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Intr oduction

The issue of child maltreatmentin Aboriginal
communities has been the object of numerous
debategor anumberof yearsandis a majorconcern
for youth protectionservicesin Canadaandin the
province of Quebec.ThroughoutCanada(with the
exception of Quebec), Blackstock, TrocmZ and
Bennett(2004) comparediataon themaltreatmenof
Canadiamboriginal childrenwith dataon Canadian
non-Aboriginal children and with non-Aboriginal
childrenfrom otherethniccommunities.The results
of the comparativestudy provided knowledge on
the incidenceof maltreatmentfor two groupsand
revealedsignibcantdifferencesas to the types of
maltreatmentthe contextin which theyemegedand
the related consequencesThe differencesindicate
the importanceof taking into accountintercultural
divergencesin the study of child maltreatmentin
Canada.

The comparativeapproaclis positivein termsof
increasecknowledge preventionandtreatmentasit
fostergheorganizationatlevelopmenof intervention
servicesand programsadaptedo the specibcneeds
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Abstract

The purpose of the study is to examine reported cases of
maltreatment in Aboriginal children and compare them with
cases involving non-Aboriginal children based on a sample of
such cases reported to Youth Protection services in Quebec.
Results indicate that, in Quebec, cases involving Aboriginal
children compared with cases for non-Aboriginal children are
characterized by living situations such as subsidized housing,
substance abuse in parents, an increased number of children in
the family, the fact that a case reported was a OsociaémergencyQ
and that a case was less reported by the mother. Intervention
plans with Aboriginal families and suggestions for future research
are discussed.

of Aboriginalandnon-Aboriginalfamilies.However
thereis noinformationavailableto dateonthevarious
intercultural differencesregarding maltreatmentin
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal childrenin Quebec.
Thepurposefthestudyisto Pl thegapin information
by exploringthe differencesandsimilaritiesbetween
Aboriginalandnon-Aboriginalcase®f maltreatment
reported torouth Protection services in Quebec.

Aboriginal Population of Quebec

Accordingto thelndianAct, anindianis Ogerson
who is registeredor entitled to be registeredn the
Indian Register®f the Departmenbf IndianAffairs
andNorthernDevelopmen{DIAND), distinguishing
betweenregisteredindians, non-registeredndians
andthe Inuit (Native Affairs Secretariat2001). The
diversipedAboriginal populationof Quebeaconsists
of 10distinctAmerindiannationsandonelnuit nation,
living in approximately60 communitiesthroughout
the province, and of whicF0% live on reserve lands
(SecrZtariataux affaires autochtonesdu QuZbec,
2001).In 2001,theAboriginal Peoplessurvey(APS)
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indicatedthat Quebechad an Aboriginal population
of 79,400 personr 8% of all Aboriginal peoplesin
Canadand1%of thewholeof theQuebegopulation
(StatisticsCanada,2003). Of this number in 2005,
68,735 wereregisteredand 46,709 lived on-reserve
(DIAND, 2006). According to the same survey
34,090 children at the time were living within an
Aboriginal family, approximately2% of all children
in QuebecSixty-eightpercent68%) of the children
were between0 and 14 yearsof age,1% morethan
observedor non-Aboriginalchildrenwithin thesame
age group59%.

From 199% to 2001, the Aboriginal population
grewatagreateratethandid thewholeof theQuebec
population, with an increase of 11%, compared
to 1% for Quebecin general. More recent 2006
reports indicate that the Aboriginal population of
Quebechasagaingrown since2001 (SecrZtariatles
affaires autochtonedu QuZbec,2006). Consisting
of a populationof 82,824, theincreaseandicatesthat
the numberof Aboriginal children has also grown
considerablysince the last availableinformation in
2001.

History of Aboriginal Communities in
Canada: Policies of Colonization and
Assimilation

Many historical accountson Aboriginal peoples
in Canadafocus on the fact that in the 500 years
following the arrival of Europeans,and more
particularlyin the courseof the yearsfollowing the
adoptionof theIndianAct of 1876, theresultwasthat
all Indiansfell underthe trusteeshipf the Canadian
government,which causeda social upheaval for
Aboriginal peoplesand disrupted their traditional
valuesandway of life. In someinstancesAboriginal
communitiesverecompletehannihilatedyCanadian
governmentpolicies and measuresof assimilatiod
(Royal Commissionon Aboriginal Peoples,19%;
Dupuis, 2001). Their children were removedfrom
thereservesndsentto residentiakchoolstheirform
of governmenttheir livelihood and traditionswere
regulatedor bannedunderCanadiardaws (Armitage,
19%; Bennett& Blackstock,2002;Fournier& Crey,
1997; RZame& Macklem, 1994). Other examples
of racistand oppressivepoliciestowardsAboriginal
peoplesoutlinedin reportsinclude: the deniedright
to vote, regulatedidentity, bannedright to purchase
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land, outlawedspiritual ceremoniesrelocationonto
reservesndimposedsegregationestrictedcivil and
political rights, land expropriationunder Canadian
law (i.e. the Indian Act) and the forced removal of
Aboriginal children to boarding schools where a
high numberof them, now 35 yearsof ageor over,
would have been physically and sexually abused
(Commissionde la santZet desservicessociauxdes
Premieres Nations du QuZbec et du Labragoes).

First Child Pr otection andWell-Being
SystemsApplied to Aboriginal Peoples

Beginning in the early 1870s, the Canadian
government proceeded to set up residential schools
for Aboriginal children between the ages of 5 and 16
in order to teach Aboriginal youth how to become
productivemembersof society accordingto European
and Christian beliefs (Miller, 1996). The children
were removed from their homes and communities
and placed in residential schools jointly run by the
government and various religious communities.
Aboriginal peoples were thus assimilated through
the indoctrination of First Nations children into
abandoning their way of life and their language. The
schools were created by virtue of the Indian Act of
1876 and spread to all the provinces, particularly
in western Canada and excluding the Maritime
Provinces (Miller, 1996).

During the 1960s, Aboriginal youth were
further the tamget of exploitation and maltreatment
in institutions under the pbrst youth protectionand
welfare systems,a health system for Aboriginal
childrenin CanadalArmitage, 19%). Suchsystems
did little to recognize the needs of Aboriginal
communitiesand ratherled to the disintegrationof
family and community life (Bennett& Blackstock,
2002). One example of the inadequacyof youth
protection and well-being policies for Aboriginal
peoplegointsto living conditionsandpoverty rather
thanmaltreatmentasthe mainreasongor removing
numerousAboriginal children from their families.
Although children were said to be institutionalized
for reasonsof seriousabuseor negligence,living
conditionsor medicalcarewere often the reasonfor
interventionby youthprotectionagenciegTiechroeb,
1997).

