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The results of a study examining the motivations behind the admission of chil-
dren without parental care (N=7,150 potential and actual substitute parents)
from challenging categories—such as siblings, adolescents, children with dis-
abilities, and those with high individual needs—into various forms of family
arrangements (adoption, foster care, and guardianship) are presented. This
research employs a resource-based approach, which views motivation as a
resource for fulfilling personal and family needs. The findings indicate that the
majority of informants are reluctant to accept children from these challeng-
ing categories, primarily due to associated difficulties (such as character traits,
learning issues, and health problems) and fears (including concerns about he-
redity, developmental disorders, and doubts regarding their own competence).
Adoptive parents tend to exhibit a higher level of sufficient resource motivation,
while guardians and foster parents are often more focused on addressing fam-
ily crises and financial challenges. The most motivated candidates are typically
from intact families, where both spouses formalize their commitment to parent-
hood. Training in the Supportive Parenting Resource (SPR) program enhances
parents’ sufficient resource motivation while simultaneously reducing insuffi-
cient motivation, although it may increase levels of fears and concerns. After
completing the program, candidates are more likely to transition to paid forms

of guardianship.
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MpepnctaeneHbl pe3ynsTaTbl UCCNEfOBaHWA MOTMBaUMU npuema JeTew,
ocTaBLUMXCA 6e3 norneyeHns poauTenen, TPYAHOYCTpamBaeMon KaTeropum
(cMbnuHrn, NoppPOCTKN, AeTN ¢ nHeanuaHocTbio 1 OB3) Ha pasHble dopMmbl
CeMeNHOro yCTpOMCTBA: YCbIHOBIIEHNE, MpuemMHasa cembsi, oneka (N=7150
noTeHumanbHbIX U OYHKLMOHUPYIOLLMX 3ameLuatoLLmx pogutenen). Nccnepo-
BaHME OCHOBbIBAETCHA HA PECYpCHOM MoAxoAe, KOTOpbI paccMaTpuBaeT Mo-
TMBaLMIO Kak pecypc Ans yAoBNeTBOPEHUS JINYHOCTHBIX U CEMENHbIX NOTPe6-
HoCTel. BbigeneHo 2 MOTUBaLMOHHBIX MPOUNA C NO3NLMM UX PECYPCHOCTU.
[nsa ycbiHOBUTENEW B 60MbLUEN CTENEHN XapaKTePeH [OCTAaTO4YHO PECYPCHbIN
MOTUBALMOHHBIN Npochrnb. OnekyHbl U NPpUEMHbIE POAUTENN Yalle 03a6o-
YeHbl peLleHeM CeMeNHOro Kpuamca u marepuarnbHbix npobnem. Hanbonee
MOTVBMPOBAHHOW AIBASIETCH NOMHasA cembsl, rae 06a cynpyra oopmasioT po-
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AMTENbCTBO. YCTaHOBNEHO, YTO NMOAIOTOBKA B LUKOMNE MPUEMHbIX poauTenew
(nanee — LUMP) noBbllaeT Kak pecypcHOCTb MOTUBAUMM POAUTENEN, Tak
1 YpOBEHb UX CTpaxoB W onaceHwi. Nocne okoH4yaHus LUIMP 60nbWnHCTBO
KaHOWOATOB B YCbIHOBUTENN MNepeTekaeT Ha BO3Me3fHble (DOPMbl OMEKW.
BonbLIMHCTBO MHOPMAHTOB HE rOTOBO MPUHUMAaTL AeTen TpyaHoycTpansa-
€eMOM KaTeropmm n o6bACHAET 3TO OCOBEHHOCTAMM Xapakrepa, npobnemammu
B 06y4€eHMK, NIIOXNM 3[0POBbEM PebEHKA, a TakKe COOCTBEHHbIMU CTpaxamm
€ro MNsoXon HacneacTBEHHOCTU, HAPYLUEHWI NCUXUHECKOro Pas3BUTUSA, COMHe-
HUSIMU B COOCTBEHHOW KOMMETEHLMN.

Knro4eBble cnoBa: MOTUBaLMS NpvemMa LeTeil-CupoT; OOCTATO4HO U Hepo-
CTaTOMHO pecypcHas MOTUBaUMSA; OeTW TPYOHOYCTpauBaeMblX KaTeropuii;
orneKyHbl; NPUeMHble POAUTENM; YCbIHOBUTENN; KaHOUAATbI B OMeKyHbl; KaH-

Onaatbl B YCbIHOBUTENN.

