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This study examined predictors of child and parent offender removal from the home following sub-
stantiated incidents of child neglect in U.S. Army families. Case records (n 5 390) were coded to
identify neglect types and incident characteristics associated with removal in prior studies. Results
indicate that the removal of a child and the removal of a parent from the home following an inci-
dent of neglect are associated with distinct neglect types and incident characteristics. In bivariate
analyses, failure to provide physical needs (FTP), family mental health problems, and co-occurring
abuse were each associated with higher odds of child removal. In multivariate analyses, offender sub-
stance use, co-occurring abuse, and early parenting, but not FTP, were associated with child re-
moval. Interaction models indicated that high-severity FTP incidents in families with mental health
problems were more likely to result in child removal compared with other neglect incidents. In con-
trast, incidents involving emotional neglect and service member offenders were associated with
higher odds of parent removal. Findings advance understanding of the characteristics of neglect inci-
dents associated with family separations, which can improve the judiciousness of legal decisions
regarding removal actions and inform prevention efforts that effectively protect children from harm
while minimizing disruptions to family integrity.
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Child welfare services in the United States have the
implicit goal of family preservation. Although tradi-
tionally assumed, this goal has also been explicitly
codified into American law.1 Family preservation
efforts need to be balanced with the potentially

conflicting goal of ensuring the safety of children
in a home. Nowhere is this balance more challenging
than in circumstances involving prior or current child
maltreatment. The protective actions child welfare
professionals take in an attempt to ensure child safety
not infrequently involve decisions to separate families,
by removing the child or the offending parent from
the home. According to data collected by the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS),
20 percent of child maltreatment victims in the
United States were removed from their homes in
2022.2 Because of the frequency of removal actions
and the impact of these decisions on child safety, a
growing body of research has examined factors that
influence the decision to remove a child or parent
offender from the home.3–6

Understanding factors that influence decision-
making in child welfare has become increasingly im-
portant in the context of equivocal findings regarding
the impact of child removal on children’s health and
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well-being. For example, some reports suggest that
children removed from the home evince increases in
quality of life7,8 and decreases in mental health problems
in the one to two year period following removal.9 In
contrast, a series of meta-analyses examining the func-
tioning of maltreated children who were removed
from home and placed into foster care compared with
maltreated children who remained with their parents
and with children from the general population indicate
that foster children did not substantially differ from
maltreated children who remained at home.10 Foster
youth also exhibited lower levels of functioning and
more externalizing behavioral problems than children
from the general population.10 Research on adults with
histories of out-of-home placement also indicates that
out-of-home placement is associated with long-term
mental health problems, poor subjective health, smok-
ing, obesity, lower educational attainment, poverty,
and use of public assistance in adulthood11 as well as
entry into the adult criminal justice system.12 Although
no prior studies have examined child outcomes associ-
ated with parent offender removal from the home,
research on parent-child separation in other contexts
(e.g., parental incarceration and parental deportation)
suggests that parent offender removal may incur nega-
tive consequences for children.13–16

The equivocal nature of child outcomes following
removal actions may be explained by differences in
the psychosocial circumstances of the family and
characteristics of the maltreatment incidents that pre-
cede the removal. Research concerning factors that
predict child removal has focused on the influence
of parent gender,3,17 child and parent race,3,18–20

maltreatment severity and recurrence,3,5,21,22 parental
substance use,3,4,6,23,24 and parental mental
illness.3,18,25–27 The majority of this work has exam-
ined predictors of child removal following incidents
of child maltreatment broadly defined. Less is known
about incident characteristics associated with child
removal following specific types of child maltreat-
ment (i.e., physical, emotional, and sexual abuse),
including child neglect. Results from the few existing
studies suggest that children who experience neglect
are more likely to be removed from home compared
with children who experience physical, sexual, or
emotional abuse.5,19 In addition, children who ex-
perience neglect and another type of maltreatment
concomitantly are more likely to be removed com-
pared with children who experience a single mal-
treatment type.22

Similarly, little is known about predictors of pa-
rental removal following child maltreatment, and no
prior studies have examined parent removal follow-
ing incidents of child neglect. Existing research has
focused on parental removal following incidents of
child maltreatment broadly defined in U.S. Army
families.4 Results indicated that service member par-
ent offenders who used substances during the mal-
treatment incident were more than twice as likely to
be removed, and incidents that involved parental
substance use and co-occurring spouse abuse were
the most likely to result in parental removal.
Research, prevention, and policy efforts regarding