During the late 1960s in Canadaapproximately
30% to 40% of children monitored by youth
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protectiorsystemsvereAboriginalchildren,although
they representedless than 4% of the Canadian
population(Fournier& Crey, 1997). As of 1983, the
overrepresentatioof Aboriginal children in youth
protection systemshad spreadthroughoutCanada,
notably with ratesbetween50% and 70% of First
Nations children under guardianshipin the Prairie
Provinces(Armitage, 199%; Fournier& Crey, 1997,

Tiechroeb, 199).

According to Tiechroeb (1997), only a small
percentageof the children were returnedto their
families after havingbeenplacedin fosterhomesor
adoptedAs for the childrenwho did returnto their
homesafterprolongedbsencesheyfoundthemselves
alienatedrom theirfamily andculturalenvironments
(Hudson& McKenzie,1985).ConsequentlyORaised
by middle-classwhite parentstheygrewupwith little
understandingr awarenes®f their rootsQBennett
& Blackstock2002,p.22).Thechildrenalsoreported
incidencesof physicalor sexualabuseby foster or
adoptive parents (@chroeb, 199).

Impact of Social Policies orAboriginal
Peoples

Therelationshipbetweerthe Federalgovernment
and the First Nations people, marked by social,
economic, political and cultural pressure under
assimilation policies, had a devastatingeffect on
Aboriginal communitieghroughoutCanadaPolicies
of colonization,expropriationand assimilationhave
had major repercussiongarticularly on the family
unit with the breakdownof family ties, and their
poorliving conditions(Bennett& Blackstock,2002;
Fournier& Crey, 1997; Hudson,1987; Kimelman,
1985). Accordingto Bennettand Blackstock(2002),
theforcedimplementatiorof provincialchild welfare
servicesunder colonial policy and on Aboriginal
communitieshas only exacerbatedhe devastating
effects on First Nations peoplethat endureto this
day notably in terms of social and socio-economic
problemsincluding poverty domesticviolence,child

were twice as likely to live in poverty than non-
Aboriginal people$ (Lochhead& Shillington,199%).

In fact,while theaverageaevelof povertyfor all urban
inhabitantswas 25%, the level of poverty among
Aboriginal peoplediving in anurbanareawas56%

for the sameperiod. Similarly, the level of poverty
among single-parentCanadianmothers was 45%,

whereasit reached73% amongAboriginal mothers
(National Council of Welfare,2000). In addition,in

19%, 60% of Aboriginal childrensix yearsof ageor

underlived within a povertyriddenfamily, compared
to 25% for all Canadiarchildren (National Council

of Welfare, 2000). Living conditions observedin

Aboriginal communitiesalso had an impact on the
averagelife expectancyof these children, which

is eight yearshelow the nationalaverageoncethey
have reachedadulthood (Fournier & Crey, 1997).

More recentdataindicate that the issueof poverty
amongAboriginal children continuesto this day, as
provided by the Canadacensusof 2001, with 40%

of Aboriginal children outsidethe reservediving in

poverty (Statistics Canada, 2003).

Asfor Quebec, data on the Aboriginal community
in the 2001 Quebec census indicate that poverty exists
among Aboriginal families in this province as well.
For example, half of the Aborigina population aged
15 years and over living in Quebec, or 25,880 persons,
have an income of less than $15,330 for the same
period. There are little recent Quebec data available to
indicatethelevel of poverty among Aborigina peoples
compared with non-Aborigina peoples, however, data
provided by the 1999 Canadian Council of National
Devel opment revealed that in 1995, 37% of Aboriginal
peoples were living beneath the low income level
established by Statistics Canada, compared to 23% of
al QuzbZois (Schetagne, 1999).

Education, Employment and Unemployment

The issueof employmentand educationamong
Aboriginal youth appeargo be more of a hardship
than among non-Aboriginal youth, with 14% of

maltreatment, criminal activity and substance abus@merindians,17% of the MZtisand 19%of the Inuit

Poverty

Dataprovidedin the1991reportby the Canadian
Council on Social Development indicate that
Aboriginal peoplediving in Canadiarurbansectors
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living off reserveandunemployedcomparedo 8%
for non-Aboriginalcommunities(StatisticsCanada,
2003).0Overall,Aboriginal youth 15 yearsof ageand
overpresenamuchhigherrateof unemploymenthan
non-Aboriginalyouth.As for the level of education,
19% of all Canadians25 years of age and over
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have obtaineda university degree(Bowlby, 2002),
comparedto only 8% of Aboriginal communities
in Canadafor the sameagegroup (Kunz, Milan &

Schetagne, 2001; Statistics Canada, 2003).

In Quebecaccordingo StatisticscCanadd2003),
the level of Aboriginal university graduatesn 2001
amongpersonsaged25 yearsor over wasestimated
at only 6% who obtaineda university degreeeither
at the undegraduateor graduatdevel (comparedo
10%for thetotal populationof Quebec)thelevel of
Aboriginal youth who obtainedan educationbelow
high-schoollevel was estimatedat 48 % (compared
to 39% for the entire Quebec population).

Intermsof employment, in 2001, Aboriginal peoples
represented 2% of the working population of Quebec.
However, the unemployment rate within this population
was a 18% for the same period (MAINC, 2006).

To our knowledge,we have no data available
to indicate that the issue of low educationand
employmenhasbeenresolvedwithin theAboriginal
community of Quebec.Although there has beena
clearimprovementin the level of educationamong
Aboriginal youth in the last three decadesthe low
level of educationamongAboriginal communities
reportedin 2001indicatesthatthe issueaffectsmore
than half ofAboriginal youth and adults.

DomesticViolence

Aboriginal women are more at risk of being
victims of domesticviolencethanareotherCanadian
women as a whole. The generalsocial survey on
spousal violence conductedin Quebecin 1999
revealedhat25% of Aboriginalwomenwereabused
by aspouser ex-spousén thecourseof the previous
pPveyearscomparedo 8%for non-Aboriginalwomen
(Jiwani, 2000). In addition, the probability of being
killed by their spousdollowing separatiorwaseight
times higheramongAboriginal womenthan among
non-Aboriginalwomen. Similarly, the most serious
forms of abusethosethatarelife threateningbeing
beatenchockedthreatenedvith aPrearnor sexually
assaulted)were more prevalentamong victimized
Aboriginal women.