®duHaHcupoBaHue. ViccnegoBaHune BbINOSIHEHO B pamMKax rocyAapCTBEHHOro 3agaHus MuHuctep-
cTBa npocseLueHns Poccuiickon ®epgepaumm ot 09.02.2024 Ne 073-00037-24-01 «Hay4Ho-meTOAM-
Yeckoe obecrneveHvie pa3padboTKM MOTMBALIMOHHbIX Mep Mo pasBmTUiO OPM CEMENHOrO YCTPOMCTBA
NeTen-cupoT 1 AeTen, OCTaBLUNXCA 6e3 MoneveHns pogutenen, UCXoaa 13 NpUopuUTeTHON HopMbI
XW3HEYCTpoWCTBa pebeHka, a Takxke uccrefosaHne BO3MOXHOCTEN KaHAWAATOB B YCbIHOBUTENN
NPUHATL HA BOCMUTaHWE feTel TpyaHOyCcTpansaeMon Kateropum (NpuknagHoe nccnepoBaHne)».

Ansa uutatel: OcsioH B.H., OguHuyosa M.A., Cembsi I.B., KonecHukoBa Y.B. MoTuBauus npuema Ha
BOCMUTaHWEe OETEN-CUPOT TPYOHOYCTPamBaeMbIX KaTeropuii B KOHTEKCTE pasfiiHbix hOpM cemeint-
HOro YCTPOICTBA, BKIOYas yCcblHOBIEHME // MNcuxonornyeckas Hayka u obpasoanme. 2024. Tom 29.
Ne 6. C. 81—98. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17759/pse.2024290606

Introduction

The late 1990s of the 20th century in Rus-
sia can be called the pivotal time in terms
of the state’s activities for protection of the
rights and interests of children without pa-
rental care. The development of family forms
of placement for orphans made it possible
to remove more than 90% of children from
institutional care. In 2023, 322,628 children
were being raised in families and 31,654 chil-
dren were being raised in organizations [20].
Types of compensated care, including a fos-
ter family, have become particularly attractive
(the share of children in them was 30.7% in
2015 and 47.04% in 2023) [20]. The family’s
semi-professional status made it more open
both to material support and to the establish-
ment of special infrastructure like the foster
parent school and family support services,
which came to serve the entire family place-
ment system over time. This has slowed
down the rate of uncompensated care devel-

opment (57.26% of placed children in 2015
and 45.66% in 2023). Adoption, which is an
individual permanent (indefinite) form of plac-
ing children without parental care, remains a
priority, but the demand for it is not sufficient
(19.9% in 2015 and 19.5% in 2024) [21]. For
the child themselves, this form is the most
stable, allowing them to grow up and start
their independent life at their own pace, rather
than after the placement ends. For children
placed in families, the end of placement pro-
vokes a high levels of stress [16]. However,
the family system with an adopted child often
does not allow specialized assistance, includ-
ing financial, due to the adoption secrecy.

In recent years, a serious challenge has
been the prevalence of hard-to-place children
category in the Federal Orphan Data Bank:
teenagers (about 80%), children with dis-
abilities (30%), and siblings, who may not be
separated (more than 50%). In 2016, the gov-
ernment set the task to activate family place-
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ment of this children category [13]. However,
families are afraid to foster them [14], which
is also proved by the results of the study pre-
sented in this article.

All this poses a challenge for the scientific
community to study the potential and actual
substitute parents’ motivation to foster a child
of this category [24; 25].

All over the world, the motivation is regard-
ed as the most important predictor of the family
placement efficiency, allowing us to predict the
success of substitute parenting, correct both
the psychological readiness to foster a child
and the child-parent relationships in the course
of upbringing [3; 5; 11; 12; 27].

Russian and foreign literature presents
various classifications of the motivation types
[18; 19; 26; 27; 28; 30; 39]. As a rule, the ba-
sis is their focus: internal, which is oriented
on support and acceptance of the child and
related to the child’s values, standards, and
personal characteristics, and external, which
is conditional upon the expected reward or
meeting the parents’ expectations; as well as
the parent’s focus on the child or themselves
[1;2; 11; 15; 30; 38].

Motivation types adequate or inadequate
to the tasks of foster care [18] as well as con-
structive and unconstructive motivation [6]
are distinguished.

