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50 East State Street
PO Box 717
Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0717

TelephonelListing

Office of Child Abuse Control

Metropolitan Region

Newark |
Newark Il
Newark I11
East Orange
Bloomfidd
Edison

Perth Amboy
Elizabeth
Ranfidd

Central Region
Hunterdon
Mercer

North Monmouth
South Monmouth
Ocean

Somerset

1-800-392-9532
1-800-392-9531
1-800-847-1751
1-800-392-9535
1-800-392-9536
1-800-531-1258
1-800-531-1261
1-800-847-1738
1-800-847-1750

1-800-392-2724
1-800-392-2721
1-800-392-9511
1-800-392-9512
1-800-442-6232
1-800-392-2734

(24-hour hotline for reporting child abuse/neglect)..........oovcveivieiniie e 1-800-792-8610
Ingtitutional Abuse INvestigation UNit..........cccceceiieieccieniere e 1-800-215-6853
DiVISION' S ACHON LiNE....ciiiiiiiiieieeie st 1-800-331-3937
AdOPLION HOLINE ... 1-800-99-ADOPT
Foster Parent HOLINE .......cc.oooviieceee e 1-800-NJFOSTER
Community EdUCation OffiCe.........ccceeiiiiiiiecece e 609-292-8469
Field Offices
Northern Region Southern Region
Bergen 1-800-531-1096 Atlantic 1-800-392-2655
Bayonne 1-800-982-7396 Burlington 1-800-847-1753
Jersey City 1-800-982-7397 Camden North 1-800-982-7412
North Hudson 1-800-982-7401 Camden Centrd 1-800-531-1091
MorrisDO 1-800-392-9518 Cape May 1-800-531-1259
Centrd Passaic 1-800-531-1260 Cumberland 1-800-531-1228
Northern Passaic 1-800-847-1743 Gloucester 1-800-847-1741
Sussex 1-800-392-2654 Sdem 1-800-531-1263
Warren 1-800-531-1229

Adoption Resource Centers (ARCS)
Northern 1-800-392-2658

(Jurisdiction: Bergen, Hudson, Morris, Passaic, Sussex, &
Warren Counties)

Essex 1-800-392-2843
(Jurisdiction: City of Newark)
Metropolitan 1-800-543-3127

(Jurisdiction: Middlesex and Union Counties, and all Essex
County municipalities except Newark)

Centra 1-800-392-2735
(Jurisdiction: Hunterdon, Mercer, Monmouth, Ocean, and
Somerset Counties)

Southern 1-800-982-7395

(Jurisdiction: Atlantic, Burlington, Camden, Cape May,
Cumberland, Gloucester, and Salem Counties)

Metro Select 1-888-895-2404
(Jurisdiction: Selected home adoptions from Essex,
Middlesex and Union Counties)



If you would like aprinted copy of this report, which includes the
Appendix, please contact the Division of Y outh and Family Services,
Data Analysis and Reporting Unit
Phone: (609) 984-9534
Fax: (609) 292-8224
Email: jversace@dhs.state.nj.us

The Data Analysis and Reporting Unit islocated at:
50 E. State Street
7" Floor
P.O. Box 717
Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0717



About This Report...

| am pleased to share with you the New Jersey Department of Human Services, Division of

Y outh and Family Services (DY FS) datistical report on the occurrence of child matreatment in
New Jersey during 1999. It is easy to see the scope of the problem of child abuse and neglect
from the data in this report and thus the importance of the Divison's duad mission to protect
vulnerable children and prevent child abuse and neglect.

Being gatigtica in nature, the report tells us how many children were mdtreated. It cannot tell

us who the children are or about their individua experiences. The families of many are
victimized by dependency on dcohol and drugs; alack of the basic necessities required to get
through each day -- necessities that we may take for granted; or their overwhelming life
circumstances. We believe that many families might be lesslikely to harm their children if they
had access to additional help and support. Their stories and experiences strengthen our
commitment to improve service quaity and availability, work together to prevent child abuse
and neglect, provide therapeutic treatment to children and families, and to assure permanency for
every child in New Jersey.

| remain encouraged by the dedication of DY FS staff, our child advocates, helping professonds
-- dl of those who give care to these children and therr families-- and the public who assist the
Divison each day by making us avare of potentiad or actud harm to children. Together, we can
give children hope for the future and prospects for a secure family life.

The Divison encourages the work of al those who will use this report to conduct research on
child matreatment and we look forward to benefiting from their findings and ingghts.

Sincerdly,

Charles Venti
Director
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Child Abuse and Neglect In New Jersey -- Statistical Report For 1999

Executive Summary
All Referrals

Thetotal number of referras to the Divison declined by 1,597 in 1999 (77,921) from the
number received in 1998 (79,518). The decline occurred in the number of both abuse/neglect
and family problem referrds. The number of recorded requests for information and referra
(I&R's) aso decreased by 286, from 5,208 to 4,922.

94.6% of al casesreferred to DY FS were classified either as child abuse and neglect or
family problems. Referrds for Juvenile Services, Adoption Services, and "Other" Services
comprised the remaining 5.4% (4,200) of dl referrals.

There was agreat ded of variation among the counties in numbers, percentages and rates per
thousand children in abuse/neglect referrds, family problem referrds, and substantiated
abuse/neglect cases.

Abuse and Neglect

The statewide child abuse/neglect substantiation percentage decreased for the fifth
consecutive year, dropping from 24.5% in 1998 to 23.5% in 1999.

4.5 of every 1,000 children under 18 years of age living in New Jersey were abused or
neglected in 1999.

Asin prior years, DY FS received more referrds for neglect than any other kind of harm
(22,795) but substantiated a larger percentage of emotiond abuse referra's (36.2% of 437
referrals). The substantiation percentage among emotiona abuse cases was 41.5% in 1998
and 68.4% in 1997.

School personnel, anonymous calers, police, and hedth professonas made the mgority of
abuse/neglect referras -- 61.2% of 39,276. DY FS daff substantiated 25.5% of the referrds
they made.

Reports from correctional facilities (50%), police (43.2%), and hedth professionals (41.7%)
are most likely to be subgtantiated, while referras from anonymous calers are least likely to
be substantiated (10.1%).

The single most frequently occurring type of matrestment that DY FS staff substantiated was
lack of supervison (23.3% of dl substantiated incidents).

Bruises or welts were the most common type of injury sustained among children whose cases
were substantiated, accounting for 14.5% of all abuse/neglect injuries.

A parent was the primary perpetrator of harm in 80% of al substantiated cases. Parents are
the more likely perpetrators of al forms of abuse (physical, neglect, emotiond, sexud, and
multiple types), but relatives are dmost equaly likely to be the perpetrators of sexua abuse.

1



Child Abuse and Neglect In New Jersey -- Statistical Report For 1999

Femaes are the primary perpetrators of abuse in seven of every ten cases. Mogt arein their
early thirties. Mae perpetrators are, on average, dmost four years older than femae
perpetrators.

The average age of the victims of abuse and neglect was 7.1 years. Sexually abused children
are, on average, older than the victims of other kinds of abuse (10.5 years of age). Children
who are neglected are the youngest (5.6 years of age).

Family Problem Referrals

DYFS received 34,445 family problem referralsin 1999, 421 fewer than the number received
in1998. Family problem referras congtituted 44.2% of dl referrdsto DYFS, an increase of
0.4% above the percentage of all referras DY FS recelved in 1998.

School personnd, hedth professonds, police, and anonymous calers together accounted for
59.2% of dl family problem referrds.

17 of every 1,000 children under 18 years of age were the subject of afamily problem
referral in 1999. Thiswas a decrease of 0.6 children per 1,000 from the rate reported in 1998
(17.6 per one-thousand).

Parenting issues and concern for a child who was the sibling of another aready referred for
abuse/neglect were by far the primary reasons for family problem referrds, comprising
amost 61% of dl reasons given.

| nstitutional Abuse

DY FSreceived 1,993 ingtitutiond abuse (1A) referras in 1999, comprising 5.1% of the
39,276 abuse/neglect referrds DY FS received in 1999. The 1,993 IA referrals represented a
decrease of 255 or 11.3% from the number received in 1998.

Together, foster homes, public day schools, and child day care centers were the subjects of
54% of al 1A referrals. Foster homes accounted for 503 referras (25.2% of dl |A referrds).

IA staff received more reports involving physical abuse than any other kind of harm (841
referrals, or 42.2% of the 1,993 totd 1A referrals).

DY FS workers subgtantiated 227 or 11.4% of al referrals that 1A unitsreceived in 1999. A
larger percentage of sexud abuse referrals was substantiated (25%) than any other type,
followed by neglect (16.8%), emotiona abuse (8.3%), multiple types of abuse (6.8%) and
physica abuse (5.4%).

Referras from rdigious day schools were most likely to be substantiated (43.5% of religious
day school referras). 7.2% of foster homes referrals were substantiated.
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Child Fatalities

In 1999, 29 child fatalities occurred as a result of abuse or neglect, two fewer than the
number as reported in 1998. Of the 29 fatdities that occurred in 1999, 12 children were not
known to DY FS and eight children were actively under DY FS supervison. The remaining
nine children (or other family members) were under supervision in the past but were not
under DY FS supervison a the time of desth.

Substance Abuse

A caregiver was documented as having a substance abuse problem in 32.6% of al
abuse/neglect cases substantiated during 1999.

In 1999 DY FS substantiated 1,111 abuse/neglect reports that involved prenatal substance
abuse. These cases accounted for 12% of al substantiated abuse/neglect cases.



Under Title 9 and Title 30 of the New Jersey statutes the Division of Y outh and Family Services
(DYFS) isauthorized to investigate dlegations of abuse or neglect and requests for services
meade either by clients themsdves or on behdf of others. The Divison classfiesthe refearasit
recalves for intervention and services elther as abuse/neglect, family problems, or "other”
requests. It aso handles thousands of requests for services each year that do not require field
intervention. These are known as requedts for information and referral (I&R).

This report focuses on referrds that involve alegations of abuse and neglect, abuse/neglect
reports that are substantiated, and family problem reports that DY FS received during 1999.
Throughout the document there are tables and charts that summarize these incidents for each of
New Jersey’s 21 counties and for the state as awhole.

Specificdly, this report contains:

nationd, state, county, and municipa child abuse/neglect referrd and referrd substantiation
figures,

gate and county family problem referrd figures,

characteristics of the victims and perpetrators of child abuse and neglect;

figures on indtitutional abuse referrals and substantiated cases,

figures on child fatdities due to abuse and neglect;

the impact of substance abuse on abuse and neglect cases, and

numbers of child abuse and neglect referrals and substantiated cases by muniapdity.



I ntroduction

Most parents do not intend to harm their children or place them at risk of harm. However, the
stress of personal, work-related or family problems, or alack of knowledge about parenting may
compromise the wdll-being of families and put children at risk of harm. Child matreatment (this
term is used interchangeably with abuse and neglect or harm throughout this report) is often the
result of a combination of psychologicd, socid, Stuationa and societd factors. Some examples
include:

parents who have difficulty coping with the pressures of child rearing;

parents who lack adequate parenting skills;

parents who overreact when a child acts out because they lack experience with the various
stages of child development;

parents who may have been victims of child abuse who aso behave in physicaly aggressive
or neglectful ways towards their children because it is the only coping behavior they know;
and

parents whose inadequacies are exacerbated by alack of financia and/or adequate housing
resources, substance abuse, menta illness, domestic violence, medica problems and
unemployment.

The Mission of DYFS

It isan essentid responsibility of the Sate to creste and support conditions that permit families
and communities to nurture each child. If the family is unable to protect a child, it isin the best
interests of each child, the family, and the community that public and private resources are
mobilized to assure a safe and permanent environment for each child and to strengthen and
support the family. These are the broad gods of the child welfare system.

The mission of the Division of Y outh and Family Servicesisto ensure the sfety, permanency,
and well-being of children and to support families.

Guiding Principles

Under the umbrela of the agency's misson, the Division of Y outh and Family Services operates
within twelve guiding principles. These principles are conastent with our gods of sefety,
permanency, and well-being and are our prevailing philosophy as we serve children and families

1. Thehealth and safety of each child are paramount and the needs of the child must come
first. Put sefety first. A child's hedth and safety are the paramount concerns. Children must
not remain in homes that are unsafe nor return home without safety measures in place.

2. Planning for safety, permanency and well-being begins at intake. Initid case assessment
and planning identify the services needed to achieve safety, permanency, and well-being,
regardless of whether achild isliving a home or in an out-of-home placement. Safety,



permanency and well-being are conddered smultaneoudy throughout a child's involvement
in the child wdfare system, from intake through case closing.

. Effective case practice depends on individualized case assessment and case planning.
The case assessment, case plan, and services must be customized to the individua needs of
the child and family. Assessment must drive decision-making to ensure effective sarvice
deivery.

. Effective case practice focuses on the strengths of the family and empower s families.
Families possess certain inherent strengths and opportunities which, under favorable
conditions, they can draw upon when problems emerge. The knowledge and experiences of
family members are vauable in assessing, planning, decison-making, and ddivering

sarvices. Familieswho fed valued and respected are empowered to care for themsalves and
make changes in their own lives.

. Effective case practiceis culturally competent. Assessing, planning, decison-making, and
delivering services must occur within the culturd context of the family. The child welfare
sarvice system must operate in away that is compatible with the customs, behaviors, and
beliefs of members of distinct groups. It must respect diversity in race, ethnicity, religion,
gender, economic status, and affectiona orientation.

. Effective case practicerequirestimely and consistent decision-making and
consideration of a child's sense of time. A conggent, nurturing parent-child raionship is
critical to a child's identity, self-esteemn, and ability to trust and form relationships with

others. A child's sense of time is different from an adult's sense of time. Case practice
decisons, particularly related to placement, must be timely and take a child’s sense of time
into congideration.

. Effective case practice recognizes the importance of the birth family to a child. Children
remain emotionaly connected to their birth families, even when they are living apart or

parenta rights have been terminated. The child welfare service system must respect the

child's positive sense of hisher birth family, regardless of the family history or the long-term
case plan for achild.

