ??Feemnnt
Number of Previous Marrisges Humber of Pmmus Marriages
Previous #Wife Deceased I)ivorcﬁ Previous Husband Deceased Ilivorced _
Number of Children Number of Children

Previous Marriages . Previous Harriages

Present Harriage Present Harriage

Bumber of Fregnancies
Previous Harriages
Presant Harriage

“DUCATION |  EDUCATION

Grade School 12345678 Grade School 12345678

High School 1234 ~ High School 1234

College 123456 College 123456
Technical 6mos lyr. 2yr. “Technical tmo, lyrs 2yr.
Business fmo. lyrs 2yre Business bmo. lyr, 2yre.
EMPLOYMENT ' BMPLOYHENT

NumbeT of Years _ Humber of Years

Employed at Present
FINANCIAL SITUATION

Incone
Savings
HOUBING
Own Home Bize
Rent Condition:  Good
House Fair
Apariment ' Poor

o EYFORTS OF PETITIONEHS TO OBTAIN a CHILD
Number of Agencles to Which Petitioners Applied
Petitioners Interviewed by Child Placing Agency

Asocepied Rejected __ Discoureged Referred
Petipioners attempted Previcus Independent Placements_ No. of Times
Number of Years Spent Seelking a Child For Adoption
Age of Petitioners at Time of Child's Placements Nother
Fathsr




SCHEDULE

THE CHILD AND MOTHER .
THE CHILD
| ¥ame Birthdate Sex Legitimate
Nationality _ Baoce | Religion _
Birth: Normal ““Health: Pre-Natal Care Heceived
Full Term Initiated during month of pregnancy
8th ionth ' Pre-placement Physical
7th Month ' Paychological Test Adwinistered
Age at time of ! i ent . Age at time Petitioned Filed Age at time of
Adoptionm
THE HOTHER :
Name Birthdate Nationality

Beligion Race

Maritsl Status: Married Himber of other Pregnancies
Single Other Children
Divorced Legitimate
Separated , With Mother

With Others
Educations Grade School 12345678 Illegitimate
High School 1234 1 With Mother
College 123456 With Others
Business  Gmo,. lyr. 2yr. Adopted Out
Employment: Type ~ Humber of Years
Living Arrangementsy
Own Home , With Rslatives
Rooming House ¥ith Friends

ALLEDGED FATHER
kground Enown to Mother__ To Placement Agent__  To Petitioners
Alledged Father Participsted in Flacement Plans

PLACEMENT '
Placement Arranged: Actual Placement Hadet
Directly with Child's Mother By Child's iother
Through Fhysician By Physician
Through Attorney By Atborney
Through Kinister or Priest By Hinister or Frieat
Through Friends , By Friends
#/Through Others , V By Others
Haternity Expenses Paid by Petitioners: 4ll  Part Hone
Extra Payments made by Petitioners: Mother Attorney

Physician Other

!
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