A number of authors consider the impact
of negative motivation to foster a child on the
intra-family relationships that may lead to the
family abandoning the child [10; 11], and pay
attention to the possibility of parental motiva-
tion transformation, depending on the growth
and changes in both the parents and their
children [39].

A review of international research shows
that for child-oriented parents altruism is the
leading motivation type [33; 41]. They prove
that enhanced altruistic motivation leads to
acceptance of the child and improvement
of the parent’s health [10], ensures that the
child is loved, has a safe place they would call
home, and is not abused [23]. Awareness,
ethical and moral standards and principles

84

have been mentioned as some of the key
factors in admission of a child into the family
[35]. It is worth noting that financial motiva-
tion for fostering a child is most importance
for Africa and Asia, but is not typical for coun-
tries like Australia and Canada [32; 36; 37].
Western researchers assign a special role to
religious motivation [29], which is not typical
for Russian studies [17]. In Russian studies,
the leading types of motivation include “self-
actualization as a parent” [17; 22].

They show that foster parents with a focus
on themselves want to have more children,
to provide their child with siblings, and them-
selves with a companion [7; 33; 34; 41]. It is
also admitted that classifications of the types
of motivation for fostering the hard-to-place
children category are focused on children with
disabilities [1; 8]. The most common motiva-
tion includes altruistic motives, “filling an empty
nest”, “doing a good thing”, “to overcome child-
lessness” [1], “striving to look worthy”, “being
not worse than others” [8]. Attempts have been
made to link the motivation with the forms of
family placement, associating guardianship
with forced substitution of parents by relatives
[7] and adoption with the mother’s altruism
[10]. However, the number of such studies and
their participants is limited.

Thus, the motivation for admission of
an orphan child into the family is considered
worldwide as a predictor of the success of
their integration into the family and further
socialization. Both foreign and Russian stud-
ies have developed various classifications of
the motivation types. At the same time, there
are certain inconsistencies in the definition of
the most resourceful motivation types: in for-
eign psychology, they are altruism, tendency
towards prosocial behavior, and Russian au-
thors mostly mention the parent’s self-actual-
ization. In Russia, despite the impressive suc-
cess in addressing the orphanhood problem,
there are hard-to- place categories of children
who need family placement, but cause serious
concerns among potential substitute parents
as to their ability to raise them in their family.
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Russian studies most often focus on the spe-
cifics of motivation for admission of a child with
disabilities into the family. There are limitations
in the scientific publications available to the
authors, due to the small sample size, insuf-
ficient disclosure of motivational resources for
various forms of family placement, as well as
the motivational potential of prospective and
actual substitute parents in terms of bringing
up hard-to-place children.

This article presents the materials of a
study aimed at identifying the specifics of
motivation for admission of hard-to-place
orphans (siblings, children with disabilities,
children with mental disorders, teenagers) in
potential and functioning substitute parents,
depending on the family placement form.

Objectives:

1. To analyze the availability of experience
of upbringing, readiness to admit hard-to-place
children into the family, as well as difficulties
and fears of potential and actual substitute par-
ents in the context of various placement forms;

2. to determine similarities and differences
in the types of motivation for admission of
hard-to-place children into the family among
potential and actual substitute parents in vari-
ous family placement forms, depending on
the status of the family and participation in
programs aimed at preparation of parents for
placement of a child.

As a theoretical and methodological basis,
the study described here used the resource-
based approach, in which motivation is pre-
sented as a resource that determines a cer-
tain behavior of the subject [4]; as everything
that family members have to offer each other
to help meet needs or help achieve their goals
[18; 27]. The authors consider the motivation
for admission of a child into the family as a
resource that allows family members to meet
the most urgent life needs.

Scientific novelty of the discussed re-
search consists in the identification and
description of the specificity of motivational
profiles of prospective and actual substitute
parents in terms of admission of a hard-to-

place child into a family, depending on their
participation in programs of preparation for
fostering a child, their family structure and
marital status, differentiation of difficulties in
raising orphans in a family of substitute par-
ents in various forms of family placement.
Special attention is paid to adoption.

Organization of the study, methods

and psychodiagnostic

techniques used

To ensure a wider coverage of respon-
dents, data was collected through a web-
based survey service in an anonymous and
voluntary manner. Data collection was sup-
ported by the regional child protection agen-
cies and foster parent school and family sup-
port specialists. The procedure took 60 to 90
minutes and complied with the ethical stan-
dards established by the 1964 Declaration of
Helsinki. The respondents were informed of
the aims and objectives of the study and pro-
vided their consent to participate.