SubstanceAbuse and Criminal Activity

Alcohol consumption is a serious matter
within Aboriginal communities. On the issue,
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Bennettand Blackstock(2002, p.40) statedthat the
Royal Commissionon Aboriginal Peoples(199%)

concludedthat OOfall addictive substancesalcohol
posesthe greatestthreatto Aboriginal peoplesand
their communitiesGn Canada.An Ontario study
that included datafrom 1985-86 quantibedalcohol
consumptionby county comparing counties with

Aboriginal reservesand countieswithout Aboriginal

reservegAdrian,Payne& Williams, 1991).Counties
that included reserveshad a higher percentageof

alcoholconsumptiorthanthe othercountiesandthe
inclusion of reservegesultedin a 25% variationin

alcohol abuseprovince wide. The study revealeda
directlink betweeralow level of incomeandalcohol
consumptionan additional$1000addedto after tax
benebtscorrelatedwith a .3 litre decreasen total

alcohol consumption.

Thereare no specibc datafor Quebec on criminality
withintheAborigina communities; however, Canadian
data indicate that it is a social problem. Results of the
genera socid survey on domestic violence reveaed
that approximately 35% of the Aboriginal population
in Canada had admitted to being victim of at least
one crime within the 12 months preceding the study,
compared to 26% for non-Aborigina communities
(Jiwani, 2000).

Aborigina youth, compared with non-Aborigina
youth, have been involved in greater numbers in
all aspects of the crimina justice system in Canada.
Although they represented only 5% of the population
in 2001-2002, they comprised more than 25% of
admissionsto sentenced custody, 22% of admissionsto
remand, 17% admissions to deferred custody and 16%
of admissionsto probation. The percentages vary from
province to province (Government of Canada, 2005).

Reported Incidents of Maltreatment inAb-
original Communities

The Provincial/Territorial Ministry of Child and
FamilyServiceg\nnualReports2000-2002stimated
that approximately 76,000 children were under
protectiveservicesn Canadaandthatapproximately
40% of these children were Aboriginal (Farris-
Manning & Zandstra,2003). As for the increase
in Aboriginal peopleinvolved in youth protection
servicesthe INAC (2006) indicatesthatthe number
of casesreportedto youth protectionin Aboriginal
communities rose by0% between 19®and 2003.
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Links Between Social Poblems and the Mal
treatment of Children

A numiber of tudiesindicatetha matrestment towards
children, notably neglect, islargely associated with achild@
soci o-economicenvironment, characterized by themother@
low leve of education, reduced socio-economic conditions,
parenta  unemployment, parenta substance abuse and
domedtic violence (Black, Heyman, & Sep, 2001; Gelles
& Hargraves, 1990; O® ecfe, 1995; Schumacher, Sep, &
Heyman, 2001; Sedlak, 1997; Zuravin, 1987).

In spite of the corrdation between the family®
socio-economic condition and the incidence of child
matreatment, therearelittle dataavailable on theissuefor
Aborigina communities. In Quebec, there appears to be
no data available on the link between child maltrestment
and socio-economic risk factors, and as regards cultura
gpecibeity in cases of matreatment reported to youth
protection and involving an Aborigina child.

Comparison of Maltreatment inAboriginal
and non-Aboriginal Families

There have been two Canadiancross-cultural
studiesconductedn maltreatmentwithin Aboriginal
andnon-AboriginalcommunitiesIn oneexploratory
study Leung and Carter (1983) looked at cultural
differencesin maltreatmentamongChinese Native
Indians,andAnglo-Canadiarchildrenbasedon bles
attheVancouvefGeneraHospital Althoughthestudy
wasmethodologicallyfimited, it indicatedthatwithin
Aboriginal families,foetalalcoholsyndromeneglect
(in theform of Ofailureto thriveOandecchymosisire
moreprevalenthanwithin Anglo-Canadiariamilies.
As for the perpetratorof maltreatmentthe study
indicatedthatin Aboriginal families the motherwas
the prevalentperpetratomwhereasn Anglo-Canadian
families the perpetratormore often had no family
tie with the child (for example mothe3 partner
babysitter and others).

Referring to a major Canadianstudy on child
maltreatment,Blackstock et al. (2004) conducted
a comparativeanalysison casesreportedto youth
protection servicesin Canadainvolving Canadian
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal children (with the
exceptionof Quebec)and non-Aboriginal children
from other ethnic communitie& Findingsindicated
that, comparedwith the othertwo groups,a greater
numberof families of Aboriginal children: 1) lived
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on socialwelfare; 2) lived in unsafehousing;3) had
previouslyreceivedthe servicesof youth protection;
4) hadissuesof neglect;and5) hadmovedduringthe
previous six to 12 months.

Asfortheparent®fAboriginalchildrencompared
with the other two groups, the differenceswere
signibcantin termsof: 1) a history of maltreatment
in their own childhood;2) problemswith substance
abuse(drugs/alcohol)which are more prevalent;3)
a higherincidenceof criminal activity; 4) a higher
incidenceof social isolation; 5) a higherincidence
of mentalillness or cognitive behaviourproblems;
and6) thelowestageasparentsFinally, in thestudy
the fact of being an Aboriginal child indicated an
increasedikelihoodthatcase®f maltreatmenivould
be substantiatedndthatthe child would be placedin
out-of-home-care.

When compared with the other two groups,
Aborigina children mainly differedintermsof ahigher
incidence of substance abuse and school absenteeism.

Limited Methodology

In spite of the increasedknowledge acquired
throughthistypeof comparativetudy methodological
limitationsmustbeacknowledgedOnelimit pertains
to the fact that the different Pndings between
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communitiescould
very well bedueto economicandnot culturalissues.
Asincomelevelis avariablestronglyassociatedvith
child maltreatmentand as Aboriginal families are
distinctly economically disadvantagedmonitoring
incomelevel would betterreveal culture associated
differencesA secondimitation concernghe useof
univariateanalysesto determinegroup differences.
This type of approachdoesnot allow for the unique
role of eachvariablein identifying the characteristics
of eachgroup comparedwith the other As such,
multivariatemethodsof analysiswould appeaito be
more favourable.

The present study aims to explore the incidence of
maltreatment in Aboriginal children reported to youth
protection services in Quebec based on a provincial
sampling of such cases. More specibcally, the study
has two objectives. one, to describe reported cases
involving Aboriginal children and two, to compare
them with reported cases involving non-Aboriginal
children. In order to offset the methodologica
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limitations previously mentioned, both groups of
children have been paired according to family income,
the administrative region where the family lives and
the caregiversin the child@life.

Methodology

Procedure

The study includes two subsidiary analyses
conductedisingdataprovidedby a Quebedncidence
Study (ftude dOincidencequZbZcoise- f1Q°) to
documentall casesreportedand handledbetween
Octoberl and December31, 1998. The casescome
from 16 to 18 administrativeregionsin Quebec,
eachunderthe Director of Youth Protection(DYP)
servicesTwo regionswereexcludedrom the survey
dueto low numberscomparedto the populationof
Quebeasawholeandto difbculty of accesgo their
remotelocation:Nunavik,with a populationof 8,000

Table 1

inhabitantsandthe CreeLandsof JamesBay, with a
population of 9,000 inhabitants.