parental removal have been limited by the lack of
publicly available data on the frequency of parental
removal following child maltreatment incidents.28 In
contrast to the DHHS annual reports of national
rates of child removal,2 DHHS does not report
aggregated state-level rates of parental removal from
the home following incidents of child maltreatment,
possibly because such actions can be initiated by a
range of agencies and authorities. In the civilian
population, parent removal may occur because of
parental arrest by law enforcement, protective
orders issued by courts, and in divorce proceedings
or legal separations in which custody is awarded to
one parent. In military communities, commanders
also have broad authority to confine service member
parents as part of disciplinary actions in response to
family violence incidents. In military families that
live on military installations, civilian parent offenders
can be barred from accessing the base. Civilian author-
ities, including civilian law enforcement, can also coor-
dinate with military law enforcement to arrange for the
removal of civilian parent offenders from the home.
Other differences between the military and civilian

child welfare agencies may affect child welfare decision-
making regarding family separations. In the military,
the Department of Defense (DOD) Family Advocacy
Program (FAP) is the agency charged with the investi-
gation, treatment, and prevention of child maltreat-
ment involving service members or their dependents.
FAP prioritizes family preservation and balances efforts
to protect family integrity while ensuring child safety,
similar to civilian child protective services (CPS).29

In contrast to the civilian sector, in which decisions
regarding child protective actions and incident sub-
stantiation are often made by a single CPS case man-
ager, DOD policy stipulates that multidisciplinary
teams of professionals from social work, forensic health
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care (i.e., medical forensic service providers who spe-
cialize in the care of survivors of crime, including sex-
ual assault, intimate partner violence, and child sexual
abuse), law enforcement, and criminal justice work
together in clinical case staff meetings (CCSM) and
on incident determination committees (IDC) to pro-
vide a coordinated community response to allegations
of suspected child maltreatment.29 In particular, CCSMs
generate clinical recommendations for services and
treatment for child maltreatment victims and abusers
and provide coordinated case management. Members
of IDCs evaluate whether a reported incident of child
abuse or neglect meets standardized criteria for
child maltreatment and whether the act signifi-
cantly affected the victim. In contrast to the civilian
sector, in which definitions of child abuse and neglect
vary across jurisdictions, the DoD has adopted uni-
form definitions of child abuse and neglect that are
employed at military installations worldwide. The
DoD also utilizes an electronic algorithm for substan-
tiation decisions in response to concerns about the
reliability of child welfare decision-making in both the
civilian and military sectors.30,31

It is important for professionals working in the ci-
vilian sector to understand the patterns of child mal-
treatment and factors that predict removal decisions
in military families, given that child maltreatment
incidents in military communities must be investi-
gated by both military and civilian authorities. When
FAP receives a reported allegation of child abuse or
neglect, the local CPS agency must be notified and at
least one CPS caseworker is required to serve on the
CCSM and the IDC to assist in generating clinical
recommendations, including necessary child pro-
tective actions and decisions regarding whether or
not the incident meets the DOD definition of
child abuse or neglect.29 Civilian law enforcement
may also be involved in coordinating the removal
of civilian parent offenders. In addition, DOD
policy stipulates that IDCs must include a li-
censed professional from the forensic health care
system with expertise in family violence and that
members of the IDC must have opportunities to
consult with licensed forensic health care profes-
sionals to assist with decision-making regarding
the treatment and placement of child victims.29

Consultation provided by child forensic psychia-
trists involved in child abuse and neglect incidents
may also entail risk assessments, protective actions to
ensure the safety of the victim and other children

cared for in the home, as well as opinions regarding
termination of parental rights.32,33

Greater understanding of factors that influence child
and parent offender removal actions after incidents of
neglect is crucial to both civilian and military forensic
psychiatrists, given the high frequency and lethality of
child neglect and the role of forensic psychiatrists in
child welfare decision-making in cases involving child
neglect. National data indicate that three-quarters
of child maltreatment victims in 2022 experienced
neglect and that neglect was involved in 85 percent
of incidents that resulted in child fatality.2 Of the
children who were removed from home and placed
in foster care in 2022, neglect was identified as the
circumstance associated with the child’s removal in
62 percent of cases.34 Compared with other types of
maltreatment, neglect is also associated with higher
risk of recurrence,35–37 which may indicate the
inadequacy of the child welfare response to protect
children from future harm following incidents of
reported neglect. The growing empirical evidence
demonstrating that neglect is a heterogeneous phe-
nomenon characterized by multiple distinct types
of neglectful caregiving rather than a single, broad
category of maltreatment38,39 further underscores
the need for more nuanced analyses that examine
differences in removal actions across neglect types.
Few prior studies have examined factors that influ-
ence removal actions after child maltreatment inci-
dents involving different neglect types, and results
have been mixed.18,24,35 Some studies indicate that
children who are physically neglected are more likely
to be removed compared with children who experi-
ence other types of neglect or abuse (e.g., physical
or sexual abuse),24,35 whereas other studies indicate
that children who experience supervisory neglect
are at heightened risk of removal compared with chil-
dren who experience physical neglect or physical
abuse.18 The present study aims to address current
research gaps by examining the extent to which child
or parent offender removal actions are differentially
associated with child neglect types and other incident
characteristics in substantiated incidents of child
neglect in U.S. Army families.