Sampling

The study involved 7,150 potential and
actual substitute parents of the main family
placement forms from 57 regions of the Rus-
sian Federation: prospective guardians/foster
parents (N=684); prospective adoptive parents
(N=560); guardians/patrons (N=2,991); foster
parents (N=2,642); adoptive parents (N=273)
aged 18 to 65 years, those who has grown up
and is ready to become their siblings’ guard-
ian (the average age of 46.45+9.98 years
old). The overwhelming majority were women
(N=6,623), as they have the highest motivation
to admit a child into their family [9]. Most of the
respondents (56.1%) lived in villages, while
the rest (43.9%) lived in urban areas. 59.7%
of adoptive parents, 37.7% of foster parents,
and 28.9% of guardians had higher education.
Almost every 3rd parent raised their children in
a single-parent family. The majority of the re-
spondents (68.8%) had their natural children.
In adoptive families, most often both the spous-
es are officially parents (adoptive parents —
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58.6%; foster parents — 42.2%; guardians/
patrons — 23.3%). Most parents, regardless
of the family placement form, were raising two
foster/adopted children (guardians — 83.10%;
foster parents — 54.4%; adoptive parents —
77.7%). The vast majority of foster parents and
adoptive parents were undergoing or had com-
pleted training in a foster parent school (foster
parents — 89.4%; adoptive parents — 87.5%).
As for guardians, only 25.7% of them had such
training.

Methods

The following methods were used in
statistical data processing: Student’s t-test,
one-factor analysis of variance, factor analy-
sis (principal component method, Varimax
rotation with Kaiser normalization), Pearson’s
Chi-square, and Cohen’s d criterion.

Methods

A specially designed questionnaire
(147 questions) was used for the study. Only
responses related to the motivation for admis-
sion were analyzed in this article.

The specifics of motivation for admission
of children into a family for foster care were
identified using the methodology described
by V.N. Oslon in the Motivation for Admission
of an Orphan Child into a Substitute Family
(V.N. Oslon) [18] in order to distinguish the fol-
lowing types: resolving a family crisis, replac-
ing a child after its loss, including the trauma

of infertility, altruism, “filling an empty nest”
(children have grown up and left home, there
is no child in the family), self-actualization as
a parent (any child, regardless of health con-
dition, behavior, etc., is a value), satisfaction
of existential needs, satisfaction of financial
needs, solving demographic problems (de-
sire to have a large family, a child of a certain
sex), religious motivation (duty to God).

Results

The analysis of answers made it possible
to identify presence of parenting experience,
willingness to admit hard-to-place children
into the family, and the respondents’ fears re-
lated to bringing up such children, depending
on the respondent’s status (prospective or ac-
tual substitute parent), the family placement
form, and the training program participation.

Guardians and foster parents were more
likely to report having experience in parent-
ing teenagers. Foster parents indicated that
they had experience in raising siblings and
children with disabilities (Table 1).

Despite their experience, the majority of the
respondents are not ready to admit hard-to-
place children into their families (52.5%). At the
same time, the highest proportion is among pro-
spective and actual adoptive parents (Table 2).

The lack of wilingness to admit hard-to-
place children into the family is caused by the
difficulties the parents used to face and the fears
that arise from the decision to foster a child.

Table 1
Availability of experience in bringing up hard-to-place children (%)
c o o g E = 50
c| 8 [2c|25| 5 S gg | T
S| & |55|8E 25| 52 |55t
Categories 5 . at|agl 2| 3 £ |E23| o
5 2 [ ] = | o > = = <
6| 2 |€>|2%8 g - o | 8
S |a (a8| 8 b a0
ol <
Siblings 215| 378 | 16.1 | 9.5 |18.7(26.0| 3456 |<0.001|0.45
Children with disabilities 16.7| 419 | 7.3 | 3.6 [19.0|242| 7815 |<0.001|0.70
Children with mental disabilities 69| 168 | 3.8 | 1.8 | 8.8 [10.0| 2415 |<0.001|0.37
Teenagers 55.0| 724 | 164 | 8.8 |25.3|53.0| 1,295.3 | <0.001 | 0.94
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The following answers were received to
the question “What difficulties did you person-
ally encounter in the course of bringing up a
child?” (see Table 3).