. Collaboration among community partnersiskey to establishing effective services at
local, county and state levels. The child welfare agency, on its own, cannot meet the
chdlengesto prevent matreatment and provide children with a safe and permanent living
Stuation. Broad-based, multi-disciplinary collaboration is essentid to ensure effective
assessment, planning, and services for children.

. Effective case practice maintainsrespect for children, birth families, relatives, and
foster /adoptive families. The child welfare service ddivery system must respect the inherent
worth and dignity of every individud. Children and families have aright to be offered help
with their problems or Situations in a nontjudgmenta and respectful manner.



10. Effective case practice requir es outcome-based accountability. Client and system
outcomes, rather than process information, provide better measures of performance.
Establishing benchmarks for success helps to measure whether change is occurring.

11. Effective case practice requirestheredirection of resources based on outcomes and
changing needs. Assessment of strengths and needs must be ongoing, not "one-time only."
The child wdfare service ddivery system requires the flexibility to re-design servicesin
response to measured outcomes, and to meet the changing needs of the children and families
served.

12. Staff competency iscritical to effective case practice. The child wefare service ddivery
system must ensure that staff is adequately trained and receives gppropriate supports to
enable the effective use of case practice knowledge and skills. Each staff member must
continualy evauate hisher ahility to deliver effective child welfare services.

Case Screening and Assessment

DYFS dassfiesthereferrds it receives according to screening guiddines. Information that the
screening worker gathers, in consultation with a supervisor, forms the basis of the classification.
DY FS dlassifies and counts most referrds it receives as elther abuse/neglect or family problem
cases. |n addition to reports of child abuse/neglect and family problems, DY FS receives referrals
for child welfare services for juveniles, adoption services and "other" socia services, dso under
the auspices of N.J.SA. 30:4C-11. These are defined the following way:

Juvenile Services. These are requeststo DY FS from the Family Court for juvenile services
under Title 2A, requests from law enforcement agencies or a parent a the recommendation

of alaw enforcement agency to intervene in a conflict between a parent or guardian and a
juvenile regarding behaviord problems. These could include unauthorized absence from
home for more than 24 hours or unauthorized aosence from school or the commission of a
crime or disorderly persons offense.

Adoption Services. These arerequeststo DY FSfor services that include counseling,
placement of children and evauation of adoption placements made by private agencies.

Other Services. These arerequeststo DY FSfor genera socid servicestha may include
courtesy investigations for other states, home assessments for the court or probation, court
ordered supervised visitation, custody evauations, and domestic violence risk assessments.

Referrdsthat are inappropriate for DY FS intervention may be referred to other community
agencies or resources. Theseareknown as"'I&R", or Information and Referral cases. Examples
of 1&R cases include requests for housing, child care, financid support, hedth services, and so
on.

Except for I&R casesreferrals are followed by aresponse that includes persona field contacts
with families and children as well as contacts with other sources that may have information



about the family or circumstances of the case. This stage of DY FS involvement is caled the
intake process.

When DY FS receives areferral aleging abuse or neglect, aDY FS caseworker conducts a child
protective services investigation to determine whether a child has been harmed or is a risk of
harm. The purpose of the investigetion isto:

gather dl rdevant information, including information about the circumstances which led to
or may lead to harm to the child,

determine what harm the child has suffered or is at risk of suffering;

take action as necessary to ensure the current safety of the child;

assess the service needs of dl family members and begin interventions to ensure the
continued safety and wdll-being of the child and improve family functioning on alonger
range bas's;, and

determine whether a child is abused or neglected as defined in datute.

When conducting an investigation of an abuse/neglect referrd, caseworkerstry to resolve the
immediate criss and to sabilize the Stuation. After ensuring the sefety of the child, their god is
to maintain the family unit and to assess what services they need to prevent the family from
fdling into the kind of dysfunction thet can lead to further matrestment. The primary decisons
or issues congdered during the investigetion include:

Did the child suffer harm or is he/she threatened with harm as defined by State law?
Is the parent/caretaker(s) responsible for the abuse or neglect?

Do sources of corroboration or witnesses exist?

Has al evidence been obtained?

Are there any other victims?

Is abuse or neglect likely to occur in the future?

If S0, whet istheleve of risk of abuse or neglect?

Isthe child safe?

What measures may be necessary to ensure the child's safety?

Are there other children in the home who are at risk of harm?

Are there emergency needsin the family?

Are continuing services necessary to protect the child and reduce the risk of abuse or neglect
occurring in the future?

An assessment of afamily's service needs is conducted during or following a child abuse
investigation or when someone requests child welfare services. When conducting an assessment,
the DY FS worker:

evauates the circumstances of the child, his or her family and the community, including the
child's need for protection;

identifies whether the family needs child welfare services;

identifies which specific services can meet the needs of the child and the family; and
identifieswho shdl provide those services.



For family problem referrds, the information gathered during intake is dso considered as part of
the assessment, and services are offered or provided to dleviate the problem. Referrdsthat are
initidly classfied as family problem cases are reclassified as abuse/neglect if DY FS learnsthat a
child has been harmed or is a risk of harm.

During afamily assessment, the worker consders:

the nature, extent, and causes of the factors contributing to the risk of maltreatment;
the effects of the matreatment and the treatment needs of dl family members,

the individua and family srengths that can be tapped during the intervention;

the conditions/behaviors that must change for the risk of matrestment to be reduced or
eiminated; and

the family's prognosis for change.

Service Provision

Once the family assessment is complete, the worker, family and community service providers
devise acase plan together. The plan identifies the interventions they will use to andiorate the
conditions and behaviors that resulted in child abuse/neglect or the family problem. The
decisonsinclude:

the gods that must be achieved to reduce the risk of abuse/neglect and/or meet the identified
treatment needs;

the priorities among the godls,

the interventions or services that will be used to achieve the gods,

the steps or tasks that must be completed for goals to be achieved;

the respongbilities of the DY FS worker, family members and service providers,

the time frames for god achievement; and

how the case planwill be evauated to messure god achievemen.

Child abuse and neglect is complex and multidimensiond. No sngle agency, individua or
discipline has the necessary knowledge, skills and resources to provide al the assistance these
children and families need. Rather, DY FS seeks the assstance and skills of many to prevent and
dleviate the consequences of abuse.

DY FS funds and supports, through its purchase of service contracts, amyriad of programs
designed to help prevent child abuse and neglect and to further increase public awareness about
it. Servicesinclude programsthat: teach parenting skills, increase the ability of familiesto
successfully nurture their children, and provide respite care, counsdling, homemaker and child
care services. DYFS currently funds 1,123 contracts that serve more than 200,000 individuals or
their families a a cost of more than $200 million in federd and state dollars.

DY FS aso collaborates with the Children's Trust Fund (CTF), which awards child abuse and
neglect prevention grants to programs throughout the state. In 1998-1999, the New Jersey Task
Force on Child Abuse and Neglect and the CTF jointly sponsored the community-based family



resource programs grants. A total of $763,317 was awarded to 28 programs serving children and
adultsin al 21 countiesin New Jersey. Among the programs that the community-based family
resource grant support are parenting education classes for teen mothers, home visiting programs
for at-risk newborns, respite care, mentoring programs for boys and girls, support groups for
grandparents, and programs for families of substance abusers.

The New Jersey Task Force on Child Abuse and Neglect is comprised of child advocates, child
welfare, medicd, psychologica and law enforcement professionas who advocate for a multi-
disciplinary approach to treating victims of child abuse. The Task Force is charged with
improving the state's child protective services and increasing public awareness of the causes of
child abuse and neglect.

Improving Servicesto Families

During 1999, the Divison continued the work it began in 1998 to meet the gods of its Strategic
Plan. To meset these godss, the Division undertook a number of activities and developed a
number of new programs and initiatives to protect children and support families. Two notable
initiatives established during 1999 involved the Divison's partnering with faith and community-
based organizations. The following paragraphs present details on the Divisons progress with
the Strategic Plan, and an overview of these cooperative programs.

The Strategic Plan

The Divison's Strategic Plan, issued in June of 1998, established six godsto carry out its
misson. Thegodsae

Reform New Jersey’ s foster care system,

Improve safety and expedite permanency for children;

Improve the quaity and accountability of DY FS direct service and adminigtrative operation;
Enhance the professonadism of the child welfare workforce;

Improve case assessment and planning for children and families, and

Strengthen New Jersey’ s system of prevention services for at-risk children and families.

oA~ wWNE

Thefollowing are among the key events and activities that took place during 1999 that
demondtrate the Divison's progress.

The Divison initisted a comprehensve statewide foster home recruitment campaign to
increase the pool of available foster care resources, and crested atoll free telephone number -
1-877-NJFOSTER - to handle resulting inquiries. The Divison contracted with Foster and
Adoptive Family Services (formerly the New Jersey Foster Parents Association) to staff the
hotline. Foster and Adoptive Family Services digtributes "welcome" packets to prospective
foster and adoptive parent applicants within 24 hours of the inquiry. Thetoll free number for
adoptioninquiriesis 1-800-992-3678 (1-800-99ADOPT).
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DY FS began using the Parents as Tender Hedlers (PATH) 24-hour pre-servicetraining
curriculum to train gpplicants. This competency-based, child-focused and video-driven
curriculum uses foster parents as co-trainers.

The Divison implemented arevised foster care board rate structure. The new sructure
increased the monthly board rate paid to foster parents for each child in care by an average of
$100. The new structure is based on the speciaized care needs of the child and the direct
sarvices that the foster parent provides the child.

The DYFS Bureau of Licensng issued Interim Procedures for Processing New Applicants
and implemented a certification program for new foster homes. The god of this program is
to uniformly gpply and monitor foster home standards across the state.

The DYFS Bureau of Licensing initiated a program to re-certify exiging foster homes. This
program, which began in June 1999, will be phased in over atwo-year period.

Family Group Conferencing

As part of its Foster Care and Permanency Reform program, the Division developed the Family
Group Conferencing inititive. This family-centered, child-focused, strengthbased program
brings parents and extended family together when foster placement services are being considered
for their children. A neutrd facilitator conducts the conferences, which provide an opportunity

to identify and draw on family members to prevent placement or develop them as a placement
resource, and consider the vaues and culture of the family.

Through the Family Group Conferences, the Divison hopes to:
avoid placement of children where possible;
reduce the length of time in placement;
increase the likelihood of reunification by developing stronger, more effective plans for
children that focus on the strength and resources of families; and
foster agreater degree of compliance with the case plan since the family is actively involved
in its development.

The Divisgon plans to have 20 facilitators in each of the four DY FS geographic regions. Each
facilitator will attend an extensve orientation and training program.

Development Program for Expert Evaluations

In an effort to reduce delaysin permanency planning and protective service efforts, DY FS
implemented a program to augment the pool of qudified psychologists and psychiatrists
available to conduct requisite evaluations and provide expert testimony in court proceedings.
Anecdota evidence from Family Court and DY FS staff indicated that the lack of available
qudified experts was delaying court proceedings and, in ardated way, was affecting the
Divison's ability to comply with fundamenta provisons of the Adoption and Safe Families Act
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of 1997. In late 1999, the Division convened aworkgroup comprised of DY FS staff,
representatives from the legal community, psychologists, and the Rutgers Univergity School of
Socia Work to devise and implement an improvement program, the Expert Evaluator/Witness
Project. The key components of this program included:

increasing the hourly fees for conducting evauations requested by the Family Court and for
providing expert tesimony;

increasing the cap on the number of reimbursable hours per evauation;

developing arecruitment campaign;

developing athree-day training curriculum for newly recruited expert evaduators, and
developing standard outlines for psychologicd referrds and evauation reports.

A successful statewide recruitment campaign was initiated in the spring of 2000. Three cohorts
of newly recruited psychologists and psychiatrists were trained.

In 2001, the Divison plansto 1) continue recruitment (concentrating on the southern half of the
date) and training, 2) develop and formalize structures for providing ongoing supervison and
support to expert evaluators and witnesses, and 3) to finalize minimum standards and formats for
evauation requests from DY FSfield staff and for expert reports.

Partner ship Programs. Community Hills Housing

The Community Hills Housing program, developed by the New Community Corporation (NCC)
of Newark, has earmarked 40 of its 206 affordable two and three bedroom townhouses for foster
parents from Essex and adjoining counties. In addition to offering below market interest rates,

the program includes an on-site day care center and other servicesto participating residents to
grengthen family life and create a safe environment for children.

Partner ship Programs. Home Owner ship for Permanency Program (HOPP)

The New Jersey Housing and Mortgage Finance Agency has teamed with DY FS to offer this
program to provide $8 million to assist low and moderate income adoptive families to either
purchase a home or make needed repairs or renovations on their current home. HOPP serves
parents who seek to adopt hard to place children such as sibling groups, older children, and those
with specia needs.



Definitions Used In The Report

Child Abuse and Neglect

Under N. J. S. A. 9:6-8.21a, DYFS classifies cases as child abuse or neglect according to the
following legd definition:

An abused child means a child less than 18 years of age:

]

whose parent or guardian inflicts, or dlows to be inflicted upon such child, physicd injury by
other than accidental means, which causes or crestes a substantial risk of death, or serious or
protracted disfigurement, or protracted impairment of physica or emotiona hedlth or
protracted loss or impairment of the function of any bodily organ;

whose parent or guardian cregtes or alows to be crested a substantial or ongoing risk of
physicd injury to such child by other than accidental means which would be likely to cause
death or serious or protracted disfigurement, or protracted loss or impairment of the function

of any bodily organ;

whose parent or guardian commits or alows to be committed an act of sexud abuse againgt
the child,

whaose physical, mental or emotiond condition has been impaired or isin imminent danger of
becoming impaired as the result of the failure of his or her parent or guardian to exercisea
minimum degree of care:

in supplying the child with adequate food, clothing, shelter, education, medica or surgica
care, though financidly able to do o, or though offered financia or other reasonable
means to do so; or

in providing the child with proper supervison or guardianship, by unreasonebly inflicting
or dlowing to be inflicted harm, or substantia risk thereof, including the infliction of
excessive corpora punishment; or by any other acts of asmilarly serious nature requiring
the aid of the court;

who has been willfully abandoned by his or her parent or guardian;

upon whom excessive physical restraint has been used under circumstances which do not
indicate that the child's behavior is harmful to herself or himsdf, others or property; or

who isin an ingtitution other than aday school, and:
has been placed there inappropriately for a continued period of time with the knowledge

that the placement has resulted or may continue to result in harm to the child’s menta or
physca well-being; or



has been willfully isolated from ordinary socia contact under circumstances which indicate
emotiona or socid deprivation.