Method

Sample and Procedure

The initial sample included 400 substantiated inci-
dents of child neglect that were randomly selected
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from the 2,718 incidents of substantiated child neglect
at four U.S. Army installations in 2003 to 2009.
All incidents met criteria for child neglect accord-
ing to DOD policy,40 which defines child neglect
as “The negligent treatment of a child through acts
or omissions by an individual responsible for the
child’s welfare under circumstances indicating the
child’s welfare is harmed or threatened.” (Ref. 40,
p 22). Using random sampling stratified by year, data
were collected from the case records of 100 incidents
per site. Incidents were excluded and replaced if less
than 80 percent of the case record was complete. Less
than one percent (n ¼ 3) of incidents were excluded for
this reason. In the current analysis, 7 incidents involv-
ing nonparental child maltreatment were also excluded.

A 244-item record review form was developed to
record and code neglect incident characteristics using
information drawn from case records. When inci-
dents involved more than one child, data were col-
lected only for the child with the next birthday after
the date of the record review. Neglect types (failure
to provide (FTP) physical needs, lack of supervision,
emotional neglect, moral-legal neglect, and educa-
tional neglect) and abuse types (physical, emotional,
and sexual) involved in each incident of neglect were
coded based on criteria outlined in the Modified
Maltreatment Classification System (MMCS),41 a
reliable and valid method of classifying maltreatment
types that has been widely used in research and in
applied settings.42,43 Coding was conducted by mem-
bers of the research team who participated in two one-
hour training sessions. Cohen’s k was used to assess
interrater reliability of neglect type coding in 40 (10%)
randomly selected incidents. Average k for each neglect
type was greater than .80. Discrepancies in coding
among raters were discussed until raters reached a
consensus. Incident severity was also coded based on
MMCS criteria. Incidents with neglect severity scores
of 1 to 3 and 4 to 5 were classified as low and high se-
verity, respectively. Study procedures were approved
by the Institutional Review Board at the Uniformed
Services University of the Health Sciences.

Measures

Child and Parent Offender Removal

Dichotomous measures of child removal from
home and parent offender removal from home were
drawn from administrative data collected by the
Army FAP Case Review Committee.

Predictors of Child and Parent Offender Removal

The following neglect types were examined as pre-
dictors of child and parent offender removal from
home: FTP, lack of supervision, emotional neglect,
and moral-legal neglect. Because of low frequency in
this sample, educational neglect was excluded from
the analyses. A brief description of each neglect type
is provided in Appendix I.
The child, parent, and family characteristics that

were examined as predictors of child and parent of-
fender removal from home were assessed using infor-
mation reported by case workers on standard intake
forms or administrative data collected by the Army
FAP Case Review Committee. Predictors included
incident severity, child victim age, child victim sex,
child race, offender age at birth of child, offender
type (service member parent, civilian parent, both),
highest military rank in the family, number of chil-
dren in the home (one versus two or more), service
member parent marital status (married versus unmar-
ried), offender substance use at the time of the inci-
dent, parental offender previously known to FAP,
child victim previously known to FAP, family physi-
cal health problems, family mental health problems,
and co-occurring physical or sexual abuse. All charac-
teristics were assessed using dichotomous single-item
measures, except for family mental health problems,
which were based on endorsement of items querying
family mental health problems and family history of
suicide attempts.

Statistical Analysis

To examine differences in the frequencies of child
removal from home and parent offender removal
from home in incidents involving different child
neglect types, chi-square tests were used to compare
the number of incidents that involved each neglect
type versus incidents that did not involve that type
(“other”) for incidents that resulted in child or parent
offender removal.
To identify the child, parent, family, and incident

characteristics associated with increased odds of child
removal from home and parent offender removal
from home, a series of bivariate logistic regressions
were conducted with child removal from home and
parent offender removal from home examined as
outcomes. Bivariate predictors were then examined
in multivariate logistic regressions to assess the extent
to which they were associated with increased odds of
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child or parent offender removal from home while
controlling for their shared variance. Predictors
included in the multivariate models were selected
based on their bivariate associations with removal
actions in our study or their differential associations
with various neglect types or child welfare outcomes
in prior studies.3,4,23,24,26,35 Missing data were lim-
ited to incident severity and demographic character-
istics (i.e., child age, child sex, child race, offender
age at birth of child, highest military rank in the fam-
ily, number of children in the family). Given that the
percentage of missing data for each variable was low
(.26 � 3.59%) participants with missing data were
retained in the analyses.