The number of cases retained and documented
(number of responses) during the study was calculated
by dividing the number of cases documented by the
number of casesrecorded by the DY Pfor the same period
(Tourigny et d., 2002). For dl casesrecorded (N = 4,929),
theaverage number of questionnairescompl eted was 86%
(from 64% to 99% according to DY P services).

The Pna sampling inthe study wastaken from cases
retained. According to the (Ministere de la SantZ et des
Services Sociaux, 1988: 5), a case is debPned as - Any
Stuation involving achild 0-17 years of age, reported to
the Quebec Director of Youth Protection by apersonwho
has reason to believe that the security or devel opment of
that child isat risk of being compromised.

Sampling

Characteristics under which reported cases of Aboriginal children were paired with reported cases of non-Aboriginal

children (N = 430) f

Characteristics of the Situations

Youth Centre *

Total N = 430% Children

Aboriginal Enfants
Non Autoch.
N = 215% N = 215%

Chi-square

(CD)

North Shore 30.2
Abitibi/TZmiscamingue 15.3
MontrZal/Batshaw 17.2
Other youth centres 37.2
Annual Family Income
Less than $15,000 40.0
$15,000 to $24,999 21.9
$25,000 to $40,999 7.0
$41,000 and more 3.0
Living on social assistance 15.8
Unknown 12.3
Family Characteristics
Home life of the reported child
2 birth parents 42.3
1 birth parent with a partner 197
1 birth parent alone 31.0
Other types of family life 34
Unknown 36

30.2 30.2
15.3 15.3
17.2 17.2
37.2 37.2
13.5 (5)
39.1 40.9
26.0 17.7
5.6 8.4
2.3 37
17.7 14.0
9.3 15.3
1.37 (4)
426 425
186 20.9
31.2 30.8
36 3.2
45 27

(1) No statistical test was conducted for this variable as the pairing was precise.
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A brst sampling was taken of 215 children whose
cases were retained and who lived with at least one
Aboriginal parent. For each child in the sampling, a
comparable case of a non-Aboriginal child was aso
selected. The pairing was done based on the following
characterigtics: 1) the cases reported are from the same
youth centre (Centre jeunesse); 2) the caregiversin the
child@ life; and 3) the annual family income. It was
not possible to produce a perfect pairing because for
a number of Aboriginal children, there was no non-
Aborigina child with the exact same characteristics.
However, Chi-squared tests indicate that the two
groups were not signibcantly distinct under these three
variables. The bnal sample therefore consisted of 215
pairsof children. Table 1 showsthat the childrenin both
groups were living predominantly with both biological
parents (42%) and almost onethird of the children were
living in asingle-parent family (31%). In the mgjority
of cases, the family income was very low, with more
than haf (56%) living in a family with an income of
less than $15,000 (40%) or on social assistance (16%),
and approximately one quarter (22%) livinginafamily
with an income between $15,000 and $25,000. In spite
of dight differences between the two groups under this
variable, there was no signibcant statistical difference.
In terms of region, 30% of the children were from the
North-Shore, 15% from the Abitibi-TZmiscaminque
region, 17% from the region of Montrea and 37%
from other regions of the province of Quebec.

Variables

The case-investigation form used to document
retained cases was based mainly on measurement tools
applied in similar studies such asthe Ontario Incidence
Study (TrocmZ, McPhee, Tam, & Hay, 1994), the
National Incidence Study - NIS (Sedlak & Broadhurst,
1996) and the Canadian Incidence Study - CIS (TrocmZ
et a., 2001). The form was completed at the end of
theinitial stage by ayouth protection worker in charge
at this step of the process. Information was collected
on the characteristics of reported cases, substantiated
cases of maltreatment, the child involved, adults with
a parental role in the child® life, the child® living
environment and child welfare services provided
during the assessment stage.

Characteristics of Retained Cases

Questions focused on the description of retained
cases such asthe source of referral (10 separate sources
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Canada
(TrocmZ)

Quebec
(Tourigny)

Variables

Family Structure*
2 biological parents 21.9 42.1
Reconstituted 21.6 18.6
Single-parent 56.5 31.2
Source of Income
Full Time 15.8 12.4
Part Time 10.2 7.2
Social Assistance* 58.1 74.6
Other 16.0 5.7
Unsafe Housing 7.9 10.5
Move in the Past 12 Months
None 60.1 68.8
1 22.9 18.3
2 or more 17.0 12.9
Characteristics of Maltreatment*
Unsubstantiated 26.3 13.5
Substantiated 49.5 80.9
Suspected 24.2 5.6
Physical Abuse 18.6 14.9
Sexual Abuse 10.1 11.6
Neglect 57.9 62.3
Emotional Abuse 6.5 26.0
Abandonment Nd 7.4
Behaviour Problems Nd 19.5
Domestic Violence 7.0 Nd
Child Characteristics*
Substance Abuse and Birth 6.1 2.5
Anxiety or Depression 7.6 7.4
Number of Problems 0 77 80.2
Number of Problems 1 12.7 11.9
Number of Problems 2+ 10.3 7.9
Parent Characteristics*
Age:
30 49.5 39.7
31-40 44.7 43.1
41-50 5.4 13.9
51+ 0.4 3.3
History of Maltreatment* 47.2 86.9
Alcohol and Drug Abuse* 91.0 53.2
Criminal Activity 17.2 8.9
Mental Health 21.7 15.8
Physical Health 7.0 9.8
Lack of Social Support 33.9 29.4

of referral), how cases were reported (regular services
and socia emergency), and the fact that the child was
the object of a retained case within 12 months prior
to the study or taken into custody within bve years
preceding the study.

Substantiated Cases

Sevenformsof substantiated maltreatment (physica
abuse, sexua ause, neglect, abandonment, mental
abuse, severe behaviour problems and others) were
documented based on the written assessment by the
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youth protection worker. The debnitions were provided
throughinformation collected on childwelfareinrelation
to parental functioning - ICBE (VZzina& Bradet, 1990),
NIS (Sedlack, 1991), CIS (TrocmZ et ., 2001) and
through the Systeme clientele jeunesse - SCJ (Trudeau
& Pellan, 1998) for serious behaviour problems.

Characteristics of the Child, the Family and
Caregivers

The mdtreatment investigation form provided
information on child characteristics (age and sex) and
eight forms of developmenta problems (birth defects,
developmental delay, hearing, sight or speech disability,
chronichealthproblems,learningdisabilities hyperactivity,
psychiatric disorders, and depresson/anxiety).