It isimportant to note that DYFSinvestigates allegations of child abuse and neglect when they
involve person(s) who have control, custody or guardianship over the child. The police
investigate other incidents including acts between adults and children or between two or more
children under the age of 18, when thereis no custodial relationship between the alleged
perpetrator and the child. The New Jersey statutes (N.J.S.A. 9:6-8.21a) define a caretaker or
custodian asfollows:

“Parent or guardian” means any natura parent, adoptive parent, foster parent, stepparent, or
any person, who has assumed responsibility for the care, custody or control of achild or upon
whom thereisalegd duty for such care. Parent or guardian includes a teacher, employee or
volunteer, whether compensated or uncompensated, of an ingtitution who is responsible for
the child's welfare and any other Saff person of an indtitution regardless of whether or not the
person is responsible for the care or supervision of the child. Parent or guardian aso includes
ateaching staff member or other employee, whether compensated or uncompensated, of a day
schoal, as defined in section 1 of PL 1974, c. 119 (C.9:6-8.21).

Substantiated Child Abuse and Neglect

The DYFS case practice guideines identify four eements that form the basis for adecison
whether to substantiate abuse or neglect:

1) whether the victim isachild (under 18 years of age); 2) whether the perpetrator is a parent or
caregiver; 3) whether the actions of the parent or caregiver were necessary, justified, reasonable,
and/or appropriate; and 4) whether serious harm or substantia risk of serious harm as defined in
N.JSA. 9:6-8.21c resulted from the parent’ S/caretaker’ s action or inaction. Risk of harm must
be evaduated in terms of specific factors, including, for example, the child’s age, size, emotiond
state and capacity to protect him or hersalf and the presence of any handicaps or physica
limitations or condiitions.

Family Problems

DY FSreceives many referrds each year that require an assessment of the need for services, and
where abuse or neglect is not evident. Many of these referras require services to familiesto
prevent or reduce the likelihood that abuse or neglect, as defined by law, will occur. Aswith
abuse/negllect cases, "family problem” referrds are followed by a response that includes persona
contacts with the family and others who may have information relevant to the assessment. The
information that the caseworker gathers describes the family's problems and service needs, and
whether continued DY FS involvement is gppropriate.

DY FS provides services to families directly, through the purchase of services by contract, or by

referral to other community resources under N.J.S.A. 30:4C-11 when the welfare of the child
will be endangered without proper care and custody. N.J.SA. 30:4C-11 states:
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"Whenever it shal gppear that any child within this State is of such circumstances that the
child'swelfare will be endangered unless proper care or custody is provided, an application
setting forth the facts in the case may be filed with the Divison of Y outh and Family
Services by a parent or other relative of such child, by aperson sanding in loco parentisto
such child, by aperson or association or agency or public officid having a specid interest in
such child or by the child himsalf, seeking that the Divison accept and provide such care or
custody of such child as the circumstances may require.”

The reasons for referrd for family problemsthat DY FS uses appear in aphabetica order in the
lists below. For the purposes of this report, they are categorized as child-related or parent-related
problems. DY FS codes these behaviors or circumstances, when found in acase, asfamily
problems and provides or arranges for services accordingly when the circumstances of the case
do not rise to the legd definition of abuse or neglect.

Child-Related Family Problems
1. Alcohol Abuse-- achild has an dcohol dependency problem;
2. Adolescent Parent -- achild s parent or primary caregiver isaminor (under age
18) and needs counseling or other assistance or support services.
3. Devedopmentdly Disabled -- achild is diagnosed as developmentally disabled,
4. Emationd -- achild's behavior is causing adisturbance or disruption in the
home, school or community;
5. Medicd -- achild needs specidized medicd care or has serious medica
problems;

Pregnant -- a pregnant minor needs counsding or other assistance;

Psychiatric -- achild has adiagnosed psychiatric disorder;

8. Shling of Child Referred for Abuse/Neglect -- achild requires serviceswho is
the sibling of a child who is dready the subject of areferra dleging abuse or
neglect;

9. SDS (Sudden Infant Desth Syndrome) -- a previoudy hedthy infant dies
suddenly from no known cause;

10. Drug Abuse -- achild has a drug dependency or drug abuse problem;

11. Sexud Assault/Activities-- a child is sexudly assaulted by other than a caretaker
(these cases arereferred to the County Prosecutor for investigation), or children
engage in inappropriate sexud activities that are beyond the parent’ s knowledge
or control.

No

Parent-Related Family Problems

1. Parent-Alcohol Abuse-- aparent abuses or is dependent on acohal;

2. Domedtic Violence -- thereis aleged spousd abuse or violence between adult
members of a household;

3. Emoctiond -- a parent is overwhemed due to life stresses such as maritd
problems, care of severd young children, lack of socid supports or is unable to
provide congstent child care or maintain needed relationships with other adults;

4. Family of Perpetrator -- the named perpetrator in another case has afamily with
children of hisown;

5. Hnandd -- aparent cannot bring serious money management problems under
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10.

11.

control or has inadequate income;

Homelessness -- afamily is currently or about to become homeless, or afamily
livesin housing thet is grosdy inadequate or that isin severe disrepair;

Lack of Supervison -- achild is not recaiving adequate supervison from the
parent or caregiver, but the incident does not rise to the level of “neglect” under
state Statute;

Medica -- aparent’smedica condition is causing sressin the family
necesstating supportive services or counsding;

Parenting Issues/Concerns -- a parent lacks necessary skills or knowledge to
adequatdly parent, nurture, simulate or properly care for achild;

Psychidric --a parent has a diagnosed psychiatric disorder which isimpacting on
his or her daly functioning and parenting responsibilities; and

Drug Abuse -- a parent engages in drug abuse or has a drug dependency.
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National Incidence of Child Abuse and Neglect

It isdifficult to say with certainty how many children each year are victims of abuse and neglect
in the United States. Reports of nationd datistics prepared or commissioned by government
agencies and advocacy organizations are rife with footnotes detalling differences among the
datesin their definitions of child abuse, screening and assessment decision making, counting
methods, and systems for identifying victims. Some studies that are done use complex
methodol ogies to estimate the incidence of abuse and neglect from sample data; othersrely on
survey data compiled from some or dl of the tates or reported to computerized nationa data
systems.

The most prominent source of nationa abuse/neglect statistics that compiles actud data from dl

of the States isthe Nationa Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS). It usesthe State
data to produce an annua report on aleged matrestment, digpositions of investigations, and data
on the victims and perpetrators of known maltreatment. Its figures include children whose
investigation resulted in a disposition of either subgtantiated or “indicated” child matreatment.
Forty-saven states reported substantiation figures and nine states reported both substantiated and
"indicated” figures (figures for New Jersey in this report include only those children whose
abuse/neglect investigation was substantiated. New Jersey does not use the "indicated” category
among its dispogitions).

In the latest report produced from NCANDS data, Child Maltrestment 1999, ‘the U. S,
Department of Health and Human Services reported that during 1999 child protective services
agencies investigated more than 1,796,000 reports aleging child matrestment involving an
estimated 2,974,000 children. Approximately 826,000 of these children were determined to be
abused or neglected, or about 29.2% of the total reported. The child maltreatment victimization
rate of 11.8 per thousand children in the population is a decrease from the 1998 rate of 12.6
children per thousand, and the sixth consecutive decrease overal.

In 1999, 56 % of victims suffered neglect, an additiona 2.4% were medicaly neglected; 21.3%
were physicaly abused; 11.3% were sexually abused; and 7.7 % were emotionaly maltreated.
Professionas including educators, medica staff, law enforcement, socid service personnd and
others submitted the mgority of reports (54.7%) aleging child matrestment. Nonprofessonds
induding family members, aleged victims and other community members made the remaining
45.3% of reports. The four most common report sources were education personnd (15%), lega
or law enforcement personnd (13.6%), anonymous or unknown reporters (12.2%), and socia
service personnd (13.2%).

A second prominent source of nationa child abuse/neglect Satistics -- Prevent Child Abuse
America (PCAA) -- estimated that 3,154,000 children were reported to child protective services
agencies as adleged victims of abuse or neglect in 1998 (the most recent year that data were
available). About one million of these reports were confirmed. Where the NCANDS reports are
produced from actua data files submitted to them, the PCAA datais captured viasurvey. Inits

1 U. S. Department of Health and Human Services, Administration for Children, Y outh and Families, Children's
Bureau. Child Maltreatment 1999. Contract # ACF-105-99-9801. A copy of the report may be downloaded from
http://www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/ch.




1998 Fifty State survey, PCAA found avictimization rate of 14 children per 1,000. PCAA
reported that 51% of reported cases involved neglect, 25% involved physica abuse, 10%
involved sexua abuse, 3% involved emationd abuse, and 11% involved other forms of
maltrestment.

In terms of the percentages of the types of reports, 1999 figures for New Jersey were Smilar to
those in both nationa reports for neglect and physica abuse cases. 58% of dl reports involved
neglect and 30.2%, physical abuse. The percentage of reports for sexua and emotional abuse
were somewhat lower in New Jersey, and New Jersey aso reports "multiple types' of
maltreatment as a separate category. Details by type of maltrestment appear later in this report.

Consequences of Child Abuse

In addition to the initid and immediate pain endured by the victims of abuse and neglect, many
uffer long-term consequences that impact their physical, intellectual, emotiona and socid
development and well-being. In arecent article, Lesa Bethea (1999), drawing on the work of
others noted that among these consequences were delays in reaching developmenta milestones,
refusal to attend school, separation anxiety disorders, increased likelihood of future substance
abuse, aggressive behaviors, high-risk hedlth behaviors, crimind activity, abnorma
preoccupation with illness, depressive and affective disorders, persondity disorders, post-
traumatic stress disorder, panic attacks, schizophrenia, and abuse of their own children and
spouses.t  Kdly et d (1997) notes that a history of child maltrestment nearly doubles the risk
that teenagers will experience multiple problems during adolescence. They cite as consegquences
agreater likelihood among mdtreated youth of delinquency, teen pregnancy, drug use, low
academic achievement, mental hedlth problems, and multiple problem behaviors?

Causes of Child Abuse

Many studies have been done that identify factors associated with the risk of child matreatment.
Early research efforts focused on the behavior or characteristics of parents as the cause of abuse
and neglect. These efforts proved to be inadequate, however, since the models failed to account
for the occurrence of different forms of abuse that some children suffer.

Since 1993 there has been a shift away from cause and effect research modelsto a broad
ecologica approach that considers characterigtics of the individua, family, community and
society as contributors to the occurrence of child abuse. Some of the factors found to be related
to child matrestment include:

Community/Society: high crimerate, lack of socia services, poverty, and unemployment.

! Bethea, Lesa, M. D. (March 15, 1999) Primary Prevention of Child Abuse American Family Physician.
http://www.aaf p.org/af p/990315ap/1577.html.

2 Kelley, Barbara Tatem, Terrence B. Thornberry, Ph. D. and Carolyn A. Smith, Ph. D. |n the Wake of Childhood
Maltreatment. Juvenile Justice Bulletin. August 1997. http://www.ncjrs.org/victjuv.htm. A synopsisof the article
isavailable at http://www.tyc.state.tx.us/prevention/juvvict.htm.




Parent-related: persond history of physical or sexud abuse as a child, teenage parenthood,
single parenthood, substance abuse, poor coping skills, low self-esteem, emotiona
immaturity, known history of child abuse, lack of socid support, domestic violence, lack of
parenting skills, history of mental hedlth problems, multiple young children, unwanted
pregnancy, and denid of pregnancy.

Child-related: pre-maturity, low birth weight, and handicap>

Thereisdso someindication that the number of risk factors present in familiesisrelated to the
likelihood of abuse and neglect. Inalongitudind study of 644 families, Brown et d (1998)
found that the prevaence of abuse or neglect increased substantidly, from three percent when no
risk factors were present to 24 percent when four or more risk factors were present. This study
looked at 39 risk factors grouped into four categories: demographic risks, family characterigtics,
parenting and parent-child, and child characteristics. Examples of the factors they studied
include large family size, maternd education, maternd aienation, low parental warmth, and
maladaptive parentd personality traits*

% LesaBethea, Op. cit.

4 Brown, J., Cohen, P., Johnson, J. G. and Salzinger, S. (1998) A Longitudinal Analysis of Risk Factors for Child
Maltreatment: Findings of a17 Y ear Prospective Study of Officially Recorded and Self Recorded Child Abuseand
Neglect. Child Abuse and Neglect 22 (11). pp 1065-1078.




Child Abuse and Neglect in New Jersey -- 1999 Referrals

DY FS screening staff classify the referras they receive ether as abuse/neglect, family problem,
juvenile services, adoption, or "other." Referrdsthat are classified as dbuse/neglect are clearly
defined by State statute. Most other referras that do not rise to the statutory level of
abuse/neglect are classfied as family problems. Those classfied as family problem referrds
usualy require service intervention and support to prevent the crisis or problem from escaating
and placing the child at risk of abuse or neglect (refer to the Introduction for the statutory
definition of abuse/neglect).

All Referrals

DY FSreceived atota of 77,921 referrds for intervention and services during 1999. The
totasinclude 39,276 referras for abuse and neglect, 34,445 referras for family problems,
1,178 referras for juvenile services, 57 for adoption services, and 2,965 "other” service
requedts. In addition, DY FS received 4,922 requests for information that its staff referred to
an gppropriate service or information provider (I&R's).

