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Letter from the Associate Commissioner:
I am pleased to present a copy of Child Maltreatment . This fourteenth annual publication of

data collected via the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS) is for Federal

fiscal year 
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For Federal fiscal year 2003, an estimated 2.9 

million referrals alleging child abuse or neglect

were accepted by State and local child protective

services (CPS) agencies for investigation or

assessment. During 2003 approximately 906,000

children were determined to be victims of child

abuse or neglect by the CPS agencies.

What is the National Child Abuse
and Neglect Data System (NCANDS)?
NCANDS is a federally sponsored effort that collects

and analyzes annual data on child abuse and 

neglect. The data are submitted voluntarily by 

the States and the District of Columbia. The first

report from NCANDS was based on data for 1990;

the report on data for 2003 is the 14th issuance

of this annual report.



An estimated 906,000 children were determined

to be victims of child abuse or neglect for 2003.

The rate of victimization per 1,000 children in 

the national population has dropped from 13.4

children in 1990 to 12.4 children in 2003.

What types of maltreatment 
weatm,ound?
Moatmthan 60 percent of child victims were 

neglected bymtheir parents or other caregivers.

Almost 20 percent were physically abused,

10 percent were sexually abused, and 5 percent

were emotionally maltreated. In addition,

17 percent were associated with “other” types 

of maltreatment based on specific State laws

and policies. A child could be a victim of moat

than one type of maltreatment.

What weatmthe characteristics 
of victims?
Children in the age group of birth to 3 years had the

highest rate of victimization at 16.4 per 1,000 chil-

dren in the national population (figuatmS–1). Girls

were slightly moatmlikely to be victims than boys. 

Pacific Islander children, American Indian or

Alaska Native children, and African-American 

children had the highest rates of victimization.

Whiltmthe rate of White victims of child abuse 

or neglect was 11.0 per 1,000 children of the

same race or ethnicity, the rate for Pacific

Islanders was 21.4 per 1,000 children, for

American Indian or Alaska Nativesmthe rate was

21.3 per 1,000 children, and for African-American

children the rate was 20.4 per 1,000 children. 
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Approximately 80 percent of perpetrators were 

parents. Other relatives accounted for 6 percent

and unmarried partners of parents and “other”

each accounted for 4 percent of perpetrators. 

The remaining perpetrator relationship types

accounted for less than 1 percent (figure S–6).

What were the characteristics 
of perpetrators?
Female perpetrators, mostly mothers, were typically

younger than male perpetrators, mostly fathers.

Women also comprised a larger percentage of all42 percent (figure S–7).

abuse were friends or neighbors and 30 percent

were other relatives. In addition, less than 3 per-

cent of all parental perpetrators were associated

with sexual abuse. 
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Figure S–6 Perpetrators by Relationship 
to Victims, 2003
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CPS agencies provide services to some families

and their children during, and as a result of, an

investigation or assessment.

Who received services?











Child Maltreatment 20034





Child Maltreatment 20036



CHAPTER 2: Reports 7





T







Child Maltreatment 200312

1 2 K e



CHAPTER 2: Reports 13



Child Maltreatment 200314



C H A P T E R  2 :

R e p o r t s

15



Child Maltreatment 200316



CHAPTER 2: Reports 17

STATE
INTENTIONALLY 

FALSE
CLOSED WITH 
NO FINDING OTHER

UNKNOWN OR 
MISSING

TOTAL 
INVESTIGATIONS

Alabama   1,121     17,820
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The basic hypothesis explored in this analysis is that some child characteristics or circumstances

place children at greater risk for being identified as victims during the investigation process.

The odds ratio analyses indicate the likelihood of different groups of children to be found to 

be victims of maltreatment by the CPS agency. Highlights of the findings are listed below.

� Children who have been identified as victims in the past were 



A State meets the national standard for this indicator if, of all children who were 

victims of substantiated or indicated child abuse and/or neglect during the first 
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Table 3–1 Children Subjects of a CPS Investigation or 
Assessment by Disposition, 2003
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Table 3–4 Distribution of Victims by Maltreatment Type, 2003

Data source: CAF.
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Table 3–7 Maltreatment Victimization by Sex, 2003
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Table 3–8
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Table 3–9 Percentage of Victims by Single-Year of Age, 2003

Alabama 685 500 506 500 495 506 455 444 459 436 448
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Table 3–10 Victimization Rates by Race and Ethnicity, 2003 (continues on page 46)  

Data source: CAF.

Alabama  355,092 2,776 7.8 4,957 8 1.6

Alaska  7,266 479 65.9 37,726 3,743 99.2

Arizona  49,819 352 7.1 97,944 173 1.8

Arkansas  142,818 1,553 10.9 4,599 15 3.3

California       









Child Maltreatment 200348



CHAPTER 3: Victims 49

















CHAPTER 4: Fatalities 57

Fatalities by Prior Contact with CPS

Some children who died were already known to the child welfare agencies. Children whose fami-

lies had received family preservation services in the past  years accounted for .
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professionals, . percent of daycare providers, and . percent of residential facility staff com-

mitted sexual abuse (figure –). More than three-quarters (.%) of perpetrators who were
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Table 5–2 Perpetrators by Relationship to Victims, 2003

Alabama      

Alaska      

Arizona 5,2370400 28 27 2 186

Arkansas 5,799 835 12 12 39 34

California      
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� T  U.S.C.  et
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abuse investigation or assessment. Nearly two-thirds (.%) of the children who were removed

from their homes suffered from neglect and more than 



Receipt of Foster Care Services



� A national estimate of , nonvictims who received postinvestigation services was calcu-
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Table 6–3  Victims and Nonvictims who Received 
Postinvestigation Services, 2003 (continues on page 7tion S ) 





Table 6–4  Victims and Nonvictims Removed from Home, 2003
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Table 6–9 Factors Related to Receipt of Postinvestigation 
Services and Foster Care, 2003





This chapter describes additional research activities related to child maltreatment including those

using data from the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS). The U.S. Department
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For further information about the Comparison of U.S. Army and Civilian Substantiated Reports of

Child Maltreatment, contact:

James E. McCarroll

Director

Family Violence and Trauma Project

Department of Psychiatry

Uniformed Services University of Health Sciences

––

jmccarroll@usuhs.mil

Studies of the Child Welfare System

Fourth National Incidence Study
HHS recently began the Fourth National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect (NIS–).