Results

Demographic characteristics of maltreated children
and their families are shown in Table 1. The parent
who engaged in neglectful caregiving was either the
service member, the service member’s spouse, or both
the service member and spouse in 27.18, 40.77, and
32.05 percent of incidents, respectively. The mean age
of parents who engaged in neglectful caregiving was
27.46 (standard deviation (SD)¼ 5.65).

Child and Parent Offender Removal from Home

The child victim was removed from home in
14.87 percent (n ¼ 58) of cases. The parent offender
was removed from home in 12.05 percent (n ¼ 47)
of cases. Table 2 presents the number of incidents
that resulted in child removal from home and parent
offender removal from home for each neglect type.
Child victims were removed from the home more
frequently in physical neglect incidents (x 2 ¼ 5.86,
p < .05) and less frequently in emotional neglect
incidents (x 2 ¼ 6.48, p < .01) compared with inci-
dents that did not involve these neglect types. In con-
trast, parent offenders were removed from the home
more frequently in emotional neglect incidents (x 2 ¼
27.95, p < .001) and less frequently in physical
neglect (x 2¼ 9.75, p < .001) and supervisory neglect
(x 2 ¼ 9.68, p < .01) incidents compared with inci-
dents that did not involve these neglect types.
Results from the bivariate logistic regressions con-

ducted to identify the child, parent offender, family,
and incident characteristics associated with child re-
moval from home and parent offender removal from
home are found in Table 3. Whereas FTP (odds ratio
(OR) ¼ 1.99, 95% confidence interval (CI) [1.13,

Table 1 Demographic Characteristics of Maltreated Children and
Their Families

Characteristics M SD

Child age (years) 4.56 3.97
n %

Child gender
Male 205 53.52
Female 178 46.48

Child race
Caucasian 210 55.56
African American 103 27.25
Other 65 17.20

Highest military rank in the family
E1 to E4 233 62.97
E5þ 143 38.03

Number of children in the family
One 102 26.22
Two or more 287 73.78

Service parent marital status
Married 319 85.1
Unmarried (single, divorced, widowed, separated) 56 14.9

Percentages do not reflect missing data. N ¼ 390. M ¼ mean; SD ¼
standard deviation.

Table 2 Child and Parent Offender Removal from Home by Child Neglect Types

Child Removed from Home Parent Removed from Home Total

Neglect Type n % p -valuea n % p -valuea n %

Failure to provide physical needs 27 21.09 <0.01 6 4.69 <0.01 128 32.82
Other neglect types 31 11.83 — 41 15.65 — 262 67.18

Lack of supervision 29 17.58 0.20 10 6.06 <0.01 165 42.30
Other neglect types 29 12.89 — 37 16.44 — 225 57.69

Emotional neglect 15 9.38 0.01 36 22.50 <0.001 160 41.03
Other neglect types 43 18.70 — 11 4.78 — 230 58.97

Moral-legal neglect 3 15.00 1 3 15.00 0.72 20 5.13
Other neglect types 55 14.86 — 44 11.89 — 370 94.87

Educational neglect 3 23.08 0.42 0 0.00 0.39 13 3.33
Other neglect types 55 14.59 — 47 12.47 — 377 96.70
ap -value is based on chi-square or Fisher’s exact tests.
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3.51]), co-occurring physical or sexual abuse (OR ¼
2.59, 95% CI [1.13, 5.95]), younger offender age at
the birth of the child (OR ¼ .92, 95% CI [.85,
.99]), and family mental health problems (OR ¼
1.96, 95% CI [1.04, 3.69]) were each associated
with higher odds of child removal from home, emo-
tional neglect was associated with lower odds of child
removal from home (OR¼ .45, 95% CI [.24, .84]).

In contrast, the odds of parent offender removal
from home were nearly six times higher in incidents
involving emotional neglect (OR ¼ 5.78, 95% CI
[2.84, 11.76]) and over three times higher in high-
severity incidents (OR¼ 3.67, 95% CI [1.80, 7.46])
but significantly lower in incidents involving FTP
(OR ¼ .27, 95% CI [.11, .64]) and supervisory
neglect (OR ¼ .33, 95% CI [.16, .68]). Incidents
that involved offender substance use also had higher
odds of parent offender removal from home (OR ¼
2.25, 95% CI [1.17, 4.31]). In addition, incidents in
which the service member parent was identified as
the neglectful caregiver were associated with higher
odds of parent removal compared with incidents in