AsTable 1 shows, the total number of referras (excluding I& R's) decreased by 1,597 from
the number received in 1998.

Table 1: Annual Number of Referralsto DYFS by Type Since 1995

1999 1998 1997 1996 1995
Type of Referral n % n % n % n % n %
Abuse/Neglect 39,276 | 504% | 40228 | 50.6% | 42,795| 545% | 37,179| 5L7% | 28924 | 42.7%
Family Problems 34445 | 44.2% | 34,866| 438% | 31,569| 40.2% | 30,638| 42.6% | 34,760 | 51.3%
Other Services 2965 | 3.8% 3152 | 4.0% 2851 | 3.6% 2644 37% 2414 3.6%
Juvenile Services 1178 | 15% 1177 15% 1280 16% 1336 19% 1544 | 2.3%
Adoption Services 57 | 01% 95| 01% 97| 01% 131 0.2% 136| 02%
Total 77,921 | 100% | 79,518 | 100% |78,592| 100% |71,928| 100% |67,778| 100%
Information and Referral (I&R)] 4,922 [ 5,208 | 5,436 | 8,062 | 8,673

Child abuse and neglect and family problem referrds historically comprise at least 94% of dll
referrasthat DY FS receives.

For the third consecutive yesar, the proportion of al referras received by DY FS intake staff
classfied asfamily problem cases increased while the proportion of abuse/neglect referras
decreased.



Figure 1: Proportion of Referrals by Type
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Table 2: Percent of All Referrals by Type

abuse and neglect and family problem Family Abuse/ Total
referralsin 1999. 73,588 came from Problem | Neglect |Number of
sources within New Jersey and 133 County Referrals | Referrals | Referrals
were received on New Jersey children Essex 40.3% 59.7% 9,886
for incidents that occurred in another Camden 37.8% 62.2% 6,464
date. Hudson 50.2% 49.8% 6,006
Monmouth 44.6% 55.4% 5,693
Essex County -- with the largest child Passaic 54.1% 45.9% 5,573
largest number of abuseand neglect and M er cer 46.0% >4.0% 4,371
family problem referrdsin the state Bergen L5% 28.5% 3,644
(9,886, or 13.4% of the state total). Union 45.3% oA4.7% 3,290
Ocean 26.2% 73.8% 3,272
Table 2 and Figure 2 show the relative Burlington ;‘?gﬁ;" ggg?;’ g égg
proportion of abuse/neglect to family Morris 070 70 '
Atlantic 41.1% 58.9% 2,705
problem referrals reported for each
. . Cumberland 46.3% 53.7% 2,591
County. Counties at the top of Figure 2 3
(Morris, Bergen, Sussex, Passaic Gloucester 39.1% 60.9% 1,959
. ' ' ' Warren 49.9% 50.2% 1,605
Middlesex, and Hudson) show alarger 5 307 =701 1578
rtion of family problem referrds CapeMay i ahd '
D ot reteele. The Somer set 290% | 5L0% 1413
2heg . Sussex 658% | 342% 1,003
proportion of abuseneglect is larger Salem A74% | 526% 1,055
then family problem r.dﬁr rﬁ‘Sfor the Hunterdon 202% | 508% 555
remaining counties, with the proportion Total 76 5% =350 73588

increasing toward the bottom of the
figure

Thetotal of 73,588 referrals came from sources within New Jersey. It excludes
133 referrals received on children from New Jersey for incidents that occurred

out-of-state.



Figure2: Abuse/Neglect & Family Problem Referrals- Proportions by County
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Table 3 on page 7 shows the combined statewide rate for both abuse/neglect and family problem
referrals per 1,000 children under 18 years of age living in each County. The datain the table
show:

Statewide, 36.4 of every 1,000 children were the subject of afamily problem or abuse/neglect
report. Thisfigure is down dightly from the number reported for 1998 (37.8).

Cape May, Cumberland, Sdlem, and Warren Counties had rates in excess of 61 per 1,000
children. Mercer and Essex Counties reported more than 50 per 1,000. Bergen and
Hunterdon Counties had the smallet ratesin the state -- fewer than 20 per 1,000 children.




What accounts for the large differences
among Countiesin the rate of referrals
DYFSreceves? Thereare many factors
associated with child abuse or neglect.
Asdiscussed earlier, studies have linked
characteridtics, conditionsand
circunmstances of parents, children,
family and community to maltreatment.
Another measure that has been found
condgently to be associated with child
maltreatment is poverty. Table 3 shows
thisrelationship for New Jersey. For the
most part, counties that rank higher in
child poverty also show larger referral
ratesfor child maltreatment and family
problems.

Table 3: Abuse/Neglect & Family Problem Referrals

Rate Per 1,000 Children

County Rank
Family Abuse & Rate per on % Children
Problem Neglect Total 1,000 Under 18 Years
County Referrals | Referrals |Referrals| Children® Poverty®
CapeMay 400 1,178 1,578 68.3 6
Cumberland 1,200 1,391 2,591 67.0 3
Salem 500 555 1,055 61.4 8
Warren 800 805 1,605 61.2 14
M er cer 2,010 2,361 4,371 54.7 10
E ssex 3,982 5,904 9,886 51.8 2
Atlantic 1,113 1,592 2,705 45,9 7
Hudson 3,018 2,988 6,006 45.9 1
Camden 2,445 4,019 6,464 45.6 5
Passaic 3,015 2,558 5,573 43.7 4
Monmouth 2,537 3,156 5,693 36.2 15
Middlesex 2,553 2,251 4,804 29.3 13
Union 1,492 1,798 3,290 285 9
Gloucester 765 1,194 1,959 27.8 12
Ocean 856 2,416 3,272 27.3 11
Sussex 719 374 1,093 26.1 19
Morris 2,028 805 2,833 25.9 20
Burlington 1,440 1,758 3,198 25.2 16
Somer set 692 721 1,413 21.2 18
Bergen 2,607 1,037 3,644 19.8 17
Hunterdon 273 282 555 17.9 21
Total 34,445 39,143 73,588 36.4
(2) Includes children under age 18. Rates are based on population estimates as of July 1, 1999. S

Estimates for Counties by Age and Sex: Annual Time Series July 1, 1990 to July 1, 1999. U.S.C
Population Division.

(2) Source of county poverty estimates: New Jersey Department of Labor. Estimated Number and
Percent Poor for Total Persons, Persons Under 18, and Related Children Age 5 to 17 and Estimated
Median Household Income by County: New Jersey 1997.

Historical Overview of Key Child Maltreatment Statistics

The table bel ow offers a snapshot of child maltreatment and family problem referrals that DYFS has received during the six-
year period 1994 to 1999. Since 1994, there has been a steady decline in the percentage of substantiated abuse/neglect
referralsand, until 1999, a steady increase in the number of referrals received per 1,000 children living in New Jersey.

1999 1998 1997 1996 1995

Abuse/Neglect Reports:
Number of Abuse/Neglect Reports 39,276 40,228 42,795 37,179 28,924
Number of Reports Per 1,000 Children* 19.4 21.5 20.2 19.1 15.1
Substantiated Abuse/Neglect:
Number of Substantiated Reports 9,222 9,851 11,065 10,537 9,279

Percent of Abuse/Neglect Substantiated 23.5% 24.5% 25.9% 28.3% 32.1%
Number Substantiated Per 1,000 Children* 45 5.0 5.6 5.7 51
Family Problem Reports:
Number of Family Problem Reports 34,445 34,866 31,569 30,638 34,760
Number of Reports Per 1,000 Children* 17.0 17.6 15.9 16.1 18.1

* Number of resident children per county is based on 1994-1999 US Census Bureau estimates




Child Abuse and Neglect
Abuse/Neglect Referrals

DY FSreceived atotal of 39,276 child abuse and neglect referrasin 1999. Of this number,
al but 133 involved incidents that occurred within New Jersey. Thetota representsa

decrease of 952 referrads (2.4%) from the number reported in 1998.
Table 4: Abuse/Neglect Referrals
Rate Per 1,000 Children

Statewide, DY FS received 19.4

abuse/neglect referras per 1,000 children Atl)\luusrg/ﬁler ?::ct R‘i‘tgo%er
from sources within New Jersey during 1999 ™ )
. County Referrals Children

(Table 4). The number per 1,000 children CaneMa 1178 510
decreased by 0.8 from the number reported b y : -

Cumberland 1,391 36.0
for 1998.

Salem 555 32.3
Essex County reported the largest absolute Essex 5,904 31.0
number of child abuse and neglect reports Warren 805 30.7
(5,904). The smalest number was recorded M er cer 2,361 29.6
in Hunterdon County (282). When the Camden 4,019 28.4
number of reportsis viewed asarate -- to Atlantic 1,592 27.0
alow county-to-county comparisons -- Cape Hudson 2988 28
May County had the highest rate of

: Ocean 2,416 20.2

abuse/neglect referrals per 1,000 children Posa > 558 201
(51), and Bergen County had the lowest rate assaIc 95 :
(5.6). Monmouth 3,156 20.1

Gloucester 1,194 17.0
The number of abuse/neglect referras Union 1,798 15.6
decreased in 11 counties between 1998 and Burlington 1,758 13.8
1999 (Table 5). The largest percentage Middlesex 2,251 13.7
decrease occurred in Salem (14.4%), Bergen Somer set 721 10.8
(135%), Essex (133%), and Warren (13%) Hunterdon 282 9.1
Coun'gles The remaining counties that SUssex 374 89
experienced a decrease were Sussex Morr 05 =
(10.7%), Camden (9.6%), Middlesex (9.2%), orris :
Monmouth (8.7%), Cumberland (6.6%), Bergen 1,037 5.6
Passaic (6.2%), and Gloucester (4.8%). Total 39,143 194

(2) Includes children under age 18. Rates are based on population
estimates as of July 1, 1999. Source: Population Estimates for
Counties by Age and Sex: Annua Time Series July 1, 1990 to July 1,
1999. U.S. Census Bureau, Population Division.

(2) The total excludes 133 referras on NJ children that occurred out-
of -state.

Among the Counties that had increased
referrds, the largest percentage increases
occurred in Mercer (52%) and Somerset
(48.4%).



Table5: Child Abuse/Neglect Referrals 1996 through 1999

98-'99 Difference

1999 1998 1997 1996 n Percent

M er cer 2,361 1553 2,249 1,529 808 52.0%
Somer set 721 486 380 275 235 48.4%
Hunter don 282 252 339 289 0 11.9%
CapeMay 1,178 1,083 992 749 95 8.8%
Morris 805 760 736 727 45 5.9%
Union 1,798 1,707 2,095 1,876 o1 5.3%
Atlantic 1,592 1516 1,539 1,526 76 5.0%
Ocean 2416 2,310 2,686 2,318 106 4.6%
Hudson 2,988 2,870 3,202 2,947 118 4.1%
Burlington 1,758 1,732 1,566 1,634 26 15%
Gloucester 1,194 1,254 1,299 1,079 -60 -4.8%
Passaic 2,558 2,726 2,896 2623 -168 -6.2%
Cumberland 1,301 1,490 1,455 1,098 -99 -6.6%
M onmouth 3,156 3458 3,552 2,607 -302 -8.7%
Middlesex 2,251 2,480 2,521 1,965 -229 -9.2%
Camden 4,019 4,444 4,968 4,418 -425 -9.6%
Sussex 374 419 448 588 -45 -10.7%
Warren 805 925 962 836 -120 -13.0%
Essex 5,004 6,300 6,499 5,994 -905 -13.3%
Bergen 1,037 1,199 1,486 1,271 -162 -135%
Salem 555 648 793 680 -93 -14.4%
Out of State™” 133 107 132 100 26 24.3%
Total 39,276 | 40,228 | 42,795 | 37,179 -952 -2.4%

(1) These are referrals on NJ children for incidents that occurred out-of-state.

The number of abuse/neglect referrals has increased every year since 1996 in Cape May,
Morris, and Somerset Counties. The percentage change in referrds over that span of time
ranged from 10.7% in Morris County to 162.2% in Somerset County. Referrals decreased
every year snce 1996 only in Sussex County (36.4%).

Figure 3: Types of Reported Abuse/Neglect
Types of Reported Abuse/Neglect

Multiple Types

Emotional Abuse
5.0%

Sexual Abuse . 11%

Asit hasin other years, child neglect 5706
accounted for the mgjority of al

abuse/neglect referrasin 1999 (58%).

Physica abuse referrals accounted for

another 30.2% of child abuse referrds.

The percentages for al categories appear

inFigure 3.

n=39,276



In 1999, there was areversd in the four-year statewide trend that saw the percentage of
neglect referrals increase and physica abuse referras decrease dowly but steedily (Table 6).

Table 6: Types of Reported Abuse/Neglect - 1995 through 1999

1009 | 1998 1997 1996 1995
Neglect 58.0% | 58.3% | 57.8% | 57.3% | 46.9%
Physical Abuse 30.2% | 29.9% | 30.2% | 30.4% | 37.9%
Sexual Abuse 57%| 60% | 58%| 62%| 9.2%
Emotional Abuse 11% | 1.0% | 09% | 1.1% | 14%
Multiple Types 50% | 4.8% | 53%| 50%]| 45%

Table 7 below displays the specific types of child abuse and neglect reported by county. Asin

prior years, neglect is by far the most prevaent form of matreatment reported to DYFS. Nearly
gx of every ten reports involved neglect during 1999.

More than hdf of dl referrdsinvolved neglect in 15 counties. Cape May County reported a

larger percentage of neglect referrds (73.3%) and a smdler percentage of physica abuse
referrals (14.9%) than any other county.

Only Bergen County reported alarger percentage of physica abuse (48.8%) than neglect

(35.8%) referrals.

