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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Welcome to the Regional Data Presentation.  

 The QSR consists of a team of reviewers who come to assess changes in practice and overall change in system performance for better outcomes for children.

 I am excited to share the progress we have made in a collaborative effort with our system partners.  

This is our fifth round of reviews and we will be presenting information that illustrates the results of each round.
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B Finding Out Where to Focus:

DEPARTMENT OF

Lid

Interviews of Key Case Contributors for
24 cases

Aggregate data results of 22 selected
QSR Indicators

Child, Parent, System Status

Identification of recurring
patterns/lessons in cases


Presenter
Presentation Notes
The QSR  protocol is based on best practice and measures outcomes for children and families.  It provides a guide or an assessment of where we are now.
There are 22 indicators divided between Child Status, Parent Status, and System Status

For this review, we pulled 24 cases:
X cases= X dropped because XXX
X CHINS
X  Informal Adjustments
X Assessments
X Interviews conducted
Average of X interviews

The reviewers utilize case information to gain knowledge and understanding on what is occurring in the case and the direction the case is going.  Most information about the case is gained through interviews with the parent, child and other key case contributors. 
 
Reviews identify patterns in system performance that assist in identifying areas for continued quality improvement strategies.



Teaming
Engaging
Assessing
Planning

I ntervening
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Practice
Skills

Planning

Tailoring the planning process to each child and family, including the design of steps that move children and families to a
better level of functioning. Assessing circumstances and resources, making decisions on direction, evaluating plan
effectiveness, reworking as necessary, celebrating successes and facing consequences of setbacks.


Presenter
Presentation Notes
System performance is evaluated using on our chosen Practice Model.  The Practice Model  is based on best practice.  Our Practice Model is TEAPI.

Teaming is  one component  usually associated with what the Model is.  CFTM is bringing the right people , chosen by the family, around the table to discuss the case and plan together.  If TEAPI was just about CFTMs we would check the box on each CFTM and be done.

Engaging:  Building a trust-based relationship.  Feeling comfortable to share knowing that the decisions made are for the best interest of the child/youth

Assessing:  Big picture understanding the underlying needs.  Drugs usage verses the reason for use or the reason behind the lack of parenting skills

Planning:  Short- and long-term action-step planning with a big picture understanding of goals and underlying needs.

Intervening:  Well-matched services based on a understanding of the underlying needs and referred based action-step plans  
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6= OPTIMAL STATUS. The best or most favorable status presently attainable for
this person in this area [taking age and ability into account|. The person is doing
great! Confidence is high that long-term needs or outcomes will be or are being
met in this area in achieving positive results. [6 month sustained pattern or since
admission if < 6 months]

5= GOOD STATUS. Substantially and dependably positive status for the person Maintain/
in this area with an ongoing positive pattern. This status level is consistent with R f
attainment of long-term needs or outcomes in area. Status is “looking good” and erine
likely to continue. In achieving positive results [3 month sustained pattern or
since admission if < 3 months]

4= FAIR STATUS. Status is minimally or temporarily sufficient for the person to Range: 4-6
meet short-term needs or objectives in this area. Status has been no less than
minimally adequate in achieving positive results at any time in the past 30 days,
but may be short-term due to changing circumstances, requiring change soon. [1
month pattern]

3= MARGINAL STATUS. Status is mixed, limited, or inconsistent and not quite
sufficient to meet the person’s short-term needs or objectives now in this area.

Status in this area has been somewhat inadequate at points in time or in some Concerted
aspects in achieving positive results over the past 30 days. Any risk may be -

SR Action Needed
2= POOR STATUS. Status is now and may continue to be poor and

unacceptable. The person may seem to be “stuck” or “lost” with status not Range- 1-3

improving. Any risk may be mild to serious.

1= ADVERSE STATUS. The person status in this area is poor and worsening.
Any risk of harm, restriction, separation, disruption, regression, and/or other
poor outcomes may be substantial and increasing.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Scoring for the QSR is done on a scale of 1 – 6.  
Scores in the Refine/Maintain area are designated by green line and above. This means the case is moving in the right direction.  