which the civilian parent or both the civilian parent
and the service member parent were identified as
neglectful caregivers (OR¼ 3.40, 95% CI [1.61, 7.17]
and OR¼ 2.61, 95%CI [1.23, 5.54], respectively).
Results from the multivariate logistic regressions

are noted in Table 4. (The following child, parent
offender, and family characteristics were not sig-
nificantly associated with child or parent offender
removal from home and were therefore not retained
in the multivariate analyses: child sex, age, and race;
child previously known to FAP; offender previously
known to FAP; highest family rank; multiple children
in the home; service member parent marital status; and
family physical health problems.) Co-occurring physi-
cal or sexual abuse (OR ¼ 3.70, 95% CI [1.40, 9.80])
and offender incident-related substance use (OR ¼
2.11, 95% CI [1.04, 4.25]) were each associated with
greater odds of child removal from home. In addition,
younger offender parent age at the birth of the child
victim was associated with higher risk of child removal
from home (OR¼ .88, 95%CI [.81, .95]).

Table 3 Bivariate Associations Between Incident Characteristics and Child and Parent Offender Removal from Home

Predictors
Child Removal

OR (CI)
Parent Removal

OR (CI)

Incident Characteristics
Failure to provide physical needs (vs. other neglect types) 1.99 (1.13, 3.51)a 0.27 (0.11, 0.64)b

Lack of supervision (vs. other neglect types) 1.44 (0.82, 2.52) 0.33 (0.16, 0.68)b

Emotional neglect (vs. other neglect types) 0.45 (0.24, 0.84)a 5.78 (2.84, 11.76)c

Moral-legal neglect (vs. other neglect types) 1.01 (0.29, 3.56) 1.31 (0.37, 4.64)
High severity (vs. low) 1.18 (0.67, 2.06) 3.67 (1.80, 7.46)c

Co-occurring physical and/or sexual abuse (yes vs. no) 2.59 (1.13, 5.95)a 1.86 (0.72, 4.81)
Offender incident-related substance use (yes vs. no) 1.58 (0.85, 2.95) 2.25 (1.17, 4.31)a

Child Victim Characteristics
Male child sex (versus female) 0.92 (0.53, 1.61) 0.90 (0.48, 1.67)
Child age 1.04 (0.97, 1.11) 1.01 (0.94, 1.09)
Child race
White versus Black 1.13 (0.59, 2.19) 0.52 (0.25, 1.08)
Other versus Black 0.60 (0.22, 1.63) 1.47 (0.65, 3.32)

Child victim previously known to FAP (yes vs. no) 1.07 (0.39, 2.89) 0.22 (0.03, 1.64)

Parent Offender Characteristics
Offender type
Sponsor versus sponsor and spouse 0.74 (0.33, 1.65) 2.61 (1.23, 5.54)a

Sponsor versus spouse 0.50 (0.35, 1.29) 3.40 (1.61, 7.17)b

Offender age at birth of child 0.92 (0.85, 0.99)a 1.04 (0.98, 1.12)
Offender previously known to FAP (yes vs. no) 1.20 (0.53, 2.72) 0.46 (0.14, 1.56)

Family Characteristics
Highest family rank (E5þ versus E1-E4) 0.74 (0.40, 1.35) 1.24 (0.67, 2.31)
Multiple children in the home (versus one child) 1.85 (0.90, 3.81) 0.73 (0.38, 1.41)
Service parent married (vs. unmarried) 0.79 (0.34, 1.84) 0.86 (0.35, 2.14)
Family physical health problems (yes vs. no) 0.99 (0.55, 1.77) 0.99 (0.52, 1.86)
Family mental health problems (yes vs. no) 1.96 (1.04, 3.69)a 0.85 (0.38, 1.89)

N ¼ 390. CI ¼ confidence interval; OR ¼ odds ratio.
a p < 0.05
b p < 0.01
cp < 0.001
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Given that none of the neglect types, including
FTP, were associated with child removal when the
model was adjusted for other child, parent, family,
and incident characteristics, we conducted a series of
exploratory two-way interactions between FTP and
select incident characteristics to identify which com-
binations of characteristics in the context of physical
neglect might confer elevated risk of child removal.
We focused on incident severity, parental mental
health problems, and parent offender substance use
based on the strength of their association with child
removal in our bivariate analyses and in prior stud-
ies.3,4,23,25,27,44 Each interaction term was tested in a
separate multivariate regression adjusted for covari-
ates, followed by simple effects analyses for signifi-
cant interactions. The following two interactions
were significant in predicting child removal from
home: family mental health problems � FTP, Wald
x 2 ¼ 4.14, p < .05 and high incident severity �
FTP, x 2 ¼ 4.38, p < .05. Simple effects analyses
indicated that children involved in physical neglect
incidents that occurred in families with mental
health problems were three times more likely to be
removed from home compared with children involved
in physical neglect incidents in families without
mental health problems (OR ¼ 3.32, 95% CI
[1.30, 8.51]). Similarly, children involved in physi-
cal neglect incidents that were identified as highly
severe had higher odds of being removed from home
compared with children involved in low severity
neglect incidents (OR ¼ 3.53, 95% CI [1.35,
9.24]). In contrast, neither family mental health
problems nor incident severity were associated with
child removal in incidents that involved neglect types
other than FTP (OR ¼ .66, 95% CI [.20, 2.25] and
OR¼ .88, 95% CI [.35, 2.22], respectively).