Table 7: Specific Types of Reported Child Abuse/Neglect by County

Physical Abuse |Emotional Abuse| Sexual Abuse Neglect Multiple Types | County

Number % Number | % Number | % Number | % Number [ % Total

Atlantic 443 | 27.8% 10 0.6% 109 6.8% 963 | 605% 67 4.2% 1592
Bergen 506 | 48.8% 20 19% 103 9.9% 371 | 3B8% 37 3.6% 1,037
Burlington 543 | 30.9% 24 14% 93 5.6% 1012 | 57.6% 81 4.6% 1,758
Camden 1,085 | 27.0% 40 1.0% 165 4.1% 2500 | 622% 229 5.7% 4,019
CapeMay 176 | 14.9% 4 0.3% 61 5.2% 863 | 73.3% 74 6.3% 1,178
Cumberland 441 | 3L.7% 13 0.9% 115 8.3% 758 | 545% 64 4.6% 1,391
Essex 637 | 30.2% 24 1.1% 112 5.3% 1,234 58.5% 102 4.8% 2,109

Newark City 790 | 20.8% 16 0.4% 167 4.4% 2,658 70.0% 164 4.3% 3,795

Essex Total 1427 | 24.2% 40 0.7% 279 A7% 3892 | 659%| 266 45% 5904
Gloucester 351 | 294% 6 0.5% 55 4.6% 725 | 60.7% 57 4.8% 1,194
Hudson 1232 | 41.2% 35 12% 212 7.1% 1405 | 47.0%| 104 35% 2,988
Hunterdon 0 | 31.9% 1 3.9% 20 7.1% 136 | 48.2% 25 8.9% 282
M er cer 700 | 29.6% 1 0.5% 123 5.2% 1432 | 60.7% 9%5 4.0% 2,361
Middlesex 721 | 32.0% 75 3.3% 126 5.6% 1260 | 56.0% 69 3.1% 2251
Monmouth 891 | 28.2% 27 0.9% 114 3.6% 1897 | 601%| 227 7.2% 3,156
Morris 286 | 355% 2 2.7% 87 | 108% 373 | 46.3% 37 4.6% 805
Ocean 504 | 20.9% A 14% 95 3.9% 1602 | 66.3% 181 7.5% 2416
Passaic 970 | 37.9% 25 10% 147 5.7% 1253 | 49.0%| 163 6.4% 2,558
Salem 193 | 34.8% 1 0.2% 24 7.9% 286 | 515% 31 5.6% 555
Somer set 257 | 35.6% 23 3.2% 55 7.6% 358 | 49.7% 28 3.9% 721
Sussex 126 | 337% 2 0.5% 23 6.1% 215 | 57.5% 8 2.1% 374
Union 611 | 34.0% 13 0.7% 129 7.2% 968 | 538% 77 4.3% 1,798
Warren 267 | 33.2% 1 0.1% 32 4.0% 474 | 58.9% 31 3.9% 805
Out of State® 13 | 3% 0 0.0% HA | 256% 52 | 39.1% 4 3.0% 133
Total 11,863 |30.2% | 437 1.1% | 2,226 5.7% | 22,795 | 58.0%| 1,955 5.0% | 39,276

(1) These are referrals on NJ children for incidents that occurred out of state..
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Substantiated Child Abuse and Neglect

DYFSfidd saff substantiated atotal of 9,222 of the 39,276 (23.5%) child abuse and neglect
referrals they received in 1999.

The percentage of child abuse and neglect referrals that have been substantiated has
continued to decrease, continuing atrend that began in 1994. Thelinein Figure 4 depicts
thistrend for the five years between 1995 and 1999.

Figure 4. Child Abuse Referrals, Substantiated Cases & Substantiation Percentages Since 1995

40,000 T .
32.‘1N28'3/0 T 30%
~
35,000 T \ 25.9%
\\ 24.5%
—— T 25%
30,000 T & 235%
2]
®
o 1 T 20%
3 25,000
4
5 —1
o) 1 Referrals
2 20,000 T 15%
>
z I \|ymber Substantiated
15,000 T
—&— Percent Substantiated + 10%
10,000 T
T 5%
5,000 T
0 - 0%
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
C—Referrals 28924 37179 42795 40228 39143
B\ mber Substantiated 9279 10537 11065 9851 9222
| A— percent Substantiated 0.321 0.283 0.259 0.245 0.236

Table 8 on page 12 shows that Sdlem County DY FS staff substantiated alarger percentage of
abuse/neglect referrds than saff in any other County (40.9%). The County with the second
highest percentage was Union (30.4%). More than one-quarter (27.7%) of the Union County
substantiated referrals came from police, whose referrds tend to have a higher probability of
subgtantiation than referrals from most other sources. A closer look in thisinstance shows

referral source seemed to have little relationship to the Sdem County substantiation rate (Tables
12 and 13 on pages 16 and 17, respectively contain information about the source of abuse/neglect
referralsin each County).

The percentage of substantiated referrasincreased in seven of New Jersey's 21 counties and
decreased in 14 counties compared with 1998 figures. In three of these saven counties --
Hudson, Monmouth and Sdem -- DY FS gtaff substantiated a somewhat larger percentage of
referrals from particular sourcesin 1999 compared to 1998. DY FS gaff in Hudson County

11

Per cent Substantiated



substantiated a larger percentage of police and school referrals in 1999 (48.9% combined)
compared with 1998 (36.9% combined). In the other two counties -- Monmouth and Sdlem -
- DYFS staff substantiated alarger percentage of referrals from anonymous sources and
community groupsin 1999 compared with 1998. In Monmouth County, the combined
percentage in 1999 was 13.5% in 1999 compared with 7% in 1998. The corresponding
Salem County percentages were 14.1% in 1999 and 2.9% in 1998.

Salem County had the largest percentage change in substantiated cases between 1998 and
1999: 8.8% more referras were substantiated in 1999 compared to 1998. The largest
decrease between 1998 and 1999 occurred in Warren County (9%).

Table 8: Child Abuse/Neglect Substantiation Percentages by County
1995 through 1999

1998-1999
1999 | 1998 | 1997 | 1996 | 1995 Difference

Atlantic 21.5% | 19.5% | 21.2% | 27.1% | 38.3% 2.0%
Bergen 25.3% | 23.8% | 32.4% | 27.5% | 25.0% 1.5%
Burlington 238% | 25.9% | 30.5% | 25.1% | 30.9% -2.1%
Camden 23.9% | 24.5% | 26.1% | 29.5% | 35.8% -0.6%
CapeMay 26.6% | 32.4% | 32.1% | 28.7% | 33.4% -5.8%
Cumberland 25.2% | 25.1% | 21.9% | 27.4% | 32.2% 0.1%

Essex 25.1% | 30.9% | 31.5% | 39.3% | 43.4% -5.8%

Newark City 31.0% [ 32.5% | 37.2% | 41.5% | 51.7% -1.5%
Essex Total 28.9% | 32.0% | 35.3% | 40.8% | 48.5% -3.1%
Gloucester 19.8% | 17.4% | 19.7% | 20.1% | 19.6% 2.4%
Hudson 18.6% | 13.6% | 18.3% | 19.8% | 25.7% 5.0%
Hunterdon 17.0% | 21.0% | 16.5% | 17.0% | 23.9% -4.0%
Mer cer 19.3% | 23.7% | 25.9% | 31.5% | 32.9% -4.4%
Middlesex 23.3% | 24.7% | 22.8% | 23.4% | 25.3% -1.4%
M onmouth 21.8% | 17.3% | 22.4% | 28.3% | 29.7% 4.5%
Morris 18.8% | 20.3% | 26.9% | 26.7% | 29.1% -1.5%
Ocean 20.0% | 20.5% | 19.4% | 21.1% | 26.0% -0.5%
Passaic 22.4% | 25.5% | 26.3% | 27.7% | 26.5% -3.1%
Salem 40.9% | 32.1% | 32.0% | 32.8% | 41.2% 8.8%
Somer set 18.7% | 25.1% | 28.4% | 26.9% | 34.4% -6.4%
Sussex 28.6% | 31.5% | 24.3% | 26.7% | 23.3% -2.9%
Union 30.4% | 33.9% | 27.6% | 27.5% | 32.7% -3.5%
Warren 13.2% | 22.2% | 13.4% | 19.0% | 18.7% -9.0%
out or State'” 25.5% | 15.0% | 32.6% | 28.0% | 25.0% 10.5%
Total 235% | 245% | 25.9% | 28.3% | 32.1% -1.0%

(1) These are referras on children from New Jersey for incidents that occurred out-of -state.
DY FS substantiated 34 of these referrals.

The percentage of substantiated abuse/neglect cases has decreased every year snce 1995 in
three Counties, Camden, Essex and Mercer. In 1999, these counties ranked fifth, first and

twdfth in child population, respectively.

Abuse/Neglect Substantiation Rate Per 1,000 Children

To describe the incidence of child matreatment for New Jersey in away that makes it
comparable across counties, the number of events (referrals, substantiated cases, etc.) were
converted to arate per 1,000 children under the age of 18. The county substantiation rate per
1,000 children appearsin Table 9 on page 13.
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Statewide, the child abuse and neglect referrd substantiation rate for children under 18 years

of agewas 4.5 per 1,000in 1999. Thisfigureislower than that reported in 1998 (5.0).

The abuse/neglect substantiation rate per 1,000

Table 9: Abuse/Neglect Substantiation by County

children was highest in Cape May and Sdem

Counties -- more than 13 per 1,000, and lowest in

Hunterdon (1.5 per 1,000 children), Bergen (1.4)

and Morris Counties (1.4). Nine counties were a

or above the statewide average of 4.5 per 1,000

(Table 9).

Types of Substantiated Abuse and Neglect

Though comprising the smdlest number of

referrds ahigher percentage of emotional abuse

referrds was subgtantiated than any other kind of
harm. DY FS workers substantiated amost four
of ten emotiond abusereferrdsin 1999. Of the
158 substantiated emotiona abuse cases, 29.8%
were referred by police and 26.2% occurred in
Ocean County. Sexual abuse, neglect, physical
abuse, and multiple types of abuse/neglect
followed emotiona abusein that order, from the
largest percentage to the smallest percentage of
referrals substantiated, continuing the pattern

observed in prior years.

Table 10 on page 14 shows
how substantiation
percentages for each type of
abuse and neglect varied
among the counties. The
amount of variation was
especidly notable among the
percentages of physica abuse,
neglect and sexud abuse
cases. For example, Bergen
County DY FS staff
substantiated 44.7% of
physicd abuse referrds,
compared to 16.6% in both
Cape May and Ocean
Counties.

# of Report:
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6,000 T

4,000 +

2,000 T

Rate Per 1,000 Children
Number of Rate per

Substantiated 1,000
County Cases Children®
Cape May 313 13.6
Salem 227 13.2
Cumberland 350 9.0
Essex 1,706 8.9
Camden 959 6.8
Atlantic 343 5.8
M er cer 455 5.7
Union 546 47
Passaic 574 45
Monmouth 688 4.4
Hudson 556 4.2
Warren 106 4.0
Ocean 482 4.0
Gloucester 237 34
Burlington 418 33
Middlesex 525 3.2
Sussex 107 2.6
Somer set 135 2.0
Hunterdon 48 15
Bergen 262 14
Morris 151 14
Total ¥ 9,188 45

(2) Includes children under age 18. Rates are based on
population estimates as of July 1, 1999. Source: Population
Estimates for Counties by Age and Sex: Annual Time Series
July 1, 1990 to July 1, 1999. U.S. Census Bureau, Population

Division.

(2) Thetotal excludes 34 substantiated cases among 133 New

Jersey children referred for incidents that occurred out-of-gatt

Figure 5: Reported and Substantiated Abuse/Neglect by Type
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Of dl cases subgtantiated, neglect was the finding in 62.1% statewide. More than two-thirds
of al substantiated casesin four counties involved neglect in 1999. These were Cape May
(71.2%), Essex (70.1%), Monmouth (69.8%), and Sussex (68.2%). Bergen County has the
smallest percentage of al substantiated neglect cases (39.7%). The range in subgtarntiation

of neglect referrds varied from 39.7% in Bergen County to 71.2% in Cgpe May County.

The percentage of substantiated sexud abuse referras ranged from 3.1% in Monmouth

County to 23.8% in Morris County.

Table 10: Specific Types of Substantiated Abuse/Neglect by County

Physical Abuse Neolect Sexual Abuse Emotional Abuse Multiple Types County
Number | Percent | Numbe | Percent | Number | Percent | Numbe | Percent | Numbea | Percent | Total

Atlantic A 274% 197 57.4% 29 8.5% 1 0.3% 2 6.4% 343
Bergen 117 44.7% 104 39.7% 3 12.6% 3 1.1% 5 1.9% 262
Burlington 124 29.7% 242 57.9% 0 7.2% 13 3.1% 9 2.2% 418
Camden 270 28.2% 593 61.8% % 5.6% 14 1.5% 2 2.9% 959
CapeMay 2 16.6% 223 71.2% 16 5.1% 9 2.9% 13 4.2% 313
Cumberland a 26.0% 197 56.3% 43 12.3% 8 2.3% n 3.1% 350

Essex 163 30.8% 316 59.6% 29 55% 6 11% 16 3.0% 530

Newark City 195 16.6% 880 74.8% 73 6.2% 2 0.2% 26 2.2% 1176
Essex Total 358 21.0% 1,196 70.1% 102 6.0% 8 0.5% 2 2.5% 1,706
Gloucester 5% 23.2% 155 65.4% 21 8.9% 3 1.3% 3 1.3% 237
Hudson 167 30.0% 318 57.2% 2 9.4% 2 0.4% 17 3.1% 556
Hunterdon 12 250% 26 54.2% 8 16.7% 1 2.1% 1 2.1% 48
Mercer 110 24.2% 287 63.1% 2 9.2% 9 2.0% 7 1.5% 455
Middlesex 131 250% 324 61.7% 4 8.4% 13 2.5% 13 2.5% 525
Monmouth 151 21.9% 480 69.8% 21 3.1% 10 1.5% 26 3.8% 688
Morris 27 17.9% 8 53.0% 6 238% 6 4.0% 2 1.3% 151
Ocean 8 16.6% 288 59.8% 3l 6.4% 2 8.7% 11 8.5% 482
Passaic 174 30.3% 323 56.3% 62 10.8% 3 0.5% 12 2.1% 574
Sdem P® 405% 111 489% 1 4.8% 3 1.3% 10 4.4% 227
Somer st A 25.2% & 63.0% 14 10.4% 2 1.5% 0 0.0% 135
Sussex 24 224% 73 68.2% 5 4.7% 0 0.0% 5 4.7% 107
Union 144 264% 350 64.1% 4 7.5% 6 1.1% 5 0.9% 546
Warren 3L 29.2% 63 59.4% 10 9.4% 0 0.0% 2 1.9% 106
Out of State™ 6 17.6% 16 471% 10 294% 2 5.9% 0 0.0% A
Total 2344 | 254% | 5731 | 621% 715 7.8% 158 17% 274 3.0% 9222
(1) These are substantiated cases on children from NJ tat occurred out-of state.