The greatest difficulties were recorded
by foster parents. They mentioned psycho-
logical problems related to the child’s char-

acter; learning problems; mental retardation;
tendency towards deviant behavior; ill-man-
neredness and lack of self-care skills. Adop-
tive parents were most often worried about
the child’s weak immune system. They also
had difficulty because of the child’s charac-
ter traits and mental retardation. The guard-

Table 2
Willingness to admit hard-to-place children into the family (%)
c Sc |2 0
2c |20
S | 25|55 /325 25| =
Statement § ug_ g o § -3 §- g S g o
(5 > |« <
o o
Not ready to admit 50.5% | 52.1% | 46.5% | 61.6% | 73.3% | 52.5%
Ready to admit teenagers into the family 6.0% | 13.1% | 10.2% | 7.3% 6.6% 9.1%
Ready to admit children with disabilities into the 6.2% | 14.5% | 1.2% 1.4% 7.7% 8.5%
family
Ready to admit siblings into the family 93% | 97% | 5.7% | 1.4% 2.9% 8.2%
Chi-square=1718.07; p<0.001; Cohen’s d=1.12
Table 3
Differences in answers to the question “What difficulties did you personally
encounter in the course of bringing up a child?” (%)
- o
c| §|o ge |8 4| =
S| 5|28 <| 5§85 |5528| o
P S s €5/ 8| 82| 8=2¢| ¢
Difficulties 5 - g- Sl B =3 | &0© S o
S| & g8 F| €2 |Ea5]| 5
La| ©
(G} g | < .95 D=« | O
w (7] (7] 5
Weak immunity 25.1|34.3|38.8(26.2|315.15| <0.001 | 0.43
linesses resulting from staying in an orphanage or a 8.1 |17.1(154|10.8|219.69 | <0.001 | 0.36
dysfunctional family
Psychological problems determined by the child’s 31.1|46.2 | 24.2|32.9|509.95| <0.001 | 0.55
character
Mental retardation 15.5|36.2 | 21.6 | 21.8 | 575.41 | <0.001 | 0.59
Difficulties in adaptation, the child’s communication 11.4|20.4 | 10.6 | 13.6 | 201.74 | <0.001 | 0.34
among peers and at school
ll-mannered, lack of self-care skills 10.4|20.2 | 6.6 |12.8|233.00 | <0.001 | 0.37
Learning problems 29.7 | 45.1 | 15.4 | 31.1|595.37 | <0.001 | 0.60
Emergence of conflicts between the child and other family | 7.0 [ 10.4 | 3.3 | 7.3 | 91.48 | <0.001 | 0.22
members
Difficulties in bringing up 9.2 (16.9| 5.9 |11.0|180.14| <0.001 | 0.32
No acceptance of the new family by the child 11120 | 07 | 14| 1379 | 0.008 | 0.09
Tendency towards deviant behavior 8.6 [20.3| 6.6 |12.1|285.04 | <0.001 | 0.41
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ians bringing up children being their relatives
mainly complained about the child’s character
and learning problems. The potential parents
were significantly less likely to report any dif-
ficulties. Overall, more than one-third of the
respondents were concerned about psycho-
logical problems related to the child’s charac-
ter and learning problems.

Prospective guardians and adoptive parents
were more likely to indicate fears related to the
child’s bad heredity: hereditary diseases (33%
and 46.4%, respectively); hereditary tendency
towards deviant behavior (36.1% and 37.1%,
respectively); and fears of mental disorders in
the child (833% and 35.9%, respectively). It is
worth-admitting that adoptive parents also have
concerns of the child’s hereditary tendency to-
wards deviant behavior (32.8%). Doubt in their
own competence in child rearing issues was
most often specified by guardians (20.6%) and
prospective guardians (20.5%) (Table 4).

Participation in training programs increas-
es the proportion of the respondents, regard-
less to the placement form, who indicated
presence of fears and concerns. Those who
completed their training (15.6%) and began

to raise children have a declining proportion.
Parents who were not trained (9.3%) had the
lowest proportion (3?=49.8, p<0.01). In the
course of raising a child, the level of concerns
in the respondents having completed their
foster parent school training decreases.
Participation in training has an impact on
the choice of the family placement form (see
the figure). There is almost a threefold de-
crease in the number of individuals willing to
adopt a child. Most of them “migrate” to the
compensated forms of care. A significant pro-
portion of the respondents who have not been
trained are at a loss and do not understand
which form to choose. After the training course,
every fifth respondent is still unable to answer
this question for themselves. Patronage, which
refers to care of teenagers of 14+ years old, is
unpopular with parents and the demand for it
decreases after completion of the course
When analyzing the results of the method-
ology described in Motivation for Admission
of an Orphan Child into a Substitute Family
[18], two motivational profiles were identified,
using factor analysis (principal component
method, Varimax rotation with Kaiser normal-