The NIS– will measure the incidence and prevalence of child maltreatment by a wide array of



More information about the study and its progress is available at http://www.nis .org.

For additional information about the Fourth National Incidence Study, contact:

Mary Bruce Webb, Ph.D.

Office of Policy, Research and Evaluation

ACF/HHS

 L’Enfant Promenade SW

Washington, DC 




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During the first  years, representatives from five tribal sites who worked with staff from NICWA,

created culturally appropriate definitions of abuse and neglect, revised data elements now in





tractual responsibilities of researchers wishing to use the Child File data and instituting additional

oversight of licensees, the Archive was able to limit the confidentiality modifications to the data to











In , the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act was amended to read “Each State to which a grant is











CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION AND TREATMENT ACT [42 U.S.C. 5101 et seq.] (CAPTA): Federal legislation amended



EDUCATIONAL PERSONNEL: Employees of a public or private educational institution or program; includes teachers,
teacher assistants, administrators, and others directly associated with the delivery of educational services.

FAMILY PRESERVATION SERVICES: Ac



LEGAL, LAW ENFORCEMENT, OR CRIMI



PREVENTIVE SERVICES: Ac



SOCIAL SERVICES BLOCK GRANT: Funds provided by title XX of the Social Security Act that are used for services to the



Child-level data are collected through an automated file composed of child-specific records. States that 
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Table C–1 Combined Aggregate File Data Element List (continued)
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Reports

The number of screened-out referrals includes



Victims
The category of “other” maltreatment type

includes court-ordered services for child protec-
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Response time in the Agency File is based on

reports only from the legacy system. This does
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Services
Pr ev entive services includes, but is not limited to,

after-school enrichment and recreation, childcare
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both by priority standard and by apparent risk to

the alleged victim. All investigations, with the

exception of cases involving only lockout of an

adolescent or teenager, must be initiated within





With regard to response time, reports assigned

for investigation of maltreatment are assigned

for either a same day response or response 

within  hours of the report date and time.

The assigned response time is dependent on 

the nature of the allegation, the child’s age, or

the perpetrator’s access.

Wi t h  r e g a r d  t o  s t a f f w i t h  C P S  f u n c t i o n s , s e r v i c e sare State administered; however, there is not astatewide-required model of caseload. Some CPSwor kers have a caseload exclusive to CPS investi-gation and assessment, while others have an i n t e g r a t e d  c a s e l o a d  o f f a m i l i e s  r e c e i v i n g  f a m i l ypreservation, reunification, adoption, or inves-



A P P E N D I X  D :S t a t e  C o m m e n t a r y129T h e r e  w e r e  ,f a m i l i e s  s e r v e d  b y  t h e  L o u i s i a n a

O f f i c e  o f P u b l i c  H e a l t h , N u r s e  H o m e  V i s i t a t i o n ,

a n d  H e a l t h y  F a m i l y  S e r v i c e s  p r o g r a m s . T h e r e

were 

f a m i l i e s  s e r v e d  b y  t h e  P r e v e n t  C h i l d

Abu s e  L o u i s i a n a  N u r t u r i n g  P r o g r a m  



MARYLAND
Philip King

Program Analyst

R





Children and families who received preventive
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The social workers who receive all initial referrals
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NEW MEXICO
Linnette Carlson

A



NORTH DAKOTA 
Tom Pomonis 

Children and Family Services

North Dakota Department of Human Services

 East Boulevard

B
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Fatalities
The number of fatalities may be underreported

because CPS agencies do not investigate all child

deaths.

Services 
Social Services Block Grant-funded services that



Reports
The State has a narrow definition of child abuse,

CPS investigations account for approximately 

 percent of the total reports investigated or
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number of screening and intake workers is based

upon a point-in-time count of all FTEs for Social

Caseworkers II and Social Caseworker Supervi-

sors II working in the Intake Unit, who are

responsible for screening and intake.

Victims
“Other” maltreatment type includes institutional

allegations such as corporal punishment, other

institutional abuse, and other institutional neglect.

Services
The CASA organization provided the average

nu



SOUTH DAKOTA
Mary Livermont 

Program Specialist 
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of the cases on a caseworker’s workload are



VIRGINIA 
Mary M. Carpenter
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Level of Evidence Required





LET US KNOW WHAT YOU THINK!

Please take a few minutes and let us know what you think of Child Maltreatment 2003.
Your responses will help us to meet your needs more effectively in the future.

1. On a scale of 1–5 (1 = not effective, 5 = very effective), how would you rate the report 
for the following characteristics?
a. Content 1 2 3 4 5
b. Format 1 2 3 4 5
c. Usefulness 1 2 3 4 5

2 .Please list the five tables that you would consider the most useful. b.



Dr. John A. Gaudiosi

M