The largest proportion of substantiated cases involving multiple types of abuse and neglect
was found in Ocean County in 1999 (8.5%). There were none in Somerset County.
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Source of Abuse/Neglect Referrals

Table 11: Source of Child Abuse/Neglect Referrals

Asin prior years, anonymous Number of [ Number Per cent
calers, school personnel, police Referral Source Referrals | Substantiated | Substantiated
. ’ i Correctional Facility 34 17 50.0%
and hedth professonds made the o 1 13 0%
majority of abuse/neglect referrals e : ’ £/
: Health 4,235 1,766 41.7%
to DYFSin 1999. These sources >
accounted for 61.2% of the total County Welfare 25 1o 27.3%
' ' DYFS 1,245 331 26.6%
Legal 279 74 26.5%
The largest number of referras Salf 176 123 o5 8%
came from school personnel (7,384 Other Agency 2,472 630 255%
of 39,276) and the smallest number Court 301 70 23.3%
came from correctiond facility staff Relative 2,944 644 21.9%
(34). Facility Administration 276 58 21.0%
Community Group 671 136 20.3%
Abuse and neglect referrals from School 7,384 1,441 19.5%
correctiond facility saff, police Facility Staff 469 80 17.1%
and hedlth prof onds are most Friend/Nei ghbor 2,786 427 15.3%
likely to be substantiated. In 1999, iafe”t ggﬁ ‘7‘25 13?2;0
. nonymous , .1%
DY FS.substant.l gted S0% of Total 39,276 9,222 23.5%
correctiond facility referrds (17 of

34), 43.2% (2,213) of the 5,117 referrals made by police and 41.7% (1,766) of the 4,235
referrals made by hedth professonds.

Asinthe past, anonymous referrds were least likely to be substantiated. The percentage of
Substantiated referrals from anonymous callers was 10.1%, compared to 10.9% in 1998.

The next four tables (Tables 12 through 15) show the number and percentage of referrds DY FS
recelved and substantiated from each referra source within each county. The tables that contain
the percentages permit county comparisons on referral source. The tables show substantial
variability among the counties in the percentage of referras DY FS received and substantiated
from each referrd source. For example:

Although police, hedth professionds, schools personnel and anonymous sources refer a
significant proportion of casesto DY FS, parents made a substantia percentage of referrdsin
both Hunterdon (13.8%) and Gloucester (12.5%) Counties, and relatives and
friends/neighbors made a substantid percentage of referrdsin Sdem County (11.2% and
13.7%, respectively). Friends/neighbors also accounted for 13.3% of Warren County
referrals.

The percentage of referrals received from hedth officids that DY FS workers substantiated
varied from 1.9% in Sussex County to 29.3% in Essex County; the percentage of referras
from school personne varied from 5.9% in Gloucester County to nearly 25% in Bergen
County.

15

Above the Statewide Average

Below the Statewide Average



Table 12: Number of Abuse/Neglect Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun. Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Legal Parent Relative School Sdf Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Hedth Welfaae DYFS Police Admin. Staff Court Facility  Total
Atlantic 6 144 141 296 15 280 61 52 105 173 0 23 264 11 16 5 0 1592
Bergen 10 65 49 306 6 88 45 5 90 97 0 33 219 5 10 9 0 1,037
Burlington 29 170 118 293 21 297 131 24 125 177 0 51 254 23 36 6 3 1,758
Camden 16 392 324 687 35 784 361 86 215 447 10 150 416 35 37 24 0 4,019
CapeMay 15 74 85 225 11 335 102 19 44 71 1 30 156 2 1 7 0 1,178
Cumberland 4 100 119 245 19 292 121 7 78 122 0 60 167 11 21 21 4 1,391
Essex 17 152 170 446 19 387 125 27 76 274 1 76 276 21 16 23 3 2,109
Newark City 15 284 353 484 52 731 209 87 237 700 1 134 397 37 46 26 2 3,795
Essex Total 32 436 523 930 71 1,118 334 114 313 974 2 210 673 58 62 49 5 5,904
Gloucester 5 149 70 156 38 246 53 18 50 121 0 26 244 6 4 7 1 1,194
Hudson 5 203 227 666 32 544 228 57 154 358 8 81 362 11 31 20 1 2,988
Hunterdon 39 12 67 1 51 17 3 16 16 3 6 45 5 1 0 0 282
Mercer 15 149 209 416 33 581 153 12 238 194 8 79 181 23 53 14 3 2,361
Middlesex 7 193 163 558 37 447 158 25 95 171 0 58 298 12 16 12 1 2,251
Monmouth 12 267 229 632 29 598 272 55 168 246 11 93 481 6 26 25 6 3,156
Morris 3 54 30 151 15 99 28 14 71 64 0 55 193 7 15 3 3 805
Ocean 45 254 166 392 20 397 223 81 151 202 2 62 384 6 6 25 0 2,416
Passaic 47 165 184 561 47 354 156 22 213 373 7 111 233 12 46 25 2 2,558
Salem 6 42 62 70 6 91 76 20 50 24 0 18 73 3 5 9 0 555
Somer set 4 66 35 140 4 90 39 12 76 62 0 22 109 12 42 5 3 721
Sussex 1 33 14 51 12 63 37 20 30 19 0 12 49 6 24 3 0 374
Union 7 114 120 371 17 380 80 8 120 261 2 47 208 17 15 29 2 1,798
Warren 7 84 49 159 7 171 107 15 48 42 0 15 95 2 2 2 0 805
Out of State 3 28 15 12 5 4 2 22 21 1 3 13 3 0 1 0 133
Total 279 3,221 2944 7,384 476 7,311 2,786 671 2,472 4,235 55 1,245 5,117 276 469 301 34 39,276
% of Total 07% 82% 75% 188% 12% 186% 7.1% 1.7% 63% 108% 01% 32% 130% 0.7% 12% 08% 01% 100.0%
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Table 13: Percent of Abuse/Neglect Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun. Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Legal Parent Relative School Sdf Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Health Welfare DYFS Police Admin. Staff Court Facility Total

Atlantic 0.4% 9.0% 89% 18.6% 0.9% 17.6% 3.8% 3.3% 6.6% 10.9% 0.0% 14% 16.6% 0.7% 1.0% 0.3% 0.0% 1,592
Bergen 1.0% 6.3% 47% 295% 0.6% 8.5% 4.3% 0.5% 8.7% 9.4% 00% 32% 21.1% 0.5% 1.0% 0.9% 0.0% 1,037
Burlington 1.6% 9.7% 6.7% 16.7% 1.2% 16.9% 7.5% 1.4% 71% 10.1% 0.0% 29% 14.4% 1.3% 20% 0.3% 0.2% 1,758
Camden 0.4% 9.8% 81% 17.1% 0.9% 19.5% 9.0% 2.1% 53% 11.1% 02% 37% 10.4% 0.9% 0.9% 0.6% 0.0% 4,019
CapeMay 1.3% 6.3% 72% 191% 0.9% 28.4% 8.7% 1.6% 3.7% 6.0% 01% 25% 13.2% 0.2% 01% 0.6% 0.0% 1,178
Cumberland 0.3% 7.2% 86% 17.6% 1.4% 21.0% 8.7% 0.5% 5.6% 8.8% 0.0% 43% 12.0% 0.8% 15% 1.5% 0.3% 1,391

Essex 0.8%  7.2% 8.1% 21.1% 0.9% 18.3% 5.9% 1.3% 3.6% 13.0% 0.0% 3.6% 13.1% 1.0% 0.8% 1.1% 0.1% 2,109

Newark City 0.4%  7.5% 9.3% 12.8% 1.4% 19.3% 5.5% 2.3% 6.2% 18.4%  0.0% 3.5% 10.5% 1.0% 1.2% 0.7% 0.1% 3,795
Essex Total 0.5% 7.4% 89% 15.8% 1.2% 18.9% 5.7% 1.9% 53% 16.5% 0.0% 3.6% 11.4% 1.0% 11% 0.8% 0.1% 5,904
Gloucester 0.4% 12.5% 59% 13.1% 3.2% 20.6% 4.4% 1.5% 42% 10.1% 0.0% 22% 20.4% 0.5% 0.3% 0.6% 0.1% 1,194
Hudson 0.2% 6.8% 76% 223% 1.1% 18.2% 7.6% 1.9% 52% 12.0% 0.3% 27% 12.1% 0.4% 1.0% 0.7% 0.0% 2,988
Hunterdon 0.0% 13.8% 43% 23.8% 0.4% 18.1% 6.0% 1.1% 5.7% 5.7% 11% 21% 16.0% 1.8% 04% 0.0% 0.0% 282
M er cer 0.6% 6.3% 89% 17.6% 1.4% 24.6% 6.5% 0.5% 10.1% 8.2% 0.3% 3.3% 7.7% 1.0% 22% 0.6% 0.1% 2,361
Middlesex 0.3% 8.6% 72% 248% 1.6% 19.9% 7.0% 1.1% 4.2% 7.6% 0.0% 26% 13.2% 0.5% 0.7% 0.5% 0.0% 2,251
M onmouth 0.4% 8.5% 7.3% 20.0% 0.9% 18.9% 8.6% 1.7% 5.3% 7.8% 0.3% 29% 15.2% 0.2% 0.8% 0.8% 0.2% 3,156
Morris 0.4% 6.7% 37% 188% 1.9% 12.3% 3.5% 1.7% 8.8% 8.0% 0.0% 6.8% 24.0% 0.9% 19% 0.4% 0.4% 805
Ocean 19% 10.5% 6.9% 16.2% 0.8% 16.4% 9.2% 3.4% 6.3% 8.4% 0.1% 26% 15.9% 0.2% 02% 1.0% 0.0% 2,416
Passaic 1.8% 6.5% 72% 21.9% 1.8% 13.8% 6.1% 0.9% 83% 14.6% 0.3% 4.3% 9.1% 0.5% 18% 1.0% 0.1% 2,558
Salem 1.1% 7.6% 11.2% 12.6% 1.1% 16.4% 13.7% 3.6% 9.0% 4.3% 0.0% 32% 13.2% 0.5% 09% 1.6% 0.0% 555
Somer set 0.6% 9.2% 49% 19.4% 0.6% 12.5% 5.4% 1.7% 10.5% 8.6% 0.0% 31% 15.1% 1.7% 58% 0.7% 0.4% 721
Sussex 0.3% 8.8% 37% 13.6% 3.2% 16.8% 9.9% 5.3% 8.0% 5.1% 0.0% 32% 13.1% 1.6% 6.4% 0.8% 0.0% 374
Union 0.4% 6.3% 6.7% 20.6% 0.9% 21.1% 4.4% 0.4% 6.7% 14.5% 0.1% 26% 11.6% 0.9% 08% 1.6% 0.1% 1,798
Warren 0.9% 10.4% 6.1% 19.8% 0.9% 21.2% 13.3% 1.9% 6.0% 5.2% 0.0% 19% 11.8% 0.2% 02% 0.2% 0.0% 805
Out of State 23% 21.1% 11.3% 9.0% 0.0% 3.8% 3.0% 1.5% 16.5% 15.8% 0.8% 2.3% 9.8% 2.3% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 133
Total 0.7% 82% 7.5% 18.8% 1.2% 18.6% 7.1% 1.7% 6.3% 10.8% 0.1% 3.2% 13.0% 0.7% 12% 08% 0.1% 39,276
#in Category 2719 3221 294 7384 476 7311 2,786 671 2472 4235 55 1245 5117 276 469 301 A
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Table 14: Number of Subgantiated Abuse/Neglect Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun. Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Legal Parent Relative School Sef Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Heath Wefare DYFS Police Admin. Staff  Court Facility  Total
Atlantic 2 17 20 49 2 29 1 2 23 78 0 2 112 3 0 3 0 343
Bergen 0 7 8 65 1 4 4 0 25 38 0 7 98 0 2 3 0 262
Burlington 6 21 13 63 9 30 23 2 32 75 0 23 106 7 5 0 3 418
Camden 6 62 73 149 3 81 60 14 54 206 6 37 197 6 1 4 0 959
CapeMay 2 14 31 61 1 41 32 5 9 24 0 18 73 0 0 2 0 313
Cumberland 3 22 31 44 5 21 26 1 15 54 0 11 102 3 3 7 2 350
Essex 5 13 51 95 6 42 31 3 17 123 0 16 112 7 3 5 1 530
Newark City 6 37 103 108 20 94 44 26 68 377 0 57 203 8 13 11 1 1,176
Essex Total 11 50 154 203 26 136 75 29 85 500 0 73 315 15 16 16 2 1,706
Gloucester 0 16 21 14 14 13 6 2 13 39 0 7 91 1 0 0 0 237
Hudson 4 18 36 131 5 17 19 7 33 105 2 25 141 2 9 2 0 556
Hunterdon 0 7 3 5 0 5 3 0 3 6 1 1 14 0 0 0 0 48
Mercer 2 16 54 59 4 64 25 3 52 73 2 9 75 6 6 3 2 455
Middlesex 3 25 20 117 10 41 10 5 25 95 0 13 149 5 1 6 0 525
Monmouth 5 34 40 113 11 73 37 20 47 75 1 25 193 2 3 3 6 688
Morris 1 6 3 11 1 4 9 4 14 8 0 23 62 0 3 2 0 151
Ocean 9 46 21 65 4 40 25 14 40 54 0 6 147 2 2 7 0 482
Passaic 15 32 37 135 7 22 23 1 64 124 2 21 84 1 3 1 2 574
Salem 2 24 16 37 3 20 10 12 21 17 0 6 51 0 3 5 0 227
Somer set 0 6 12 24 0 5 5 0 9 25 0 1 39 1 8 0 0 135
Sussex 1 9 1 9 11 8 4 6 8 2 0 7 27 2 12 0 0 107
Union 2 18 37 64 6 71 19 4 46 151 1 12 106 0 3 6 0 546
Warren 0 2 6 23 0 9 8 5 10 12 0 3 26 2 0 0 0 106
Out of State 0 10 7 0 0 1 3 0 2 5 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 34
Total 74 462 644 1,441 123 735 427 136 630 1,766 15 331 2,213 58 80 70 17 9,222
% of Total 08% 50% 70% 156% 13% 80%  46% 15% 68% 191% 02% 36% 240% 06% 09% 0.8% 02% 100.0%
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Table 15: Percent of Substantiated Abuse/Neglect Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun. Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Legal Parent Relative School Sef Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Health Welfae DYFS Police Admin. Staff  Court Facility Total