To further identify high-risk groups, a multivariable
logistic regression with a three-level categorical predictor
indexing high-severity FTP incidents in families with
mental health problems versus other FTP incidents
(e.g., incidents that occurred in families with or without
family mental health problems or high severity) and
versus other neglect types (i.e., all incidents other than
those involving FTP) indicated that children involved
in high-severity FTP incidents in families with docu-
mented mental health problems had higher odds of
being removed from home compared with children
involved in other FTP incidents (OR ¼ 4.90, 95%
CI [1.64, 14.60]) and children who experienced other
neglect types (OR¼ 6.75, 95% CI [2.21, 20.58]).
Results from the multivariate regression predicting

parent offender removal (Table 4) indicated that emo-
tional neglect was associated with higher odds of par-
ent offender removal from home (OR ¼ 4.73, 95%
CI [1.49, 15.00]). In addition, incidents in which the
service member parent was documented as the singu-
lar neglectful caregiver were associated with greater
odds of parent removal from home compared with
incidents in which both the service member and the
civilian parents were identified as neglectful caregivers
(OR ¼ 2.58, 95% CI [1.10, 6.04]). FTP, supervisory
neglect, incident severity, and offender incident-related
substance use were no longer significantly associated
with parent removal when the model was adjusted for
other child, parent, family, and incident characteristics.

Discussion

The present study provides novel information
regarding factors associated with child and parental

Table 4 Multivariate Associations Between Incident Characteristics and Child and Parent Offender Removal from Home

Incident Characteristics
Child Removal

OR (CI)
Offender Removal

OR (CI)

Failure to provide physical needs (vs. other neglect types) 1.66 (0.77, 3.56) 0.75 (0.27, 2.10)
Lack of supervision (vs. other neglect types) 1.16 (0.55, 2.42) 0.97 (0.34, 2.73)
Emotional neglect (vs. other neglect types) 0.41 (0.16, 1.05) 4.73 (1.49, 15.00)b

Moral-legal neglect (vs. other neglect types) 0.73 (0.17, 3.06) 2.20 (0.46, 10.41)
High incident severity (versus low) 1.75 (0.90, 3.40) 1.81 (0.80, 4.09)
Co-occurring physical and/or sexual abuse (yes vs. no) 3.70 (1.40, 9.80)a 1.07 (0.37, 3.08)
Offender incident-related substance use (yes vs. no) 2.11 (1.04, 4.25) 1.98 (0.93, 4.21)
Offender type
Sponsor versus sponsor and spouse 1.03 (0.42, 2.52) 2.58 (1.10, 6.04)a

Sponsor versus spouse 0.56 (0.25, 1.26) 2.25 (0.99, 5.10)
Offender age at birth of child 0.88 (0.81, 0.95)b 1.04 (0.96, 1.13)
Family mental health problems (yes vs. no) 1.69 (0.84, 3.38) 1.24 (0.50, 3.08)

N ¼ 390. CI ¼ confidence interval; OR ¼ odds ratio.
ap < 0.05.
b p < 0.01.
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removal decisions following substantiated incidents
of child neglect in U.S. Army families. Prior studies
have been primarily limited to predictors of child
removal from the home following incidents of general
neglect compared with other forms of maltreat-
ment3,5,17,19 and to predictors of child removal among
children who experienced neglect plus a subsequent
report of maltreatment.35 By examining differences in
the likelihood of child and parent offender removal
from the home following substantiated incidents of
child neglect characterized by four neglect types as
well as neglect incident characteristics associated with
elevated risk of child and parent offender removal, the
present study advances understanding of the circum-
stances in which family separation decisions are made.
This information may help to identify the characteris-
tics of families at risk for removal actions that might
be prioritized for intervention services. Tailoring pre-
vention and intervention services to families with
particular high-risk characteristics may optimize the
impact of intervention efforts on children’s risk of
harm while minimizing disruptions to family integrity.

