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May 9, 1980 1 

Mrs. Diane D. Broadhurst 
Executive Secre tary  
filodal ~ d o p t i o n  Legislat ion and 

Procedures Advisory Panel 
Chi ldren 's  Bureau 
P.O. Box 1182 
Washington, D. C. 20013 

Dear Mrs. Broadhurst: I 
Re: Draft  Model Adoption Act and Model 

S t a t e  Adoption Procedures 

W e  a r e  wr i t ing  t o  comment on t h e  above-named d r a f t ,  and t o  commend 
you and your Advisory Panel on an important  contr ibut ion to  the  
establishment of cons i s t en t  and thoughtful  p ro tec t ion  f o r  those 
involved i n  t h e  adoption of children.  

The philosophy guiding t h e  d r a f t  is based upon serving chi ldren who 
need permanent homes, r a t h e r  than focused upon serving "families 
seeking chi ldren."  This is  i n  l i n e  wi th  t h e  NASW po l i cy  on adopt ior~ 
as r a t i f i e d  by t h e  NASW Delegate Assembly i n  November, 1979, where 
t h e  f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  s t a t e s :  "All p a r t i e s  t o  adoption are appro- 
p r i a t e l y  regarded as individual  c l i e n t s  whose needs and r i g h t s  
should be respected and considered t o  t h e  g r e a t e s t  e x t e n t  possible.  
The c h i l d  must, nevertheless,  be seen a s  t h e  primary c l i e n t  whose 
bes t  i n t e r e s t  must take p r i o r i t y . "  

Given t h i s  viewpoint, many of t h e  provis ions  of  t h e  proposed model 
a c t  a r e  sound and he lp fu l ,  such as ensur ing t h a t  should the  adoptee 
wish it, b i r t h  records w i l l  be open t o  him/her when an adult.  
From t h e  viewpoint o f  t h e  parent  seeking a c h i l d  t o  adopt, t h a t  
provision might be experienced a s  threatening.  A s  w e  know more 
about t h e  importance of people being ab le  t o  know t h e i r  genet ic  
he r i t age ,  o r  t o  "f ind t h e i r  r o o t s , "  w e  r e a l i z e  how impoztant it is 
t o  adoptees t o  have t h i s  knowledge a v a i l a b l e  t o  them. There is no 
inp l i ca t ion  t h a t  i f  an adoptee knows who t h e  b i r t h  parent  is, o r  
even meets t h e  b i r t h  parent ,  t h a t  t h e  adoptee w i l l  then Stop loving 
h i s  adoptive family o r  cease t o  regard them a s  h i s  " rea l "  parents .  . 
*.at seems t o  be a common f e a r  of adoptive pa rec t s  based on under- 
s tandable insecur i ty  r a t h e r  than f a c t .  N o t  a l l  adoptees w i l l  wish 
t o  know t h e  b i r t h  parent ,  nor t o  m e e t  h e r h i m .  a u t  sure ly  t h e  option 



should be t h e r e  a s  opposed t o  a r i g i d  secrecy which can l eave  
adoptees f e e l i n g  t h a t  the re  i s  some monstrous s e c r e t  i n  t h e i r  
p a s t .  We, the re fore ,  applaud the  concept of more open records 
and t h e  sec t ions  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h i s .  

Thoughout t h e  Model Act the re  is appropr ia te  mention made of 
the  need f o r  ca re fu l  and p rofess iona l  counseling f o r  t h e  var ious  
mmbers of t h e  adoption t r i a n g l e  a t  p a r t i c u l a r  po in t s  i n  t h e  
adoption process. Mention i s  a l s o  made of t h e  need f o r  assess- 
ment o f  p o t e n t i a l  adoptive homes. These a r e  a l l  c r u c i a l  i s s u e s  
i n  t h e  process o f ' a n  adoption. We urge you, the re fore ,  t o  specify  
t h a t  a l l  counseling and home assessments be done by those  with 
p rofess iona l ly  recognized q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  t o d o  so ,  such a s  gradua- 
t i o n  from an accredi ted s o c i a l  work education program. 

Section 603 of the  Model. Act s t a t e s  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  f o r  l i c e n s i n g  
o f  F a ~ l y  Assessment P r a c t i t i o n e r s  f o r  i n t e r e m t r y  adoptions,  
including "evidence t h a t  t h e  app l ican t  holds  a m a s t e r ' s  degree 
i n  s o c i a l  work..." We bel ieve t h a t  those  o f  our c i t i z e n s  adopting 
ch i ld ren  from our  own country a l s o  deserve such p rofess iona l  se rv ices .  
To omit a statement o f  q u a l i f i c z t i o n s  f o r  those  who w i l l  o f f e r  
counseling and do family assessments in  such a s e n s i t i v e  arena 
such a s  adoption is t o  do a g r e a t  d i s s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  populat ion 
being served. To j u s t  say "counseling" wi th  no s p e c i f i c a t i o n  
o f  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  persons t o  do it and no assurance 
of a p rofess iona l ly  del ivered se rv ice ,  i s  t o  leave t h i s  a r e a  open 
t o  any i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  des i red  with r e s u l t a n t  p o t e n t i a l  ham done 
t o  the  c l i e n t s .  To o f f e r  counseling is t o  o f f e r  he lp  i n  a s e n s i t i v e ,  
c r u c i a l  area.  Not t o  q u a l i f y  t h e  counselors means t h a t  whether o r  
not  t h e  c l i e n t  receives  t h e  necessary s k i l l e d  heLp is. a mat te r  of  
chance. 

Adoption i s  a t  bes t  a s i t u a t i o n  fraught: wi th  p o t e n t i a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  I 

pa in  and problems. S k i l l e d  help  is an e s s e n t i a l  component i n  
resolving these  problems and smoothing d i f f i c u l t i e s .  We urge 
t h a t  you include i n  the  Model Act a c lause  i n  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n a l  
sec t ion  which s p e c i f i e s  t h a t  where counseling,  o r  family assess- 
ments, o r  a home study i s  mentioned wi th in  t h e  Model Act, t h a t  the  
person t o  do t h i s  should be a s o c i a l  worker with a degree from an 
accredi ted school of s o c i a l  work education. 

We apprecia te  the  opportunity t o  review t h i s  document, and would 
be glad t o  o f f e r  any add i t iona l  consu l ta t ion  o r  help  needed. 

Yours s incere ly ,  I 

/ Chauncey A. Alexander, ACSW, CAE 
Executive Director 

cc: Elaine Schwartz 
Frank Ferro 
John Calhoun 