Atlantic 0.6% 5.0% 58% 14.3% 0.6% 85% 0.3% 0.6% 6.7% 22.7% 0.0% 0.6% 32.7% 0.9% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 343
Bergen 0.0% 2.7% 31% 248% 04% 15% 1.5% 0.0% 95% 14.5% 0.0% 2.7% 37.4% 0.0% 0.8% 1.1% 0.0% 262
Burlington 14%  5.0% 31% 151% 22% 7.2% 5.5% 0.5% 177% 17.9% 0.0% 55% 25.4% 1.7% 12% 0.0% 0.7% 418
Camden 0.6% 6.5% 76% 155% 03% 8.4% 6.3% 1.5% 56% 21.5% 0.6% 3.9% 20.5% 0.6% 01% 0.4% 0.0% 959
CapeMay 0.6% 4.5% 9.9% 195% 0.3% 13.1% 10.2% 1.6% 2.9% 1.7% 0.0% 58% 23.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 313
Cumberland 09% 6.3% 89% 126% 14% 6.0% 7.4% 0.3% 43% 154% 0.0% 31% 29.1% 0.9% 09% 2.0% 0.6% 350

Essex 0.9% 2.5% 9.6% 17.9% 1.1% 7.9% 5.8% 0.6% 32% 23.2% 0.0%  3.0% 21.1% 1.3% 0.6% 0.9% 0.2% 530

Newark City 0.5%  3.1% 88% 92% 17% 8.0% 3.7% 2.2% 58% 32.1% 0.0%  4.8% 17.3% 0.7% 1.1% 0.9% 0.1% 1,176
Essex Total 0.6% 2.9% 9.0% 11.9% 15% 8.0% 4.4% 1.7% 50% 29.3% 0.0% 43% 18.5% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.1% 1,706
Gloucester 0.0% 6.8% 89% 59% 59% 55% 2.5% 0.8% 55%  16.5% 0.0%  3.0% 38.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 237
Hudson 0.7% 3.2% 6.5% 23.6% 09% 3.1% 3.4% 1.3% 59% 18.9% 0.4% 45% 25.4% 0.4% 16% 0.4% 0.0% 556
Hunterdon 0.0% 14.6% 6.3% 10.4% 0.0% 10.4% 6.3% 0.0% 6.3% 12.5% 2.1% 21% 29.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 48
M ercer 04% 35% 11.9% 13.0% 0.9% 14.1% 5.5% 0.7% 114%  16.0% 0.4% 20% 16.5% 1.3% 13% 0.7% 0.4% 455
Middlesex 0.6% 4.8% 38% 223% 19% 7.8% 1.9% 1.0% 48% 18.1% 0.0% 25% 28.4% 1.0% 02% 1.1% 0.0% 525
Monmouth 0.7% 4.9% 58% 16.4% 1.6% 10.6% 5.4% 2.9% 6.8% 10.9% 0.1% 3.6% 28.1% 0.3% 04% 0.4% 0.9% 688
Morris 0.7% 4.0% 20% 7.3% 0.7% 26% 6.0% 2.6% 9.3% 5.3% 0.0% 152% 41.1% 0.0% 20% 1.3% 0.0% 151
Ocean 19%  9.5% 44% 135% 08% 8.3% 5.2% 2.9% 83% 11.2% 0.0% 1.2% 30.5% 0.4% 04% 1.5% 0.0% 482
Passaic 26% 5.6% 6.4% 235% 12% 3.8% 4.0% 02% 11.1% 21.6% 0.3% 3.7% 14.6% 0.2% 05% 0.2% 0.3% 574
Salem 0.9% 10.6% 70% 16.3% 13% 8.8% 4.4% 5.3% 9.3% 7.5% 0.0% 26% 225% 0.0% 13% 22% 0.0% 227
Somer set 0.0% 4.4% 89% 17.8% 0.0% 3.7% 3.7% 0.0% 6.7%  18.5% 0.0% 0.7% 28.9% 0.7% 59% 0.0% 0.0% 135
Sussex 09% 84% 0.9% 84% 10.3% 7.5% 3.7% 5.6% 7.5% 1.9% 0.0% 6.5% 25.2% 1.9% 11.2% 0.0% 0.0% 107
Union 04% 3.3% 6.8% 11.7% 11% 13.0% 3.5% 0.7% 84% 27.7% 0.2% 22% 19.4% 0.0% 05% 1.1% 0.0% 546
Warren 0.0% 1.9% 57% 21.7% 0.0% 85% 7.5% 4.7% 94% 11.3% 0.0% 28% 245% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 106
Out of State 0.0% 29.4% 20.6% 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% 8.8% 0.0% 59% 14.7% 0.0% 29% 14.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34
Total 0.8% 5.0% 7.0% 15.6% 1.3% 8.0% 4.6% 15% 6.8% 19.1% 0.2% 3.6% 24.0% 06% 09% 0.8% 0.2% 9,222
#in Category 74 462 644 1441 123 735 427 136 630 1,766 15 331 2213 58 80 70 17
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Types of Caregiver Maltreatment

Figure 6 illustrates the type of abuse or neglect that DY FS substantiated in 1999. DY FS staff
recorded atota of 11,325 matreatment incidents among the 9,222 substantiated abuse/neglect cases
(more than one type of maltreatment may be recorded for a child).

Figure 6: Types of Caregiver Maltreatment

Unsafe Shelter Other Types of Abuse

e 16:3% (see Table 12) The single most frequently occurring substantiated

act of maltreatment that met the legal definition of
abuse or neglect was lack of supervison. Thiswas
followed by beating and dapping, prenatal substance
abuse, and unsafe shdlter, in that order.

Beating/Slapping
16.0%

Other Types of Neglect

Prenatal Substance Abuse 24.9% (see Table 16)

9.8%

Lack of Supervision n=11,32¢
23.3%

Table 16 showsin detall the type of behaviorsincluded in the categories "Other Types of Neglect”
and "Other Types of Abuse" that appear in Figure 6 above ("Other Neglect”, "Other Physical
Abuse’, and "Other Sexua Abusg" are among the coding choices availablein the DY FS data
collection system).

Table 16: Caregiver Maltreatment - Detail of " Other" Abuse/Neglect

Other Types of Physical & Sexual Abuse Other Types of Neglect
Fondling/Touching 446 Other Neglect 1,468
Other Physical Abuse 467 Medical Neglect 418
Emotiona Abuse 295 Lack of Food/Clothing 304
Ora Sex/Sodomy 130 Abandonment 281
Digital Penetration 134 Educational Neglect 176
Other Sexua Abuse 112 Emotional Neglect 78
Intercourse 75 Locking In/Out 54
Burning/Scalding 59 Untreated Dental Problems 21
Sexual Exploitation 27 Permit Sexual Activity 20
Cutting/Stabbing 36 " Other™ Neglect Total 2,820
Shaking 38
Masturbation 16
Asphyxiation 9
Sexually Transmitted Disease 0
" Other” Abuse Total 1,844
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Injury from Substantiated Child Abuse/Neglect

In 1999, DY FS recorded 3,794 injuries to children resulting from abuse or neglect. Consistent

with findingsin prior years, no visible injury could be ascertained in more than 66% of all

incidents.

A bruise or welt was the most frequently recorded injury, accounting for 14.5% of dl injury
findings. The"Other Injury” category in Figure 7 comprised 12.2% of dl injuries. Details of the
types of injuriesin the " Other Injury" category gppear in Table 17.

Figure 7: Abuse/Neglect Injuries

All Other
Burns Injuries
Fracture 1.1% 12.2%

Nolnjury

Apparent
66.4%

Bruise/Welt
14.5%

Perpetrator s of Abuse and Neglect

Relationship to the Victim

The victim's parent was the primary perpetrator in 80% of al substantiated abuse/neglect

Table 17: Abuse/Neglect Injuries
Detail of " Other" Injuries

Typed Injury Number
Bite Marks 55
Sexudly Trans Diseese 54
Infection 49
Brain Injury 46
Internd Injuries 42
Deeth 29
Falureto Thrive 20
Poisoning 20
Manutrition 19
Spran/Didocation 15
Visud Impairment 11
Parastic Infection 6
Hearing Impairment 6
Mentd/ Socid Retardation 3
"Other” Injury 1,007
Total 1,382

referrds. These figures are consstent with those reported in prior years.

While parents and relatives are equaly likely to be the perpetrators of sexua abuse (23% by
parents and 22% by relatives), a parent isthe primary perpetrator in the large mgority of physicd
abuse, neglect, emotiond abuse, and multiple type of abuse cases. Table 18 shows that a parent

was the perpetrator between 72.6% to 89.1% of these cases.



Table 18: Relationship of the Perpetrator to the Abuse/Neglect Victim by Type of Maltreatment

Multiple Emotional Total @

Physical Abusg Neglect Types | Sexual Abusel  Abuse % of Known

n % n % n % n % n % n Caretakers

Natural Parent 1,728] 75.6%| 5070 89.194 196] 72.690f 153| 230 121| 76.6%| 7,268 80.0%
Relative 134 590 250 449 20| 749 148] 2206] 4| 25%| ss6 6.1%
Paramour of Parent 141] 620 971 179 20| 749 126] 19%| 8| s51% 392 4.3%
Step parent 1371 609 37 o069 16| 599 73| 119 22| 13.9%| 285 3.1%
Ingtitutional Staff 30| 13% 7| 1200 3| 119 22| 33%| 1| o06%| 127 1.4%
Other Caregivers 18] 08w 26| 050 3| 1199 70l 100 o o00%| 117 1.3%
Baby Sitter 251 1129  49] 09w 1] 049 38| 53w o] 00w 112 1.2%
Foster Parent 28] 1200 35| o6 7 269 7| 10w 2| 13%] 79 0.9%
Educational Staff 8| 0.3% gl o019 of oood 20 30%] of o0o0%l 36 0.4%
Adult Sibling 14] o069 11| o020 3| 119 5| o07%| o o0ow 33 0.4%
Sibling 6| 03% o o026 of 009 14 21%| o 00w 29 0.3%
Adoptive Parent 15 o7 10 020 of oood 1| 01%] o o0o0%nl 26 0.3%
Reg Day Care Home'” 1| oow] 2ol 049 1| 040d o 00w of oow| 22 0.2%
Unreg Day Care Home"™ 1| 0.0% of 00w of oo o o00% o o00% 1 0.0%
Total 2286 | 100.0%| 5,693]100.0%| 270] 1009%| 675| 100%| 158| 1009%| 9,082 100.0%

(1) Reg= Registered; Unreg= Unregistered
(2) There were 140 cases missing perpetrator information.

Though they comprise asmall percentage of the perpetrators of abuse and neglect overal
(between three and four percent), parent paramours and step parents are disproportionately
involved as perpetrators of substantiated sexual abuse cases (19% and 11%, respectively).

Perpetrator Demographics
Females were the primary perpetratorsin dmost 70% of dl substantiated abuse and neglect cases.

The average age of dl perpetrators of substantiated abuse/neglect cases was 33.2 years.

Femae perpetrators are dmost four years younger than male perpetrators. The average age of dl
female perpetrators was 32.1 years compared with 35.9 years for males.

Black femdes and white males comprised the mgjority of perpetrators. Nearly 53% of al femae
perpetrators were black and 42.6% of dl mae perpetrators were white. Detailed demographic
information about the perpetrators appears below in Table 19.

Table 19: Race, Gender and Mean Age of Perpetrators of Abuse/Neglect

Females M ales
Race n % Mean Age n % Mean Age
Black 3,274 52.7% 31.8 949] 35.5% 34.7
White 1,915 30.8% 331 1,139 42.6% 37.0
Hispanic 901| 14.5% 31.0 515] 19.3% 34.3
Asian 74 1.2% 34.8 24 0.9% 45.6
Other (Unable to Determine) 33 0.5% 35.1] 37 1.4% 42.0
Interracial 11 0.2% 32.3 6 0.2% 34.3
Native American 4 0.1% 33.2 2 0.1% 46.3
Total 6,212 100.0% 32.1] 2,6/2] 100.0% 35.9

Ademissing for 1,797 cases. Race and/or gender were not coded for 338 cases.
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Characteristics of the Victims of Abuse/Neglect

Very young children are the mogt likely to be matreated. 16.9% of victims were under one year
of age, and 38.7% were under five years of age. Conversdly, 16.4% were older than 12 years of

age. (Figure 8).

The average age of mdtreated children was dightly more than seven years while the median age

was just under seven years (Table 20)°.