Scores in the Concerted Action Needed area are below the green line.  This means attention is needed in order to move the case forward.  
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» 6= OPTIMAL PERFORMANCE.
> The level of performance is indicative of exemplary
practice and results.
» 5= GOOD PERFORMANCE.
> The system is working dependably under changing
conditions and over time.
»>The system is consistently meeting the long-term
needs and goals.

» 4= FAIR PERFORMANCE.
»The system is temporarily meeting the short-term

needs or objectives. Adjustments may be required

soon due to changing circumstances.


Presenter
Presentation Notes
All graphs you will see are based on refine and maintain.
So, if you see a score of 70% in the column that means those cases scored in the refine maintain area or received either a 4,5,or 6.  This would mean 30% of the cases scored a 3,2, or 1 (concerted action needed).

If time allows:
What does it take to score in refine and maintain ?  Using a teaming  example: 

Optimal: Team members all on same page, correct members at the table selected by the parents, team working collaborative, remain situationally aware and change direction as they become aware of changes. Level of functioning with trust-based relationship 3 months.

Good:  Starting to see higher level of functioning where the right people are on the team and they are functioning for 1 month consistently and remain aware of changes. 

Fair: Some members of the team are missing from the team but is able to have the information needed to make sufficient plans for permanency. 
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CHILD Range 1-3

SERVICES
» 3= MARGINAL PERFORMANCE.

> Practice is underpowered and inconsistent
> Performance is insufficient to meet short-term needs

and objectives.

» 2= POOR PERFORMANCE.
> Practice is fragmented, inconsistent and off-target.

»>May be incomplete/not operative on consistent
basis.

» 1= ADVERSE PERFORMANCE.
> Practice may be absent or not operative.

> Practice strategies may be contra-indicated or
performed inappropriately.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
If time allows:
Scores in the concerted action needed area would indicate:

Marginal: significant members missing from the team.  Team off page with one another on the plan and the case is not moving toward goal achievement.

Poor: 1 CFTM, missing team members, team members working in isolation delay

Adverse: In direct conflict with one another and adversely affect the parent or child
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Enhanced Indicators

»In an effort to more closely align with the Federal
Child and Family Service Review, some of the 22
indicators have been enhanced

e Adding a 12 month time frame for select indicators

e Scoring mother, father, child/youth, and resources
separately for select indicators


Presenter
Presentation Notes
In addition to the 90 day question we will be looking at the entire 12 months for Teaming, Assessing and Understanding, and Intervention Adequacy

Parenting Capacities will now measure the mother and father separately in addition to the combined score

Role and Voice will now measure any child/youth school age and older.  We will also begin scoring the Role and Voice of the resource parent in round 5

Assessing and Understanding will measure the Mother and Father separately in addition to the combined score as done in previous rounds.  Resource Parent will now be measured under this indicator.

Intervention Adequacy will measure the Mother, Father, and Child/Youth separately in addition to the combined score as done in previous rounds.  Resource Parent will now be measured under this indicator.
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g now Sample of
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Characteristics of
Children & Families
in the Sample


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Cases are pulled based on 4 criteria: age, length of time in care, care type, and placement type.  Using these criteria , the regions universe of cases is identified.  The case pull reflects this universe of cases.  
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Age:  This slide illustrates the region’s age groups information in the baseline, Round 2, Round 3, Round 4, and Round 5.  




Time in Care
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Time in Care: This slide illustrates the region’s time in care information in the baseline, Round 2, Round 3, Round 4, and Round 5. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Case Type: This slide illustrates the region’s case type information in the baseline, Round 2, Round 3, Round 4, and Round 5. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Current Placement: This slide illustrates the region’s current placement information in the baseline, Round 2, Round 3, Round 4, and Round 5. 