Table 4
Differences in answers to the question “What doubts, concerns,
fears did or do you have in connection with the decision to adopt a child,
or become a guardian or a foster parent?” (%)
P oo
- [= c > .
c ] o0 o ) o0
ARIEEEE R YNNE LR AR
S s S o S o c P
Fears = > |2E| 8ol ¢ 5| 2% | 59 g
S| & |aS|e2| & | F | EL| 88 | S
3| 38|23 28 & o5 | £ | 8
e |& |3 3 Z S
o < ® ©
Fear of the child’s hereditary diseases 10.5|16.6 | 33.0 | 46.4 | 28.9 | 18.4 | 540.63 | < 0.001 | 0.57
Fear of the child’s hereditary tendency 20.8 | 32.836.1|37.1|25.6|28.2|151.85|<0.001|0.29
towards deviant behavior
Fear of possible disorders in the child’s 15.0({21.8|33.0 [ 35.9|20.9 | 21.1 | 198.72 | < 0.001 | 0.33
mental development as a result of being in a
disadvantaged environment
Concerns about their own competence as 20.6 | 19.1|20.5|16.8 | 17.6 | 19.6 | 6.24 0.18
a parent
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Fig. Choice of the family placement form, depending on training completion

ization, percentage of dispersion 68.76), to be
given the following conditional names:

— sufficiently resourceful (36.19% of the
variance), reflecting the system of deep mo-
tives for admission of a child into the fam-
ily (self-actualization as a parent, altruism,
satisfaction of existential needs, “filling an
empty nest’);

— insufficiently resourceful (32.56% of the
variance), including a system of external mo-
tives (overcoming a crisis, solving demograph-
ic problems, religious motivation, satisfaction
of financial needs, child substitution) (tab. 5).

The correlation of profiles and types of
motivation for admission of children into the

family (Table 6) showed that, regardless of
the informant’s status, the structure is domi-
nated by sufficiently resourceful motivation.
The most preferred (“self-actualization as a
parent’) and the most rejected (“overcoming a
crisis”) types of motivation in all respondents
were distinguished. They can be categorized
as normative and socially approved choices.

Motivation of self-actualization as a par-
ent is higher in foster parents and adoptive
parents (Table 6). Prospective adoptive par-
ents who are oriented towards lifetime adop-
tion have a higher need for self-actualization
compared to other prospective parents. Fos-
ter parents are most often driven by altruistic

Table 5

Results of factor analysis (principal component method,
Varimax rotation with Kaiser normalization)

Types of motivation for admission of an orphan Component
into the family 1 2
Self-actualization as a parent ,889 ,205
Altruism ,832 ,140
Meeting existential needs ,798 ,351
«Filling an empty nest» ,684 434
Overcoming a crisis ,208 ,874
Solving demographic problems ,340 775
Religious motivation 122 ,720
Meeting financial needs ,451 ,611
Child substitution ,542 ,548
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Table 6

Differences in the types of motivation to admit children of the difficult-to-place category
into the family, depending on the respondent’s status

(average values and results of one-factor analysis of variance)

Sufflmently re_sourceful Insufficiently resourceful motivation
motivation
c [} <
2 o
o 8 .82 | 5|55 |2eas
Respondent’s status NO £ e | 2 | £4| £ |Eow|DSE| 22

R 2 £E8 | E>| EB o |8cT|=f0l 2%

5o E oz | E5| o2 2 |£2%/ 2035 D2

e | £ | 25 | Eg| 26| 3 |2£2|82¢2 T8

S8 < 3 ° |2 T (8% §a| g
Guardian/patron 3.83 3.54 3.58 | 3.30 | 240 | 3.11 3.14 2.60 | 2.62
Foster parent 4.02 3.69 3.67 3.48 | 2.20 | 3.09 3.23 2.58 2.54
Adoptive parent 3.92 3.60 3.69 | 320 | 192 | 295 | 2.77 2.41 2.27
Prospective guardian / foster 3.65 3.42 3.37 3.04 1.93 | 2.61 2.79 2.33 2.28
parent
Prospective adoptive parent 3.75 3.32 3.51 2.70 1.73 | 2.60 2.56 2.23 2.06
F value 33.06 | 31.91 | 16.67 | 71.75 | 83.63 | 49.7 | 72.96 | 24.12 | 32.72
Significance level of differ- <0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 |<0.01|<0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01
ences, p
Effect size n? 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.03 | 0.04 0.01 0.02