Figure 8: Age Groups of Abuse/Neglect Victims
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4.6%

13 tol5 Years
11.8%

Fiveto Twelve

Y ears
44.9%
n=8,780. Age datamissing for 442 children.
Table 20:
Age of Victim by Maltreatment Type
In part because the capability to protect onesdf or Average | Median
escape harm varies with age, children are vulnerable to Type of Maltreatment| Age® | Age®
different types of matreatment at different ages. Physical Abuse 93 9.3
Sexud abuse was substantiated among older children Neglect 3 )
(about 10 1/2 years of age), while the youngest children Multiple Types 86 8.9
arevictims of neglect (less than six years old). Sexual Abuse 10.5 10.6
Emotional Abuse 85 8.6
About five of every ten abused or neglected children All Types 7.1 6.8
were black, and three of ten were white. Hispanic (1) Age datamissing for 42 children

children comprised 15.3% of dl victims (Table 21).

5 The average age is calculated using all age figures and is sensitive to extremes -- e.g., children who areless than oneyear-old and
those who are older than 17; the median is not cal culated arithmetically, and so is not affected by extreme agefigures. Rather, the
median age is the age of the child who isin the middle of alist of ages, arranged in either ascending or descending order.

8 For all cases of maltreatment, but especially sexual abuse, incidentsamong younger children may be underreported because they lack

the ability to disclose harm to investigators.
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Table 21: Demographic Characteristics of the Victims of Abuse/Neglect®

Females Males
Mean | Median Mean | Median
Race n % Age Age n % Age Age
Black 2,000 | 47.6% 6.5 6.2 2,060 | 46.9% 6.2 6.1
White 1,396 31.8% 8.2 8.1 1,493 34.0% 75 7.2
Hispanic 697 15.9% 8.1 7.9 649 14.8% 6.7 6.5
Asian 25 0.6% 8.7 7.2 39 0.9% 6.6 6.7
Unable to Determine 103 2.3% 7.9 7.3 75 1.7% 7.8 8.0
Interracial 62 1.4% 7.1 6.7 61 1.4% 51 4.2
Native American 17 0.4% 5.0 6.1 11 0.3% 5.6 6.7
Total 4,390 | 100.0% 7.4 7.1 4,388 | 100.0% 6.8 6.5

(1) Datamissng for 444 cases.

On thewhole, femde victims were older than mde victims. The difference in the average age
was about seven months.

Family Problem Referrals

In addition to providing protective services to abuse/neglect victims, DY FS workers provide services
directly or through purchase of service contracts to families who they determine to be at-risk of
harming their children unless an intervention occurs. A DY FS worker assesses the family's problems,
sarvice needs and determines whether continued DY FS involvement is gppropriate.

Table 22: Family Problem Referrals by County

DY FSreceived 34,445 family problem referralsin County Number | % of Total

e i Atlantic 1,113 3.2%

1999, 421 fewer than the number received in 1998. Bergen 55 s
. ) Burlington 1,440 4.2%

The number of family problem referrals congtituted Camden 2,445 = 1%
44.2% of dl referrdsto DYFSin 1999, an increase CapeMay 400 1.2%
of 0.4% over the percentage of the total number of Cumberfand 1,200 3.5%
referrals received in 1998. Essex 1,707 2.0%
Newark City 2,275 6.6%

, Essex Total 3,982 11.6%

Essex County reported more family problem Gloucester 765 2_2%0
referrals than any other county. The 3,982 Essex Hudson 3,018 8.8%
County referras comprised 11.6% of the statewide Hunterdon 273 0.8%
totd. Both figures were smdler than the figures Mer cer 2,010 5.8%
reported for 1998 (4,516 referrals; 13% of the Middlesex 2,553 7.4%
statewidetotal). The next highest number of Monmouth 2,531 7-424’
referrals came from Hudson (3,018) and Passaic g'ser;r']s zégzs 22 of’
- . . . 0

(293015) Counties. County figures appear in Table — 305 %
: Salem 500 1.5%
Somer set 692 2.0%

Sussex 719 2.1%

Union 1,492 4.3%

Warren 800 2.3%

Total 32,235 T00.0%
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Table 23: Source of Family Problem Referrals

As observed among child abuse/neglect Ber cont of
referrds, most family problem referrds Referral Source Number| Total
come from school personnd, hedlth School 6,958 20.2%
professondlss, police, and anonymous Health 5,008 14.5%
sources. These four groups accounted for Police 4,743 13.8%
20,384 of the 34,445 family problem Anonymous 3,675 10.7%
referras DY FS received (59.2%). Par ent 3,316 9.6%
Other Agency 3,021 8.8%

Table 23 shows statewide figures for each Relative 2,206 6.4%
source that made referralsto DY FS. Friend/Neighbor 1742 | 51%
County level detail appearsin Tables 24 and DYFS 1169 | 34%
25 on the next two pages. Thesetables also Court 893 2'62/"
show substantid variation among the St . 086 L%

. . Community Group 470 1.4%
counties on the percentage of family

. Legal 317 0.9%

problem referrds DY FS gaff received from Facility Staff 170 05%
many sources. With respect to referr_ais County Bd of Soc Sves =3 0%
from school personnel, health professionals, Fadility Administration| 48 | 01%
police, and anonymous sources, Table 25 Correctional Facility 15 0.1%
shows that Total 34,445 | 100.0%

Referrals from school personne varied from 13.3% of the total in Essex County to 29.7% of the
totd in Hunterdon County.

Referrds from health professonals varied from 5.2% of the total in Sdlem County to 20.7% of the
total in Essex County and 20.8% in Passaic County.

Referras from police varied from 9.2% of the Passaic County totd to 30% of dl Morris County
family problem referras,

Anonymous referrds varied from 7.7% of the Hunterdon County tota to 14.5% of the totd in
Sussex County.
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Table 24: Number of Family Problem Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Legal Parent Relative School Sdf Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Hedth Wefare DYFS Police Admin. Staff Court Fecility Total
Atlantic 0 115 82 170 18 128 38 34 89 149 0 20 205 1 23 4 0 1113
Bergen 21 269 159 586 3 282 144 15 241 304 1 86 425 0 6 65 0 2,607
Burlington 12 192 84 261 24 188 87 9 156 209 0 31 165 2 6 14 0 1,440
Camden 14 251 150 438 21 221 159 37 213 453 7 93 317 1 7 59 4 2,445
CapeMay 2 52 20 89 25 49 22 8 37 37 1 13 41 1 0 3 0 400
Cumberland 7 102 91 255 27 152 68 7 111 175 2 18 122 0 1 62 0 1,200
Essex 22 152 130 300 40 156 83 31 116 286 2 68 182 1 15 119 4 1,707
Newark City 16 184 238 229 67 188 85 33 114 537 7 119 251 4 28 170 5 2,275
Essex Total 38 336 368 529 107 344 168 64 230 823 9 187 433 5 43 289 9 3,982
Gloucester 5 114 25 107 7 85 24 9 46 79 0 15 212 1 2 33 1 765
Hudson 14 251 192 599 93 364 161 48 213 556 19 139 326 0 9 34 0 3,018
Hunterdon 1 40 5 81 0 21 8 0 28 17 0 7 55 3 0 7 0 273
Mercer 15 137 129 470 60 208 74 33 268 248 6 120 205 0 10 25 2 2,010
Middlesex 9 318 161 593 24 327 130 26 190 298 5 64 333 3 3 66 3 2,553
Monmouth 22 254 170 669 46 305 129 21 154 273 15 86 340 1 10 35 7 2,537
Morris 14 171 57 383 6 210 65 32 230 171 3 50 608 1 9 15 3 2,028
Ocean 21 79 55 183 5 69 34 19 83 91 1 46 158 5 0 7 0 856
Passaic 75 223 185 717 75 244 122 19 293 627 7 97 276 6 8 36 5 3,015
Salem 3 53 44 108 3 40 59 21 57 26 0 15 55 0 0 16 0 500
Somer set 12 85 35 146 9 61 23 4 63 97 2 9 110 2 23 5 6 692
Sussex 7 93 44 152 3 104 36 36 57 51 0 3 75 7 1 49 1 719
Union 22 106 128 232 24 168 95 16 151 264 0 57 182 4 7 31 5 1,492
Warren 3 75 22 190 6 105 96 12 111 60 0 13 100 2 2 1 2 800
Total 317 3,316 2,206 6,958 586 3,675 1,742 470 3,021 5,008 78 1,169 4,743 45 170 893 48 34,445
% of Total 09% 9.6% 6.4% 20.2% 1.7% 10.7% 5.1% 1.4% 8.8% 145% 02% 34% 138% 0.1% 05% 26% 0.1%
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Table 25: Percent of Family Problem Referrals by County and Source

Friend/ Commun. Other County Facility Facility Correct.
Lega Parent Relative School Sdf Anon. Neighbor Group Agency Health Wefare DYFS Police Admin. Staff Court Facility Total

Atlantic 0.0% 10.3% 74% 153% 1.6% 11.5% 3.4% 3.1% 8.0% 13.4% 0.0% 18% 18.4% 0.1% 21% 3.7% 00% 1,113
Bergen 0.8% 10.3% 6.1% 225% 0.1% 10.8% 5.5% 0.6% 9.2% 11.7% 0.0% 33% 16.3% 0.0% 0.2% 2.5% 0.0% 2,607
Burlington 0.8% 13.3% 58% 181% 1.7% 13.1% 6.0% 0.6% 10.8% 14.5% 0.0% 22% 11.5% 0.1% 04% 1.0% 0.0% 1,440
Camden 0.6% 10.3% 6.1% 17.9% 0.9% 9.0% 6.5% 1.5% 87% 185% 03% 38% 13.0% 0.0% 0.3% 2.4% 02% 2,445
CapeMay 05% 13.0% 50% 223% 6.3% 12.3% 5.5% 2.0% 9.3% 9.3% 03% 33% 10.3% 0.3% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 400
Cumberland 0.6% 8.5% 76% 21.3% 23% 12.7% 5.7% 0.6% 9.3% 14.6% 02% 15% 10.2% 0.0% 0.1% 5.2% 0.0% 1,200

Essex 1.3% 8.9% 76% 176% 23% 9.1% 4.9% 1.8% 6.8% 16.8% 0.1% 40% 10.7% 0.1% 0.9% 7.0% 02% 1,707

Newark City 0.7% 8.1% 105% 10.1% 2.9% 8.3% 3.7% 1.5% 5.0% 23.6% 03% 52% 11.0% 0.2% 12% 7.5% 02% 2,275
Essex Total 1.0% 8.4% 9.2% 133% 2.7% 8.6% 4.2% 1.6% 5.8% 20.7% 02% 47% 10.9% 0.1% 11% 7.3% 02% 3,982
Gloucester 0.7% 14.9% 33% 14.0% 0.9% 11.1% 3.1% 1.2% 6.0% 10.3% 0.0% 20% 27.7% 0.1% 0.3% 4.3% 0.1% 765
Hudson 0.5% 8.3% 6.4% 19.8% 3.1% 12.1% 5.3% 1.6% 71% 18.4% 0.6% 46% 10.8% 0.0% 03% 1.1% 0.0% 3,018
Hunterdon 04% 14.7% 1.8% 29.7% 00% 7.7% 2.9% 0.0% 10.3% 6.2% 0.0% 26% 20.1% 1.1% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0% 273
Mercer 0.7% 6.8% 6.4% 23.4% 3.0% 10.3% 3.7% 1.6% 13.3% 12.3% 0.3% 6.0% 10.2% 0.0% 05% 1.2% 01% 2,010
Middlesex 04% 12.5% 6.3% 23.2% 0.9% 12.8% 5.1% 1.0% 74% 11.7% 02% 25% 13.0% 0.1% 0.1% 2.6% 01% 2,553
Monmouth 0.9% 10.0% 6.7% 26.4% 1.8% 12.0% 5.1% 0.8% 6.1% 10.8% 06% 34% 13.4% 0.0% 04% 1.4% 03% 2,537
Morris 0.7% 8.4% 2.8% 18.9% 0.3% 10.4% 3.2% 1.6% 11.3% 8.4% 0.1% 25% 30.0% 0.0% 04% 0.7% 01% 2,028
Ocean 2.5% 9.2% 6.4% 21.4% 0.6% 8.1% 4.0% 2.2% 9.7% 10.6% 0.1% 54% 185% 0.6% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 856
Passaic 2.5% 7.4% 6.1% 23.8% 25% 8.1% 4.0% 0.6% 9.7% 20.8% 02% 3.2% 9.2% 0.2% 0.3% 1.2% 02% 3,015
Salem 0.6% 10.6% 88% 21.6% 0.6% 8.0% 11.8% 4.2% 11.4% 5.2% 0.0% 30% 11.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2% 0.0% 500
Somer set 17% 12.3% 51% 21.1% 13% 8.8% 3.3% 0.6% 9.1% 14.0% 03% 13% 15.9% 0.3% 3.3% 0.7% 0.9% 692
Sussex 10% 12.9% 6.1% 21.1% 0.4% 14.5% 5.0% 5.0% 7.9% 7.1% 0.0% 04% 10.4% 1.0% 0.1% 6.8% 0.1% 719
Union 1.5% 7.1% 86% 155% 1.6% 11.3% 6.4% 1.1% 10.1% 17.7% 0.0% 38% 12.2% 0.3% 0.5% 2.1% 03% 1,492
Warren 0.4% 9.4% 28% 23.8% 0.8% 13.1% 12.0% 1.5% 13.9% 7.5% 0.0% 16% 125% 0.3% 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 800
Total 09% 9.6% 64% 202% 17% 10.7% 5.1% 14% 88% 145% 02% 34% 138% 01% 05% 26% 01% 34,445
#in Category 317 3,316 2,206 6,958 586 3,675 1,742 470 3,021 5,008 78 1,169 4,743 45 170 893 48
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Family Problem Referral Rate Per 1,000 Children

In 1999, there were 17 family problem referrals
reported per 1,000 children under 18 years of age living
in New Jersey. This number was smaller than the 17.6
referrals per 1,000 children reported in 1998.

Cumberland County experienced the high