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The Race + Child Welfare Project 
Fact Sheet 1 – Basic Facts on Disproportionate Representation of 
African Americans in the Foster Care System 

  
 
The United States child welfare system is embroiled in an epidemic involving race 
and bad child and family outcomes.  African-American children and families are 
significantly more likely to be torn apart by the local child welfare agency than any 
other racial group in the country – despite the fact that multiple national research 
studies prove that African-American families are not more likely to abuse or neglect 
their children.1  This situation has resulted in severe levels of over-representation of 
African-American children in the country’s child welfare system.2 
 
Basic Facts 
 
Total Number of Children in the Child Welfare System, FY 2000: 812,599 
 
Total Number of Children in the Child Welfare System, by Race, FY 2000: 
 African American:   297,095 36.56% 
 Non-Hispanic White:   373,695 45.98% 
 Hispanic:    109,648 13.49% 
 Native American:       20,774   2.55% 

Asian/Pacific Islander:    11,387   1.40% 
Total     812,599 99.98% 

 
A Closer Look at Racial Disproportionality Using U. S. Census and AFCARS 
Data 
 

• African American children account for 37% of the total number of children 
placed in foster care in America in 2000, approximately 46% were accounted 
for by non-Hispanic White children.3  This was the case despite the fact that 
African-American children only comprised 15% of the total U.S. child 
population under 18 in 2000 (U.S. Census). 

 
• Forty-six (46) states have disproportionate representations of African-

American children in their child welfare systems.4  In these states, the 
proportion of African-American children in foster care is more than two 
times the proportion of African American children in the state’s total child 
population 18 years and younger. 

 
• States vary considerably in the degree of over-representation in their child 

welfare services.  Table 1 assigns states into three categories: Moderate 
Disproportion, High Disproportion, and Extreme Disproportion.5   
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Moderate Disproportion 
(15 states) 

High Disproportion 
(15 states) 

Extreme Disproportion 
(16 states) 

Louisiana (1.56) Kentucky (2.50) Rhode Island (3.57) 
South Carolina (1.60) Texas (2.55) New Jersey (3.74) 
Alabama (1.65) Delaware (2.56) New Mexico (3.74) 
Georgia (1.72) Nevada (2.56) Iowa (3.76) 
Arkansas (1.74) Missouri (2.71) Indiana (3.79) 
Tennessee (1.77) Utah (2.84) Pennsylvania (3.80) 
North Carolina (1.84) Vermont (2.92) Arizona (3.91) 
Washington (2.12) Nebraska (2.92) Montana (3.92) 
Florida (2.22) West Virginia (2.98) Illinois (3.93) 
Virginia (2.22) Kansas (3.01) California (4.14) 
Maine (2.22) Colorado (3.08) Oregon (4.38) 
New York (2.26) North Dakota (3.09) Wyoming (4.53) 
Oklahoma (2.32) South Dakota (3.27) Minnesota (4.77) 
Maryland (2.39) Ohio (3.39) Idaho (4.84) 
Alaska (2.46) Connecticut (3.42) New Hampshire (4.93) 
  Wisconsin (5.48) 

 
• In seven (7) states, the proportion of African-American children in foster care 

is four times what you would expect based upon their occurrence in the 
general child population of those states.  The states with the highest African 
American disproportionality ratios based upon 2000 AFCARS and Census 
data are: California (4.14), Oregon (4.38), Wyoming (4.53), Minnesota 
(4.77), Idaho (4.84), New Hampshire (4.93), and Wisconsin (5.48).  The 
African American disproportionality ratio for the entire U.S. is 2.43. 

 
• In every state, the occurrence of white children in the child welfare system is 

at least proportional to their occurrence in the states’ total child population 
under 18.  In all but four states, the proportion of white children in the foster 
care population is less than what would be expected given the proportion of 
all children under 18.   

 
• Only four (4) states have white disproportionality ratios of 1.0 or higher: 

Nevada (1.19), Vermont (1.02), Arizona (1.0), and Oklahoma (1.0).  The 
White disproportionality ratio for the entire U.S. is .76. 
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