Our findings indicate that the removal of a child
and the removal of a parent offender from the home
following an incident of neglect are associated with
distinct neglect types and incident characteristics.
Although child removal from the home occurred
more frequently following incidents of physical
neglect compared with other neglect types, findings
from the multivariate analyses showed that none of
the neglect types were differentially associated with
increased odds of child removal from the home.
Instead, other incident characteristics, including co-
occurring physical and sexual abuse, offender inci-
dent-related substance use, and younger parental age
at birth of the child, were each associated with greater
odds of child removal.

These findings are consistent with prior research
indicating that children involved in maltreatment
incidents characterized by multiple maltreatment
types are more likely to be removed21,22 as well as
studies indicating that parental substance use and early
parenting are each associated with increased risk of
child removal.3,22–24 In general, this pattern of results
aligns with what we would anticipate creates danger-
ous home environments for children and in turn
increases their risk of removal. Parents with substance
use problems and young parents, who have less
mature parenting skills as well as fewer (financial,
material, and socioemotional) resources, may be less

capable of providing for their children’s physical
and psychosocial needs. These conditions may place
children at elevated risk of multiple types of mal-
treatment. The cumulative harm conferred by co-
occurring abuse and neglect may be viewed by case
workers as urgent and therefore warrant more im-
mediate intervention (e.g., out-of-home placement)
to ensure child safety. Collectively, these findings
also underscore the importance of assessment and
targeted prevention efforts for parents who have
substance use problems, early intervention for sub-
stance use problems in parents, and the integration
of parenting skills programs with parental substance
use treatment.
Additional exploratory analyses indicated that

children from families with documented mental
health problems who experience high-severity physi-
cal neglect were five to six times more likely to be
removed from the home, even when controlling for
other incident and sociodemographic characteristics.
These findings may be of particular importance to
child welfare professionals in both civilian and mili-
tary communities who must balance the need to
ensure child safety with the goal of family preserva-
tion, including forensic psychiatrists who provide
risk assessments and consultation regarding recom-
mended protective actions. Greater understanding of
the incident characteristics that in combination con-
fer the highest risk of child removal may improve
the judiciousness of child welfare decision-making,
which is crucial given the potential consequences of
these decisions. In addition, these findings suggest
that targeted prevention efforts for parents with
mental health problems as well as the integration of
parenting skills training with parental mental health
treatment may be promising approaches to the pre-
vention of severe child neglect that is likely to result
in child removal.
In contrast to child removal, emotional neglect

and service member parent offender were each associ-
ated with increased risk of parent removal from the
home. The composition of our sample, which was
composed of military families, may provide an ex-
planatory framework for these results. A previous
analysis showed that 87 percent of the emotional
neglect incidents in our sample involved child expo-
sure to domestic abuse.45 In addition, 75 percent of
incidents that resulted in a parent offender being
removed from the home involved child exposure to
domestic abuse. When children’s exposure to domestic
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abuse occurs in military families and the service mem-
ber parent is the offender, the military commanding
officer has the broad authority to order the service
member to return to barracks housing, issue a military
protection order, or hold the service member in pretrial
confinement during the incident investigation or legal
proceedings process. Given that the military has a
unique mechanism for removing service member par-
ent offenders from the home compared with offender
parents in the civilian population, replication of our
findings is needed to determine their generalizability.
Despite this caveat, our examination of neglect incident
characteristics associated with parent offender removal
from the home is a novel contribution to the literature
given the paucity of prior studies on this topic.

In the general population, Black children have
been shown to be at significantly higher risk of re-
moval compared with White children,18–20,46 even
when accounting for differences in rates of child mal-
treatment across racial groups. In contrast, child race
was not associated with child or parent removal in
our sample of Army families. We propose two possi-
ble explanations for this null finding. Racial dispar-
ities in children’s involvement in the civilian child
welfare system have been attributed to biases in child
welfare decision-making.46–48 The military’s use of
multidisciplinary CCSMs and IDCs combined with
their reliance on a decision tree algorithm to make
incident substantiation decisions may reduce racial
bias throughout the military child welfare deci-
sion-making process (e.g., reporting, investigation,
substantiation, service provision) and result less
disproportionately in children removed from Black
families compared with White families.

Alternatively, our null findings may reflect
diminished racial disparities in military families
more generally, resulting from stable employment,
subsidized housing allowances, subsidized child
care, and universal access to health care that make
military families more equitable on the basis of socioe-
conomic class, race, and health relative to the civilian
population.49,50 Notably, less racial disparity in rates
of child maltreatment in military families compared
with civilian families51 and to the general U.S. pop-
ulation52 has been documented in prior studies. The
range of economic benefits afforded to military fami-
lies may also reduce racial disparities in unsafe house-
hold conditions that lead to child or parent removal.
Additional research is needed to further examine the
role of race in child removal decisions in the military
versus the civilian child welfare systems.