INDIANA

DEPARTMENT OF

CHILD
SERVICES

Results are preliminary and will be finalized in the QSR
Regional Report




Lid

INDIANA

DEPARTMENT OF

CHILD
SERVICES

Child Status:

Safety

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round &5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Safety Indicators: Safety– Past 30 days

Safety  - Is the child safe from harm or abuse in their home, school, and community?
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e Child Status:

CHILD Behavioral Risk
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Behavioral Risk only 18 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Safety Indicators: Behavioral Risk – Past 30 days

Behavioral Risk to Self/Others – Is the child exhibiting behaviors that could be harmful to self and others?
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5110 '
S Stability

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Permanency Indicators: Stability – Over the past 12 months and the next six-months

Stability -  Is the child/youth’s daily settings, learning, routines and relationships stable and free from risk of disruption and are known risks being managed?
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DEPARTMENT OF Child Status:

CHILD
S Permanency

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Permanency Indicators: Permanency – Past 30 days

Permanency Is the child/youth living in a home that all team members believe will endure until adulthood? Are there identifiable action steps known by all team members which will move the child/youth to timely, achievable, sustainable, legal permanency? 
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SCEE\%EE Appropriate Living Arrangement

Percent of Cases scoring 4.5, 6

Baseline Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Well-Being Indicators:  Appropriate Living Arrangement– Past 30 days

Appropriate Living Arrangement - Is the child/youth in the most appropriate and least restrictive living environment? Does this environment meet the child/youths’ needs to remain connected to their family connection, language, culture, community, faith, extended family, tribe, social activities, and peer group that are meaningful to the child/youth? 
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SERVICES

Physical Health

Percent of Cases scoring 4,5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Well-Being Indicators:  Physical Health– Past 30 days

Physical Health - Is the child achieving and maintaining his/her optimum health status?
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DEPARTMENT OF C h i Id Stat u S :

CHILD :
SERVICES Emotional Status

Percent of Cases scoring 4,5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Emotional Status only 18 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Well-Being Indicators:  Emotional Status – Past 30 days

Emotional Status - Is the child/youth presenting age-appropriate emotional development, adjustment, attachment, coping skills, and self-control in their daily settings?
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CHILD i
2t Learning & Developoment

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Well-Being Indicators: Learning & Development– Past 30 days

Learning & Development – Is the child/youth on target developmentally and educationally?  Is the child reading at grade level or above?  Is the child interacting appropriately with peers and staff? Is the child timely to school without tardies or absences?
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March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Path to Independence only 2 cases applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Well-Being Indicators: Pathways to Independence – Past 30 days

Pathway to Independence – Is the youth gaining skills, education, work experience, connections, relationships, income, housing and necessary capacities to live safely and independently?




Lid

INDIANA

DEPARTMENT OF

CHILD
SERVICES

10%
0%

Overall Child Status

n : T

1

2

J 4 5 6

Concerted Action Needed Refine Maintain

ERound 4 March 2014 ORound 5 March 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16

Total Cases = 24



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Overall Child Status reviews scores for each indicator to assign an overall score which represents the child’s current status. – Past 30 days
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" Parent Stress Factors &
Former Ward Status

Parent Stress Factors

46% Domestic Violence

42% Drug Addiction/Substance Abuse
38% Mental Health Problems

33% Abused/Neglected as a Child

Former Wards

37% Mothetrs

33% Inadequate Housing 17% Fathers
33% Insufficient Income Unknown Wards
33% Lack of Parenting Skills

0% Mothers
20% Fathers



Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Parent stress factors and previous wardship often give us insight to parents’ underlying needs and experiences that should be explored by system partners.  Exploring these areas can lead to better service and intervention matching which will ultimately can lead to behavioral changes in parents, better outcomes and timely permanency for children/youth.
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B0% -

60%

40%

38%

29%
20%

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Mother Father

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Mother’s Capacities only 24 cases are applicable
Father’s Capacities only 21 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Parent Indicators: Parenting Capacities—Past 30 Days

Beginning in Round 5, Mother’s and Father’s capacities were assessed and scored separately. 

Mother‘s Parenting Capacities – Do mothers have the appropriate skills needed to safely care for their child(ren)/youth?

Father‘s Parenting Capacities – Do fathers have the appropriate skills needed to safely care for their child(ren)/youth?
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Parent Status:
Informal Supports

B0% -

60% -

40% -

20% -

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

29%

Mother’s Informal Supports only 24 cases are applicable

Father’s Informal Supports only 21 cases are applicable

19%



Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Parent Indicators: Informal Supports—Past 30 Days

Beginning in Round 5, Mother’s and Father’s capacities were assessed and scored separately. 

Mother’s Informal Supports – Does the mother have adequate supports to assist them with essential care giving responsibilities and will help them manage adequately on an enduring basis?