Family variables such as safe or unsafe housing
conditions, homeownership or not, thenumber of reported
children in the household, the presence of other primary
caregivers (other than biologicad parents), the number
of family moves within the previous 12 months and the
number of siblingsin the household were also measured.

Ten conbrmed or suspected concerns (domestic
violence, acohol or drug abuse, crimina activity,
mental health problems, physical health issues, lack of
social support, cognitive impairment, history of abuse,
custody dispute, Pnancial issues/separation/divorce or
other concerns) debned issuesrelated to caregivers. For
the present study, we used the total number of primary
caregiver problems and issues seen as dtatisticaly
signibcant between the two groups. The level of
caregiver functioning was measured using the CIW
four-point response scale ranging from (adequateOto
Qerioudy inadequateO(VZzina & Bradet, 1990) and
the assessment form documented whether the caregiver
had also been the victim of childhood abuse.

Strategies ofAnalysis

Chi-sguare tests and T-Tests were used to collect
data on comparisons between Aboriginal and non-
Aborigina children (SPSSVersion 9 database). For the
Prst objective, comparisons were based on 28 variables
(Table 2). The 16 most signibcant variables were
used in a linear logistic regression analysis in order
to identify the variables between the two groups of
children. When the variables are numerous and inter-
correlated, the linear model diminishes the number of
simultaneous variables, which resultsin more accurate
estimates. As well, the comparison of results, step by
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Table 2
Variables used in the univariate study for the two group
comparison.

Characteristics of a Retained Case

1. Type of reporting*

2. Previous retained cases (12 mos) NS
3. Previous custody (5 years)*

4.  Sources of referral - mother*

5. Sources of referral - extended family*

Variables Linked to a Substantial Case

6. Evidence of sexual abuse NS

7.  Evidence of physical abuse NS

8.  Evidence of neglect*

9. Evidence of abandonment NS

10. Evidence of psychological maltreatment NS
11. Evidence of behaviour problems*

12. Evidence of other problems NS

Variables Linked to the Reported Child and the Family

13. Sex of the child NS

14. Age of the child NS

15. Number of problems known in the child*

16. Number of services required for the child NS
17. Home life of the child NS

18. Number of children reported in the same family*
19. Number of children in the family*

20. Presence of another signibcant person NS

21. Number of moves NS

22. Type of work*

23. Unsafe housing*

24. Level of cooperation by parents*

25. History of maltreatment in a parent® childhood*
26. Number of known problems in the parent*

27. Evidence of a parent victim of domestic violence*
28. Evidence of parental alcohol and drug abuse*

9Nine other sources of referral were documented and tested statistically
but no signibcant diference between the two was detected

step, provides some additional details on links between
the variables. The order given to the three major
categories of variables was, characteristics of cases
reported, substantiated cases and characteristics of the
reported child and family.

Results

Univariate Analyses

Results from Chi-sguared tests revealed a number
of major and signibcant differencesbetween Aboriginal
and non-Aboriginal reported cases (see Table 3).

Characteristics of Retained Cases

Results on the characteristics of retained cases
indicate that cases involving Aborigina children were
more often handled by emergency services (26% vs.
12%) and that Aboriginal children had more frequently
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Table 3
Characteristics of reported cases for Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal children and their families.
- o Aboriginal children il _
Characteristics of the Situations Total N = 430% . Children Chi-square (dI)
N =215% N = 215%
Characteristics of Investigated Cases
Type of Reporting: Regular services 81.2 74.4 87.9 12.56***(1)
Emergency services 18.8 25.6 12.1
Previous placements (5 years): Yes 19.2 24.8 13.7 8.35%*(1)
No 80.8 75.2 86.3
Source of Referral - Mother Yes 10.9 7.0 14.9 6.90** (1
No 89.1 93.0 85.1
Source of Referral - Extended Family Yes 10.9 16.7 5.1 14.92***(1)
No 89.1 83.3 94.9
Variables Linked to a Substantiated Case
Evidence of Neglect: Yes 42.6 48.4 36.7 5.95%(1)
No 57.4 51.6 63.3
Evidence of Behavour Problems: Yes 25.3 17.7 33.0 13.38***(1)
No 74.1 82.3 67.0
Variables Linked to the Child Reported and the Family
Age of the child: 0-5 years 38.9 40.7 37.1 4.37 (2)
6-11 years 29.5 31.8 27.2
12-17 years 31.6 275 35.7
Variables Linked to Reported Children and their Families
Number of Problems Known in Child
None 73.9 80.2 67.9 8.28%(3)
1 problem 16,2 11.9 20.3
2 problems 6.5 5.4 7.5
3 problems or more 3.4 2.5 4.2
Number of Children in the Family
1 child 337 29.8 37.7 28.18***(5)
2 children 274 22.3 32.6
3 children 17.9 16.7 19.1
4 children 11.6 17.2 6.0
5 children 5.8 8.4 3.3
6 children 35 5.6 14
Number of Children Reported in the Family
1 child 51.4 447 58.1 11.96*(4)
2 children 21.2 22.8 19.5
3 children 14.9 15.3 14.4
4 children 8.4 11.2 5.6
5 children or more 4.2 6.0 2.3
Type of Housing
Subsidized housing 25.9 35.7 16.6 56.67***(3)
Non-subsidized housing 36.9 27.6 45.9
Purchased home 26.4 17.9 34.6
Other 10.7 18.9 2.9
Variables linked to a Reported Child and Family
Safe Housing Yes 92.2 89.5 94.9 4.02*(1)
No 7.8 10.5 5.1
Level of Parent Cooperation
Adequate 63.7 56.7 70.7 10.60%(3)
Somewhat adequate 16.0 20.5 11.6
Moderately or seriously inadequate 18.6 20.5 16.7
Not contacted 1.6 2.3 0,9
Parent History of Maltreatment Yes 75.3 86.9 61.5 20.66***(1)
During Childhood No 24.7 13.1 38.5
Exposure to Domestic Violence
No 68.7 62.1 75.2 11.35*%(2)
Unknown 22.2 24.8 19.6
Suspected 9.1 13.1 5.1
Parent Drug/Alcohol Abuse
No 60.7 46.7 74.8
Unknown 27.8 43.9 11.7 55.51***(2)
Suspected 11.4 9.3 13.6
Number of Known Problems in the Parent
Aucun 30,8 26.6 35.0 15.47**%(3)
1 problem 28.3 294 271
2 problems 19.6 19.2 20.1
3 problems or more 21.2 24.8 17.7

1. The odd-ratio is a measure of the increase of likelihood for one category compared to another. It identibes relative risk categories.

2. The odds-ratio conbdence interval is a measure of the exactness of the estimated odds ratio.

3. The Wald test-statistic identiPes categories where a phenomenon is the most frequent. However, if the likelihood is above 0.05, the hypothesis that there is no difference
between the two categories cannot be reached.