motivation and “filling the empty nest” motiva-
tion. For adoptive parents, adopting a child is
more often associated with the need to fulfill
existential needs. They also have the lowest
values for the “child substitute” type. Guard-
ians are motivated to overcome a family cri-
sis more often than others, as they are often
forced to admit a child due to a tragedy in the
extended family. However, the effect sizes
are small (n2<0.04).

In pairwise comparisons of intake motiva-
tion types, the largest effect sizes were found
among adoptive parents and foster parents
on the motivation to overcome a family crisis
(Cohen’s d of 0.48), and among adoptive par-
ents and foster parents on meeting financial
needs (Cohen’s d of 0.45).

Prospective substitute parents, regard-
less of the family placement form, have lower
average values of any type of motivation
compared to the actual parents. In pairwise
comparisons, the largest effect was found for
prospective substitute parents and guardians
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on overcoming a crisis (Cohen’s d, 0.49) and
child substitution (Cohen’s d, 0.44); and for
prospective and actual adoptive parents on
“filling an empty nest” (Cohen’s d, 0.44).

The motivation types also depend on the
family structure (two-parent/incomplete) and
on formalization of substitute parenthood by
the spouse (Table 7). In two-parent families,
where both the spouses take responsibility for
raising the child, the values of all the types of
sufficiently resourceful motivation are slightly
higher. For single parents, with the absolute
majority of mothers, the values of this profile
are more pronounced compared to two-par-
ent families where only one of the spouses
has formalized substitute parenthood. Single
mothers are more likely to be focused on sat-
isfying altruistic, existential needs and “filling
an empty nest”. It is worth mentioning that in
complete families with two substitute parents
and incomplete families the values of insuf-
ficiently resourceful motivation types con-
verge. The exception is the need to overcome
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a family and personal crisis, which is higher in

single parents.

The preference of the motivation types is
also associated with participation in the foster
parent school training programs (Table 8).

Parents who completed the training pro-
gram, regardless of the family placement form,

have statistically significantly higher types of
motivation of the 1st profile and statistically
significantly lower types of the 2nd profile com-

Table 7

Differences in types of motivation to admit a child into a family depending on family
structure and spouse status (mean values and results of one-factor analysis of variance)

Sufficiently resourceful Insufficiently resourceful
c (] > c b
. 8|8 |5 | 2% | 2, .¢
Types of N 8¢ 5 22 | 5, |£,| £ So |25E| 82
families S8 | 3 55 | 65| §2| &8 | =8 |552| B8
gc | F | 2§ | 2| §°| & | £ |82g| =28
o 8 > = > T ? ¢ 2 g
o = ic o = (] i
(77] () ¥ ) =
Incomplete family | 1898 | 3.82 3.57 3.58 3.24 2.33 3.05 3.13 2.52 2.55
A two-parent 3099 | 3.84 3.53 3.55 3.23 217 2.94 3.02 2.51 2.45
family where
one spouse has
formalized the
adoptive parent-
hood
A two-parent 2153 | 3.98 3.64 3.66 3.43 2.15 3.07 3.14 2.58 2.54
family where both
spouses have
formalized their
parenthood
F value 21.2 11.2 9.1 24.3 19.9 10.4 10.1 3.0 4.7
Statistical significance <0.01 | <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 | <0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01
level p
Effect size h? <0.01 | <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 [ <0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01
Table 8

Differences in the types of motivation to admit a child into the family, depending
on the respondent’s participation in the foster parent school programs, average values
and comparison results (one-factor analysis of variance)

Sufficiently resourceful Insufficiently resourceful
< s > c s

Foster parent ° = I3 © o S °
ini RS ] =) 5 = c
school tral_nlr!g ,§ S T o £ 5 ~ | £a g s ® m'g.g g9
before admission N T ® % S 'g cd E3 2 £ ° E So| 2%
of a child into the 22 29 = So | 9% S o0 |592 22
| o © oc = o c 2o @ cc o © o
family © @ £ < £ g et S n g sl £