Several additional characteristics of our study
should be noted, as they may influence the generalizabil-
ity of our results. First, our ability to detect significant
differences between incidents involving moral-legal
neglect and other neglect types may have been limited
by the low frequency of moral-legal neglect in our
sample. Second, the case records from which we
created our analytic dataset did not contain infor-
mation on the timing of the removal in relation to
the maltreatment incident, the duration of the child
and parent removal, or child outcomes following fam-
ily separation. As a result, we were unable to assess the
extent to which child and parent offender removal
prevented additional maltreatment. Similarly, the case
records from which we drew our predictor variables
did not contain information regarding the type and
timing of family mental health diagnoses and whether
or not treatment was obtained. Although parental
mental illness is commonly identified as a risk factor
for child maltreatment,53–55 the majority of prior
studies have failed to capture the dynamic nature of
parental mental illness and the extent to which its
association with heightened risk of children mal-
treatment can be modified by treatment.56 Notably,
recent research indicates that parents who receive
treatment for their mental health disorders have a
lower risk of maltreating their children compared
with matched community peers.57 Finally, given
that the multivariate interactions examined in the
present study were exploratory in nature, replication
in future research is required.
Despite these caveats, this study provides novel in-

formation regarding factors associated with increased
risk of child and parent removal from the home. The
incident characteristics that were identified as predic-
tors of child and parent removal delineate familial
contexts in which child safety was compromised to
an extent that family separation was deemed war-
ranted. Findings can inform the development of pre-
vention strategies that effectively protect children
from harm while minimizing disruptions to family
integrity. Our results may also be used by forensic
evaluators to assist the court in understanding the
characteristics of child neglect incidents that are most
strongly associated with child and parent removal
actions, which can inform removal and parental
rights decisions. Additional longitudinal research on
the long-term psychosocial and health outcomes
associated with child and parent offender removal fol-
lowing child neglect is needed to determine whether
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these removal actions effectively protect children from
subsequent maltreatment without undermining child
well-being. Future work that links specific maltreat-
ment types to removal decisions and child outcomes
might also further strengthen the opinions proffered
by forensic evaluators. This line of research may
improve the judiciousness of removal decisions and aid
in the development of child welfare and legal policies
that advance prevention and harm reduction efforts.
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APPENDIX I41

Failure to Provide (FTP) Physical Needs: A caregiver fails to
exercise a minimum degree of care in meeting the child’s physi-
cal needs in any of the following domains: providing adequate
food; ensuring sanitary clothing that is weather appropriate and
permits the child freedom of movement; providing adequate shel-
ter; ensuring adequate medical, dental, and mental health care;
and ensuring the child’s adequate hygiene. FTP included seven
subtypes: Adequate Food and Nutrition, Appropriate Clothing,
Shelter, Hygiene, Health Care, Dental, andMental Health.

Lack of Supervision: A caregiver does not take adequate pre-
cautions to ensure a child’s safety in and out of the home based
on the child’s particular emotional and developmental needs.
This may include permitting exposure to dangerous situations
(e.g., allowing the child to play in an unsafe area, permitting
the child to accompany someone with a known history of
violent acts) as well as failing to evaluate conditions pertain-
ing to the child’s safety (e.g., neglecting to screen the back-
ground or competency of alternate caregivers, failing to
ascertain the child’s whereabouts). Lack of supervision includes
the following three subtypes: General Lack of Supervision,
Unsafe Environment, and Substitute Care.

Emotional Neglect: A caregiver is harmfully insensitive to
the child’s developmental level or persistently or extremely
thwarts the meeting of the children’s basic emotional needs,
such as the need for a family environment free of excessive
hostility and violence, for an available and stable attachment
figure, for positive regard and the absence of excessively nega-
tive or unrealistic evaluations, to explore the environment
and extrafamilial relationships, and to individuate within the
bounds of parental acceptance, structure, and limit setting,
without developmentally inappropriate responsibility or con-
straints placed on the child. Emotional neglect includes the
following subtypes: Inadequate Nurturance or Affection,
Expected to Assume Inappropriate Level of Responsibility,
Not Permitted Age-Appropriate Socialization, Abandonment,
and Protection from Violence.

Moral-Legal Neglect: A caregiver fails to demonstrate a min-
imum degree of care in assisting the child to integrate with the
expectations of society. This may involve exposing the child to
or involving the child in illegal activity or in other activities
that may promote delinquency or antisocial behavior.
Educational Neglect: A caregiver fails to ensure the child

is adequately educated or properly socialized by regularly
attending school.
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