Father’s Informal Supports – Does the father have adequate supports to assist them with essential care giving responsibilities and will help them manage adequately on an enduring basis?
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_ Parenting Capacities

Percent of Cases Scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Bio-Parent Capacities only 24 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Parent Indicators: Combined Parenting Status—Past 30 Days 

Combined Parenting Status: Includes both parents’ combined scores as done in previous rounds for comparison purposes. When looking at the parent indicators, it is easy to see how the stress factors have impacted our parents. 

Parenting Capacities – Do parents have the appropriate skills needed to safely care for their child(ren)/youth?
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05118)) Informal Supports
SERVICES

Percent of Cases Scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round &5

March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Informal Supports only 24 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Parent Indicators: Combined Parenting Status—Past 30 Days

Combined Parenting Status: When looking at the parent indicators, it is easy to see how the stress factors have impacted our parents.  Parent may no have or underutilize their supports to assist them in caring for their children/youth.

Informal Supports – Does the family have adequate supports to assist them with essential care giving responsibilities and will help them manage adequately on an enduring basis?
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Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Bio Parent only 24 cases are applicable



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Overall Parent Status utilizes the scores in parenting capacities and informal supports to assigns an overall score which represents the current status of the biological parents. – Past 30 days
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%I% Congregate Care

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Round 2
March March February March March
2010

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Congregate Care Capacities only O cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Current Caregiver Indicators : Congregate Care—Past 30 days

Congregate Care- Do congregate caregivers provide the supports necessary in the areas of supervision, education, development, and independence of the child/youth adequately on a consistent daily basis, as appropriate to age and developmental needs? – Past 30 days
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&Rﬂ Resource Parent Capacities

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Current Caregivers Capacities only 12 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Current Caregiver Indicators: Parenting Capacities—Past 30 days

Parenting Capacities – Do caregivers have the skills needed to care for the child(ren) in their care? 




Lid

INDIANA .
DemTENT 07 Current Caregiver Status:

CHILD
SERVICES Resource Parent Informal Supports

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Round 2 Round 3
March March February March March
2010 2012

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Current Caregivers Informal Supports only 12 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Current Caregiver Indicators : Resource Parent Informal Supports—Past 30 days

Resource Parent Informal Supports – Does the caregiver have adequate supports to assist them with essential care giving responsibilities and will help them manage adequately on an enduring basis?
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SERVICES

8% | 8%
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mRound 4 March 2014 o Round 5 March 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Current Caregivers only 12 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Overall Current Caregiver Status utilizes the scores in parenting capacities and informal supports of resource parents to assigns an overall score which represents the current status of current caregivers. – Past 30 days
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SERVICES Mother
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60% | 63%
60%

54%
40%

29%

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

20%

0% - - .
Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5

March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Mother only 24 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Engaging Indicators: Role and Voice of Mother –Past 90 days

Role & Voice of Mothers– Are mothers fully effective and appropriate partners in all aspects of case planning in order to promote positive behavioral change through a trust-based relationship with team members?
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Engaging Indicators: Role and Voice of Father –Past 90 days

Role & Voice of Fathers– Are fathers fully effective and appropriate partners  in all aspects of case planning in order to promote positive behavioral change through a trust-based relationship with team members?
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. gagement - Role & Voice
—— Child/Youth

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Child/Youth only 12 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Engaging Indicators: Role and Voice of Child/Youth –Past 90 days

Role & Voice of Child/Youth– Are child/youth fully effective and appropriate partners in all aspects of case planning in order to promote positive behavioral change through a trust-based relationship with team members?
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Resource Parent
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20%

Round 5
March
2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Resource Parent only 12 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Engaging Indicators: Role and Voice of Resource Parent –Past 90 days

Beginning in Round 5, Role & Voice Other became only the assessment of Role & Voice of Resource Parents; therefore, comparisons to the previous rounds are not available.  

Role & Voice of Resource Parent – Are resource parents fully effective and appropriate partners  in all aspects of case planning in order to promote positive behavioral change through a trust-based relationship with team members?
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System Performance: Teaming
Team Formation

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Teaming Indicator: Team Formation—Past 90 Days

Team Formation – Have the people who provide support and services for this child/youth and family been identified and formed into a effective working team with the skills, family knowledge, and abilities to organize effective services to achieve positive results?
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Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 12 months



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph below displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE last 12 months. 