4. The likelihood estimator is an indicator of the parameters for each variable to predict the phenomenon, beyond the input of other variables included in the likelihood model. The
likelihood takes into account the number of parameters used by a variable to predict the phenomenon.
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beentakenintocustody by childwelfareagenciesduring
the previous bve years, compared with non-Aboriginal
children (25% vs. 14%). Two magjor differences were
noted as to the percentage of the various sources of
referral: in cases involving Aborigina children, fewer
cases were reported by the mothers (7% vs. 15%) and
were more often reported by amember of the extended
family (17% vs. 5%).

Substantiated Cases

Data provided on substantiateccasesfollowing
an initial caseevaluationrevealeda higher number
of childrenvictims of neglect(48% vs. 37%) anda
lower numberof childrenwith behaviourproblems
(18% vs. 33%) within Aboriginal communities.The
percentag®f childrenvictims of sexual,mentaland
physical abuse was similar in both groups.

Characteristics of Children, Caregivers and
Families in Reported Cases

Daa on the characteridics of reported children
indicate that thereis no digtinction between Aborigind and
non-Aborigina children in terms of the age of the child.
However, Aborigind children displayed fewer known
problems than non-Aborigina children. Findly, 80% of
Aborigina childrendisplayed noneof theproblemslistedin

the study compared to 68% for non-Aborigina children.

Aboriginal families had more childrenthannon-
Aboriginal familieswith 48% of Aboriginal children
living in afamily of threeor morechildrencompared
to 30%for non-Aboriginalchildren.Iln addition,53%
of Aboriginal childrenlived in a family with at least
two reported children comparedto 42% for non-
Aboriginal children. Finally, a higher percentagef
Aboriginal childrenlived in subsidizechousing(36%
vs.17%) andunsafehousing(11 % vs.5%) compared
with non-Aboriginal children.

In terms of the caregivers, parent functioning
was more often inadequate among Aborigina
parents than among non-Aboriginal parents (43% vs.
29%). Aboriginal parents were more often victims
of maltreatment in their childhood (87% vs. 62%),
more implicated in reported or suspected incidents of
domestic violence (38% vs. 25%) and more implicated
in reported or suspected substance abuse problems
(53% vs. 25%). In terms of known problemsinvolving
parentsthe situation wasthe same. Wherethree or more
problems are identibPed among caregivers, Aboriginal
parents are over-represented (25 % vs. 18%).

In order to determine which of the characteristics,
distinguishing between Aborigina and non-Aboriginal

-Frggltiri associated with retained cases involving an Aboriginal child: Linear logistic regression model.

Type of Reporting 7.920 .0191
Regular/Emergency Service 2.6525 1.2348 5.8275 6.2144 .0127

Unknown / Regular service 7.3621 0.5433 99.7658 2.2535 .1333

Source of Referral: Mother 5.315 .0211
Yes/No 3.0694 1.1582 8.1345

Development Delay in the Child 4.638 .0131
Yes/No 1.0028 1.0516 7.0667

Total Number of Siblings 8.501 .0035
For each brother/sister (0-5) 1.3461 1.0944 1.6558

Parental Alcohol/Substance Abuse 16.854 .0000
Yes/No 3.0753 1.7359 5.4483

Type of Housing 46.118 .0000
Subsidized/Non-Subsidized Housing 5.7954 2.47 13.60 16.30 .0001

Purchased Home/Non-Subsidized Housing 1.5746 0.68 3.62 1.14 .2857

Other/Non-Subsidized Housing 12.31 3.99 38.05 19.02 .0000

Unknown / Non-Subsidized Housing 8.00 2.52 25.47 12.42 .0004
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cases, make it possible to predict that a case reported
to youth protection in Quebec is that of an Aborigina
child or anon-Aborigina child, we conducted alogistic
regression analysis on both groups of reported children.

Multivariate Analyses

Table 4 displays the results of alogistic regression
model of factors associated with Aboriginal children
reported to the Quebec Director Youth Protection.
Results from the Hosmer and Lemeshow (1980) risk-
adjustment test indicate that there are no signibcant
differences between the model predictions and the
data noted (Goodness of Fit = 7.08; dl = 8; p = .5278),
indicating that the model® estimates well refSect the
data observed. In decreasing order of importance, the
following factors ref3ect ahigher probability that acase
involvesan Aborigina child: 1) type of housing in that
Aborigina children more often live in a subsidized or
other type of housing; 2) more reported or suspected
parental substance abuse; 3) a higher number of
children in the family; 4) the fact that a case was
reported to emergency responders; 5) the fact that a
case is less often reported by a mother; and 6) the fact
that the children suffer less from developmenta delay.
The type of housing and known or suspected parental
substance abuse are variables that are clearly most
characterigtic of acaseinvolving an Aboriginal child.

The regression model obtained is an 81% accurate
predictor for Aborigina and non-Aborigina reported
cases. Themodel isabetter predictor for non-Aboriginal
cases (86%) than for Aboriginal cases (76%).

Some signilpcant variables of the univariate analyses
werenot included in theregression modd. Thevariables
are. 1) previous custody (5 years); 2) the source of
referral from the extended family; 3) variables linked
to substantiated cases, such as neglect and behaviour
problems; 4) the number of children reported within a
family; 5) thelevel of parent functioning; 6) maltrestment
of parentsin their childhood; and 7) domestic violence.

Discussion

Methodology - Strengths and Limitations

The present study is the brst to draw a provincia
pictureof casesof child maltreatment amongAboriginal
children reported to the Director of Youth Protection
(DY P) in Quebec. The study was based on a sampling
of reported cases involving Aboriginal children within
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specibe regions and for a debned period of time. The
representation is not perfect asthe short data collection
period (Fall 1998) could have over-represented or
underrepresented a number of seasonal phenomena’.
In addition, two regions were excluded from the study,
Nunavik and the Cree Lands of James Bay, two areas
with a very high Aborigina population. It should
aso be noted that the Quebec Incidence Study (f1Q
b ftude dincidence qubZcoise) includes only cases
reported to youth protection agencies and as such does
not provide an exact picture of issues of maltreatment
involving Aboriginal children in Quebec.

A majorlimitation to thistypeof studycomparing
two ethnic groupsis the bias linked to depPnitions
usedto identify maltreatmenbf children.Debnitions
usedaremoresusceptiblef reRectinghe positionof
dominantethnicgroupsin North America.lt is quite
possiblethat from the point of view of Aboriginal
groups,the debnitionsdo not exactly correspondo
those within their culture. Major differencesmay
be notedin termsof the debnitionof neglectand
behaviourproblemsandto a lesserextent,in terms
of the debnitionof physical and sexualabuseand
particularly incest, which are more cross-culturally
prevalent.