8 | & E S | 5|28 |°

= ¥ o

Didn’t have 1140 | 3.81 3.57 3.51 328 | 258 | 3.21 3.24 2.69 2.74
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Sufficiently resourceful Insufficiently resourceful
c S > c =
Foster parent o b= 5 © o .g o
s L~ U’ = r— [
school training 85 2w £ E | 2 m 2 S, |08 gl 85
before admission N TS| X3 2 cw | Egq 2 £ ° £C90| 8%
of a child into the 22 29 E So | 8% S o0 |59%8 22
. o ® o c = o c e o @ c c ° T B8
family Fa| £ < £ g it Z DES g
g 3 L |© |2 ©
(2] s ¥ &) =
Undergoing 531 3.70 3.42 3.42 293 | 1.934 | 2.65 2.73 2.31 2.26
Completed the 5,479 | 3.91 3.61 3.59 3.33 | 2.158 | 3.00 3.08 2.52 2.47
training
F value 17.59 | 9.68 13.37 | 31.7 | 108.9 | 44.27 | 42.83 | 26.13 | 30.95
Significance level of differ- <0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 [<0.01|<0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01
ences, p
Effect size h? <0.01| <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01 | 0.03 | 0.01 <0.01 | <0.01 | <0.01

pared to those who were not trained (Table 8),
which indicates the effectiveness of the foster
parent school specialists’ work to shape the
adequate motivation, although the effects are
very small. Parents who have not been trained
are more likely to record financial needs and
child substitution as their motivation and refer
to the duty to God.

Discussion of results

The motivation to admit a child into the fam-
ily can be either sufficiently or insufficiently re-
sourceful. The identified two motivational pro-
files allowed us to systematize and classify the
types of motivation from the position of their re-
sourcefulness to raise a foster child. The profile
of sufficiently resourceful motivation reflected
the system of deep motives of child reception:
self-actualization as a parent; altruism; satis-
faction of existential needs; “filling an empty
nest”. The profile of insufficiently resourceful
motivation included: overcoming a family and
personal crisis; resolving demographic prob-
lems; religious motivation; satisfaction of finan-
cial needs; and child substitution.

In general, when admitting a child, infor-
mants are guided to a greater extent by suffi-
ciently resourceful motivation. Foster parents
and adoptive parents have a higher rate than
guardians. Such type of motivation as self-actu-
alization as a parent especially stands out. The
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results of the study correlate with the results of
the leading Russian studies [1; 2; 3; 6; 7; 8; 11].

In Russia, for foster families, fostering or-
phans has almost become a profession and
is supported financially. Such motivation can
be also considered as a need for professional
self-actualization. Adoptive parents are more
likely to satisfy the need for parenthood. Pro-
spective adoptive parents have a higher level
of this need compared to other prospective
parents. Prospective and actual adoptive par-
ents’ motives are more focused on satisfying
existential needs, while foster parents’ motives
are more focused on altruism and “filling an
empty nest”. Guardians whose admissions are
more often associated with involuntary kinship
care have the lowest values for profile type 1
and the highest values for profile type 2. This
explains to some extent the frequent refusal of
guardians to raise children when they grow up.

The resourcefulness of the motivation
types depends on whether both the spouses
are going to acquire the substitute parent sta-
tus. In the course of raising a child a greater
awareness of one’s needs related to reception
comes: actual substitute parents, regardless
of the placement form, have higher values of
any motivation type compared to prospective
substitute parents.

The majority of the respondents, regard-
less of the placement form and their status,
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are not ready to admit hard-to place children,
although they have experience of bringing
up such children. Participation in the training
programs, on the one hand, increases the
values of sufficiently resourceful motivation
and reduces those of insufficiently resource-
ful motivation, on the other hand, increases
the parents’ fears and concerns and results in
refusal to admit a child into the family by most
prospective substitute parents. The training of-
ten results in a “migration” of those wishing to
adopt a child into compensated forms of family
placement. This suggests a certain ambiva-
lence in the effect of training on the motivation.

Conclusion

The materials of our study presented here
show that, regardless of the family placement
form and the status of the respondent, the
motivation for admission of a child into the
family is resourceful. The obtained results
clarify and expand the ideas of the specifics
of motivation to admit hard-to-place children
in representatives of various family placement
forms. Parents’ unwillingness to admit children
of this category into a family, ambivalence of
the impact of training programs on potential
parents, especially adoptive parents, require
revision of their content and focus.
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