Team Formation – Have the people who provide support and services for this child/youth and family been identified and formed into a effective working team with the skills, family knowledge, and abilities to organize effective services to achieve positive results?
– Last 90 days and ENTIRE Past 12 months
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System Performance: Teaming
Team Functioning

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5

March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Team Functioning only 20 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Teaming Indicator: Performance Team Functioning—Past 90 Days

Team Functioning – Is the team working a pattern of consistent, coordinated and effective problem solving for positive  outcomes for the child/youth and family?
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SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 12 month


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph below displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE last 12 months. 

Team Functioning – Is the team working a pattern of consistent, coordinated and effective problem solving for positive  outcomes for the child/youth and family?– Last 90 days and ENTIRE Past 12 months
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Percent of Cases scoring 4,5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Assessing Indicators: Cultural Recognition—Past 90 Days

Cultural Recognition -  Are cultural needs of the family being appropriately addressed in practice through family engagement, assessment, planning, and service delivery for sustainable, safe closure?
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SEE&%EE Assessing & Understanding
Child/Youth

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Assessing Indicators: Assessing & Understanding Child/Youth—Past 90 Days

Assessing & Understanding Child/Youth - Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team that has an  understanding of the child/youth and parents’ underlying needs, strengths, protective capacities, and safety risks that must be achieved for the child to live safely?
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% Assessing & Understanding
e Parents

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Assessing & Understanding Parents only 24 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Assessing Indicators: Assessing & Understanding Parents—Past 90 Days

Combined Parent Assessing & Understanding - Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team that has an  understanding of the child/youth and parents’ underlying needs, strengths, protective capacities, and safety risks that must be achieved for the child to live safely?
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CHILD Assessing & Understanding Mother
SERVICES

60%

46%
40%

35%

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

20%

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Only 24 cases are applicable for the past 90 days


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the mother individually and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over ENTIRE past 12 months. 

Assessing & Understanding Mother - Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team that has an  understanding of the child/youth and mothers’ underlying needs, strengths, protective capacities, and safety risks that must be achieved for the child to live safely?—Last 90 days ENTIRE Past 12 Months
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CHILD Assessing & Understanding Father
SERVICES

60% -

40% -

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

20% -

6%

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16

Total Cases = 24

Only 21 cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 18 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the father individually and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE past 12 months. 

Assessing & Understanding Father- Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team that has an  understanding of the child/youth and fathers’ underlying needs, strengths, protective capacities, and safety risks that must be achieved for the child to live safely?—Last 90 days ENTIRE Past 12 Months
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CHILD Assessing & Understanding Child/Youth
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the child/youth over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE past 12 months. 

Assessing and Understanding Child/Youth—Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team that has an  understanding of the child/youth’s strengths, underlying needs and safety risks that must be achieved for the child to live safely?—Last 90 days ENTIRE Past 12 Months
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CHILD Assessing & Understanding Resource Parent
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Only 13 cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 13 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, these indicator was expanded to assess the resource parent(s) and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graphs below displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE last 12 months. 

Assessing and Understanding Resource Parent—Is there a ongoing situational awareness being maintained by the entire team of the needs the resource parent(s) have (with respect to providing services they need to ensure placement of the child(ren) in their home as well as provide care and supervision to ensure the safety and well-being of the children in their care)?—Last 90 days ENTIRE Past 12 Months
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Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Planning Indicators—Long-Term View– Past 90 days

Long-Term View -Is there an explicit guiding view for children/youth and families’ that reflects permanency plans and enables them to live safely, and successfully without supervision until the children/youth attain age 18? 
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SEE\%E[S) Child & Family Planning Process

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2
March March February March March
2008 2010

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Planning Indicators—Child & Family Planning Process– Past 90 days

Child & Family Planning Process -Is the planning process individualized and relevant to meet the needs and goals of the family? Does the combination of short- and long-term strategies, interventions, and supports maximize potential results and minimize conflicts and inconveniences in order to bring about essential family changes?
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gEII;IV%E[S) Planning Transitions & Life Adjustments

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Planning Transitions/Life Adjustments only 18 cases are applicable


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Planning Indicators—Planning Transitions & Life Adjustments – Past 90 days

Planning Transitions & Life Adjustments -Has the current or next life change transition for the child/youth been identified by teams and are plans being made and implemented to assure timely, smooth, and successful adjustments for children/youth?
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CHILD :
SERVICES Intervention Adequacy

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 3 Round 4
March... March... February... March... March...