Some notable strong points of this type of study
include the fact that both groups have been compared in
terms of regions where cases were reported and family
characterigticssuch asincome, which help debnecultural
differencesmoreaccurately. Finaly, usngamultivariate
analysis approach provided a more precise debnition of
therolefor each variable included in the study.

Poverty Among Aboriginal Families Report-
ed toYouth Protection Services in Quebec

Althoughindicatorsof povertywithin Aboriginal
familiescannotexplaintheresultsof thecomparative
analyses,it is important to note that Aboriginal
familiesin the studywere a representativesampling
of Aboriginal casesreportedto youth protection
services, while non-Aboriginals representedonly
a sub-groupof their population within the group
comparison.The percentageof Aboriginal families
reportedto youth protection and with an annual
incomeof lessthan $15,000 was 39% comparedto
29%for all family casegeportedto youth protection
in Quebecanindicatorthatpovertyis amajorissuein
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Aboriginal caseseportedanda major characteristic
of reportedfamily casesAs such,pndingsolutionsto

the phenomenorof maltreatmentwithin Aboriginal

communitiesrequiresthat the issue of poverty be

taken into consideration.

Characteristics of ReportedAboriginal Child
Maltr eatment Cases

Results from the study indicate that in Quebec,
characteristics surrounding child maltreatment cases
differ very littlebetweenAboriginal and non-Aboriginal
children living in families with the same level of
family income. Only six of the variables distinguish
cases involving Aboriginal children, characterized by
ahigher proportion of: 1) cases reported to emergency
responders; 2) families living in subsidized housing;
3) families with a higher number of children; and
4) parents with a substance abuse problem. Cases
involving Aboriginal children also indicate a lower
percentage of children with developmenta delay and
for which the source of referral was the mother.

Crisis Situation

A brg mgor difference between the groups is that
reported cases involving Aborigind children are received
twice as much as socid emergencies than reported cases
for non-Aborigina children, in other words, outsideregular
service hours (8 am. to 5 p.m.). Cases reported may occur
during a family crisis and come from the family@® outer
crde, including members of the extended family and
individuas in the community, two sources that reported
one quarter of dl casesinvolving Aborigina children.

Family and Housing

Reported Aborigind families are characterized by a
higher number of children in the family and by a lower
number of familiesliving in non-subsidized housing or in
apurchased home. Thisoverrepresentation aso appliesfor
the number of children per family within the Aborigind
community of Quebec compared with the population of
Quebec asawhole (Indian and Northern Affairs Canada,
2002). The higher number of children can be a source
of additiona stressors for Aborigina parents. It is aso
understood that there are fewer moves within Aborigina
families as a good number of them live on areserve and
therefore have amore stable living environment.

Drug and Alcohol Abuse
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Casesinvolving parentsof Aboriginal children
more frequently include substanceabuseproblems,
as also reportedby TrocmZ,Knoke and Blackstock
(2008) intheCIS.Problemdinkedto alcoholanddrug
abusearemoreprevalentin Aboriginal communities,
aspovertyis a majorrisk factor for substancebuse
(Royal Commissionon Aboriginal Peoples,19%;
Health Canada, 2@).

Aswell, parentd a cohol and drug abuseisarisk factor
for child maltreatment (Bays, 1990; Famularo, Kinscherff
& Fenton, 1992; Kelleher, Chafbn, Hollenberg & Fischer,
1994; Peterson, Gable& Sddana, 1996; TrocmZ McPhee
& Tam, 1995). Drug addiction in particular affects
parent functioningby alteringthe capacityto assume
a supervisoryrole (Dore, Doris & Wright, 199%). In
the QuebecincidenceStudy issuesof mentalabuse
and neglectwere mostfrequentin reportedcasesof
parentalalcohol and drug abuse.More specibcally
the risk of neglectis 1.5 more prevalentin families
with parentalsubstancebusethanin familieswhere
substancaebusés notanissue(Wekerle Wall, Leung
& TrocmZ, 200).

In the present study, although the issue of neglect is
not identibed in multivariate analyses as a variable that
distinguishes the two groups, the number of children
victims of neglect among Aboriginal children is higher
than among non-Aborigina children. Furthermore,
compared with the sampling of childreninthe QIS, with
35% of al casesof child maltreatment reportedin Quebec
identiPed asvictimsof neglect, thenumber of Aborigina
children victims of someform of negligenceisdistinctly
higher at 48%. The prevalence of child neglect among
Aboriginal families noted in previous studies could
indicate a link with issues of parental substance abuse
(TrocmZet d., 2004; McShane, 1988).

Within the contextof child welfare servicesand
Aboriginal families, it is importantto work closely
with parentswith issuesof alcohol and substance
abuse.Although there are still no drug treatment
programsthat have clearly provento be effective,
Health Canadaconducteda surveyof programsput
into placein Aboriginal communitiesA numberof
programsvereadaptedor theneedf theAboriginal
culture and appear to show promising results.

Developmental Delay and Behaviour
Problems
Resultsfurther indicate that Aboriginal children
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generallydisplayfewerproblemghannon-Aboriginal
children. The presenceof developmentablelay and
behaviourproblemsappearsto be more associated
with non-Aboriginal children.

Conddeing the predominance of some family
characteridics found in multivariate andyses, such as 1)
parentd substance abuse, 2) parents with more than three
problems; 3) exposure to domegtic violence or; 4) parents
with ahigory of childnood matrestmert, it is Sgnibcant to
note that Aborigind children digplay fewer problems than
do children in non-Aborigind families It is possble that
Aborigind children benet more from the support of an_
extended family and assuch arelessaffected by their parentsO
issues A moregeblelifestyleintermsof fewer movesamong
Aborigind familiesmight explainasupport sysemnot found
among non-Aborigind children. Resultsdiffer from those of
TrocmZet d. (2004), who noted that Aborigind children in
Canada (exduding Quebec) had more problems than nor-
Aborigind childrert. Signilcant differencesnoted werehbirth
defects linked to substance abuse and childhood behaviour
problems.

Similarities and Differences Noted Between
the QIS and the CIS

Comparative data collected for the whole of
Canadgexceptfor Quebec)y TrocmZet al. (2004)
onincidentsof child maltreatmentn Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginalchildrenreportedto youth protection
servicesare similar to comparativedataobtainedin

Quebecparticularlyasregardgamily characteristics.

In bothstudiestheprevalencef substancabusethe
higheshumbetrof problemsandahistoryof childhood
maltreatmentare reportedmore by Aboriginal than
non-Aboriginal parents.As indicated earlier there
are differencesnoted betweendata collected from
acrossCanadaandin Quebec particularlyin terms
of behaviourproblemsand known issues the latter
being more prevalentamongAboriginal than non-
Aboriginal childrenin the CIS andlessreportedfor

Aboriginal than non-Aboriginal children in the QIS.