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Intervention Adequacy—Past 90 Days

Intervention Adequacy – Are services sufficient to meet the presenting problems and underlying needs of families?
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CHILD Intervention Adequacy Mother
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Only 24 cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the mother individually and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the last 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the Entire past 12 months. 

Intervention Adequacy: Mother—Intervention Adequacy – Are services sufficient to meet the presenting problems and underlying needs of mothers? Last 90 days, Entire Past 12 Months
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CHILD Intervention Adequacy Father
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Only 21 cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 18 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the father individually and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the last 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE past 12 months. 

Intervention Adequacy: Father—Are services sufficient to meet the presenting problems and underlying needs of fathers?
Last 90 days, Entire Past 12 Months 
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Intervention Adequacy
SEE&%EE Child/Youth

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Only 20 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the Child/Youth individually and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the last 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE past 12 months. 

Intervention Adequacy: Child/Youth—Are services sufficient to meet the presenting problems and underlying needs of children/youth?  Last 90 days, Entire Past 12 Months 
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CHILD Intervention Adequacy Resource Parent
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Last 90 Days Past 12 Months

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24

Only 4cases are applicable for the past 90 days
Only 6 cases are applicable for the past 12 months


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in Round 5, this indicator was expanded to assess the Resource Parent and look for a pattern over 12 months in addition to the standard timeframe measured in the QSR. The graph above displays the percentage of cases that scored in refine/maintain for the past 90 days, as well as refine/maintain over the ENTIRE last 12 months. 

Intervention Adequacy: Resource Parent— Are services sufficient to meet the needs of resource parents to ensure their abilities to care and maintain children/youth in their homes providing for their safety, permanency, and well-being?  Last 90 days, Entire Past 12 Months 
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CHILD Resource Availability
SERVICES

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 3 Round 4
March... March... February... March... March...

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Resource Availability—Past 90 Days

Resource Availability -Are formal supports, services, and resources available at the time they are needed, to meet the needs of families to achieve sustainable, safe case closure and beyond? 
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SCEI[;I%EE Tracking & Adjusting

Percent of Cases scoring 4, 5, 6

Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
March... March... February... March... March...

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Tracking & Adjusting—Past 90 Days

Tracking & Adjusting -Is the ongoing progress of children/ youth and families being monitored and adjusted in a timely manner by all team members?
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Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
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2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Mother only 12 cases are applicable



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Maintaining Relationships—Past 90 Days

Maintaining Relationships Mother– How are family connections between the mother and child/youth being maintained though visits and other means when necessary? 
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CHILD Maintaining Family Relationships
SERVICES Father
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Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
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2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Father only 12 cases are applicable



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Maintaining Relationships—Past 90 Days

Maintaining Relationships Father– How are family connections between the father and child/youth being maintained though visits and other means when necessary? 
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System Performance:
Maintaining Family Relationships
Siblings
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Baseline Round 2 Round 3 Round 4 Round 5
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2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Siblings only 7 cases are applicable



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Maintaining Relationships—Past 90 Days

Maintaining Relationships Siblings– How are family connections between siblings and child/youth being maintained though visits and other means when necessary? 
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SERVICES Extended Family
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March March February March March
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24
Extended Family only 11 cases are applicable



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intervening Indicators: Maintaining Relationships—Past 90 Days

Maintaining Relationships Extended Family– How are family connections between extended family members and child/youth being maintained though visits and other means when necessary? 



Lid

INDIANA
G Overall System Performance

CHILD
SERVICES

17%
13%
8%
0% - :

1 2 3 4 5 6
Concerted Action Needed Refine Maintain

mRound 4 March 2014 =Round 5 March 2016

Child Welfare Review 3.8.16
Total Cases = 24


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Overall System Performance reviews scores for each indicator to assign an overall score which represents the system’s overall effectiveness with a family. – Past 90 days
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