Cautionmustbe usedin looking at comparative
datafor Canadaand Quebecsideby side.Individual
resultsare difPcult to comparefor variousreasons,
notablyas: 1) the TrocmZet al. (2004) study unlike
the Quebecstudy did not pair the Aboriginal family
samplingwith family income;2) the Canadianand
Quebecsamplingsare different, Aboriginal families

in the CIS appearto haveincreasedsocial stressors

(moreone-parentamilies,moremovesin thelast12
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monthsyoungemparentsmoresubstancabusemore
criminal activity and more mental health problems
amongcaregivers);3) the Blackstocket al. (2004)
studiesncludeathird ethnicgroup,makingit difbcult
to be absolutelyprecisein determiningAboriginal
andnon-Aboriginaldifferencesand4) the debnition
of somevariablessuchasbehavioumproblemsdiffers
from onestudyto the other A numberof tendencies
canbenotedin bothstudieswithoutassuchpresenting
exact comparisons.

Challenges in Practice

Consideringthat Aboriginal caregiversincluded
in thestudyhadmultiple personaproblemgbPnancial
problems, a history of maltreatmentduring their
childhood alcohol/drugabuseanddomesticviolence)
and homelife issues(high numberof children and
single parenthood)frequently associatedwith the
risks of maltreatmen{Schumacheetal., 2001),it is
unrealisticto believethatissuesof maltreatmenand
behaviourproblemswill ceasewithout major forms
of interventionbeing put into placeto addresghese
various factors.

Implementing treatment programs in Aborigina
communities must take into consideration their distinct
cultural nature. According to Morin and Joncas (2004),
there seems to be no contraindication to using, with
Aborigina children, a treatment program that has
proven its worth among North American children.
However, Morin and Joncas (2004), and many others,
agreethat eventhoughtreatment outcomesand practices
may be transferable to the Aboriginal culture, tensions
could arise and undermine treatment programs if non-
Aboriginal workers do not adopt culturally modibed
interpersonal skills to take into account Aborigina
values (LaDue, 1994; LaFramboise, Trimble, &
Mohatt, 1990; Hedth Canada, 2006; Solomon,
Heisberger, & Winer, 1981). An approach encouraging
amore authoritative role by the participants than found
in conventional forms of therapy appears to be more
effective within Aboriginal communities (Heilbron &
Guttman, 2000). Others argue that traditional forms
of family therapy, focused on the nuclear family,
are inappropriate and need be adapted to include the
extended family (Carter & Parker, 1991; Heilbron
& Guttman, 2000), particularly when there is a clear
collaborative effort for the treatment to be successful.
Another issue to consider is the level of acculturation
among reported Aborigina families, their level of
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belief in traditional community values (Connors &
Oates, 1997; Topper, 1992). For Aborigina people and
their attachment to their traditional culture, elements of
culture preference must be incorporated into treatment
programs (Ashby, Gilchrist & Miramontez, 1987,
Heilbron & Guttman, 2000). Consequently, it has been
proposed to include community intervention in group
therapy to provide mora support to the families in
treatment (Heilbron & Guttman, 2000). Recognizing
links that exist among families and clans within the
Aborigina community can be very useful, notably
to reduce sources of conBict that the families may
encounter within their own community. The strong
level of attachment to traditional values within various
Aborigina communities is a major consideration as
non-Aborigina professionals may otherwise bnd it
increasingly difbcult to offer their services (Darou,
Kurtness & Hum, 2000).

Conclusion

Whiletheresults of the present study may be useful
for decision makers, professionals and researchers,
they also rai se questionsthat may be answered in future
research projects. It appears necessary to acquire a
deeper understanding of thephenomenaof maltreatment
and of behaviour problems among Aboriginal youth,
by examining more closdly and separately the
characteristics of each issue, such as physical abuse,
neglect, sexual ause and psychological maltreatment.
It would also be important to conduct a longitudinal
study on Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal children for
whom cases have been retained or substantiated by
youth protection services in order to have a deeper
knowledge of the path of these children and to better
meet their needs and those of their families.

Moreover,itisessential tohaveabetter understanding
of thedebnitionsandformsof maltreatment asrecognized
by the Aboriginal community and determine the degree
of convergence with those debned by the DY P. Motives
and the context that compel members of the extended
family to report issues of child maltreatment should also
be documented.

Endnotes

1. The term Aboriginal designates the Prst people to have inhabited the
country where they live. In the province of Quebec, Amerindians, persons
of North American Indian descent and the Inuit are called Aboriginal
(SecrZtariat aux affaires autochtones du QuZbec, 2001). Aboriginal people
in Quebec are distinct from the QuZbZcois with European ancestry, born
here but descendants of ancestors who began to emigrate here during the
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17th century.

2. Policies of Aboriginal assimilation appear to have varied very little from
on Canadian province to another, notably as pertains to Aboriginal affairs
regulated by the Canadian government as of 1867.

3. For this period, it is acknowledged that the total number of Aboriginal
children placed in the care of non-Aboriginal people would possibly be higher
than statistics indicate if non-status children and MZtis children placed had
been considered as Aboriginal children in the statistical data..O(Bennett &
Blackstock, 2002).

4. Aboriginal people who live on reserves and on the three territories,
approximately 36 % of the Aboriginal population, are not included in the data.
As income is generally lower in the Aboriginal population living on reserves
compared to the percentage that lives off reserve, including the above data
would probably increase the issue of low income in Aboriginal children and
adults.

5. The Canadian Incidence Study (CIS) was conducted using a representative
sampling of cases reported to youth protection services in Canada over a
three-month period, from October 1 to December 31, 1998 (TrocmZ et al.,
2001). The sampling used in the Blackstock et al. (2004) study does not
include reported cases in the province of Quebec.

6. For more information on the methodology applied in the study, the reader
may consult Tourigny et al. (2002).

7. See Tourigny et al. (2002) for more information on methodological
strengths and limitations.

8. For the QIS, due to the specibcity of the Child and Youth Protection Act
(Loi sur la protection de la jeunesse - LPJ) a number of known problems
in children as referred to by TrocmZ et al. (2004) are outlined under the
dePnition of behaviour problems (and not on the list of problems in children)
in order to assess if the situation compromises the security or development
of the child, as with other forms of maltreatment. The problems were not
included under the variable Onumberof behaviour problemsQas in the CIS.
In spite of this difference, the results of the QIS reveal fewer behaviour
problems in Aboriginal children, contrary to the CIS that reveals more
behaviour problems in Aboriginal children than in non-Aboriginal children,
pointing to a difference in Pndings between the two studies.
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