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STATE SAFETY GOAL: Children are first and foremost protected from abuse and neglect.
PERFORMANCE MEASURE
1B/BA/A: Recurrence of 1B® 1A*®
Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281
Los Angeles (Pilot County) - -5.3%| v -16.1%| v 1 1 1 1
Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
Kern - -12.6%| v -11.9%| v 1 1 1 1 1
Sacramento (Pilot County) - 5.7% -29.3%| v 1 1 1
San Bernardino - N/A 7.3% 1 1 1 1 1 1
San Joaquin - 14.8% 1 1 1 1
Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
Butte - 0.8% -35.2%| v 1 1 1
Merced - -21.3%| v 6.9% 1 1
Monterey (Pilot County) - N/A -A1.7%| v 1 1 1 1
San Mateo (Pilot County) - 3.0% 18.7% 1 1
Santa Barbara - N/A -3.8%| v 1 1 1 1 1
Shasta - -63.8%| v -46.0%| v 1 1 1 1
Sonoma - -39.9%| v 1 1 1 1 Native American
Stanislaus (Pilot County) - -4.3%| v -20.4%| v 1 1 1 1
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20 |Yolo - -18.4%| v 1 1 1
21 |Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
22 [Del Norte - -47.4%| v -23.1%| v 1 1
23 |Kings - 9.8% 22.9% 1 1 1
24 |Madera - -0.6%| v -24.6%| v 1 1 1 1
25 |Mendocino - -12.0%| v -31.5%| v 1 1 1 1 1
26 |Napa - 15.6% 27.3% 1 1
27 _|Placer (Pilot County) - -15.5%| v 0.7% 1 1
28 [San Luis Obispo - -28.8%| v -57.6%| v 1
29 |Santa Cruz - 21.8% 1 1
30 | Siskiyou - -14.9%| v 1 1
31 | Sutter - 5.0% -86.0%| v 1 1
32 |Tuolumne - -49.1%| v 1 1
33 [Yuba - 29.5% 1 1
34 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
0.0%--
35 [Alpine - >50.0% 0/0-->0/7| v 1
36 |Amador - 3.2% -100.0%| v 1
37 |Colusa - 60.8% -60.7%| v 1
38 [Glenn (Pilot County) - -8.4%| v 21.4% 1 1
39 |Lassen - 13.1% -44.7%| v 1 1
40 |Marin - 2.3% 1
41 |Mariposa - 6.6% -68.1%| v 1 1 1 1
42 |Modoc - -20.8%| v -100.0%| v 1
43 [Nevada - -17.6%| v 109.2% 1 1
44 |Plumas - 15.2% 33.3% 1 1 1
45 [San Benito - -6.9%| v 1 1
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46 |Trinity (Pilot Count - -54.6%| v -100.0%| v 1 1
47 B TOTAL 1B, 1B/1A, 1A: Re ence o 0 0 0

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1C:

Rate of child abuse and/or neglect
48 |in foster care *** 1C
49 [Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281
50 [Los Angeles (Pilot County) - N/A 1296.34% 1 1 1 1 1
51 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
52 |Riverside - N/A 0.00%-->0.34% 1 1 1 1
53 [San Diego - N/A 0.00%-->0.01% 1
54 |San Francisco - N/A 0.00%-->0.25% 1 1 1
55 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
56 [Merced - N/A 0.00%-->0.32% 1
57 |Santa Barbara - N/A 0.00%-->0.00%| v 1 1 1
58 | Stanislaus (Pilot County) - N/A 0.00%-->0.12%
59 [Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
60 |San Luis Obispo - N/A -100.00%| v 1 1 1
61 |Santa Cruz - N/A 0.00%-->1.21% 1 1
62 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
63 |Nevada - N/A 0.00%-->0.00%| v 1 1
64 B TOTA R 0 d ab d/or neg 0 0 6
65 |STATE SAFETY GOAL: Children are safely maintained in their homes whenever possible and appropriate.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2B:

Percentage of children who receive

a timely response to initial abuse
66_|and neglect allegations 2B° 2B°
67 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
68 [Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 51%| v 86.6%| v 1 1
69 |Fresno + 1.3% v 112.2%| v 1 1 1
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70 [Sacramento (Pilot County) + -0.9% 0.8%| v 1 1 1
71 |Santa Clara + 3.6% Vv 29.3%| v 1 1 1
72 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
73 {Merced + 21%| v 5.6%| v 1 1 1
74_{Monterey (Pilot County) + 10.3%| v 10.9%| v 1 1 1 1
75 [Shasta + -1.8% 10.5%| v 1 1 1
76 {Solano + -1.2% 30.4%| v 1
77_|Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
78 |El Dorado + -1.9% -1.7% 1 1
79 |Imperial + 14.8%| v 15.6%| v 1 1 1
80 [San Luis Obispo + 2.3%| v 25.0%| v 1 1
81 |Siskiyou + 121%| v 47.5%| v 1 1 1
82 | Tehama (Pilot County) + 15.4%| v 34.5%| v 1 1
83 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
84 [Amador + 8.7% v -9.2% 1 1 1
85 [Colusa + -9.5% 75.0%| v 1 1
86 [Lassen + 13.0%| v 293.6%| v 1 1 1
87 |Modoc + 0.0% 4.0%| v 1
88 |Mono + 25.0%| v 12.5%| v 1 1 1 1 1
89 [Nevada + -8.6% -6.9% 1
90 [San Benito + 6.0% v 12.1%| v 1 1 1
0.0%--
91 [Sierra + >0.0% 0.0%-->0.0% 1 1 1
0.0%--

92 | Trinity (Pilot Count: + >75.0%| v -16.9% 1
93 B TOTA B: Percentage o PO 0 9 0

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2A:

Recurrence of abuse/neglect in

homes where children were not
94 |removed 2A
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95 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
96 |Kern -13.5%| v 1 1 1 1 1
97 [Riverside 4.3% 1 1
98 [Sacramento (Pilot County) 4.7% 1
99 [San Joaquin 9.3% 1 1
100 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
Family Maintenance
101 | Butte 0.7% 1 1 cases
102 |Merced -40.3%| v 1
103 | Santa Barbara 16.7% 1 1
104 | Shasta -28.4%| v 1
105 [ Stanislaus (Pilot County) -0.8%| v 1 1
106 | Ventura 3.9% 1 1
107 | Yolo -12.7%| v 1
108 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
109 | Del Norte -14.9%| v 1 1
110 | El Dorado -17.6%| v 1 1
111 {Humboldt (Pilot County) 1.9% 1 1
112 [Kings -4.5%| v 1 1
113 |Mendocino -8.2%| v 1
114 | Placer (Pilot County) -32.9%| v 1
115 [San Luis Obispo -28.9%| v 1
116 | Santa Cruz 6.1% 1 1
117 | Sutter 8.0% 1 1 1 Probation
118 | Tuolumne -59.5%| v 1 1
119 | Yuba 2.0% 1 1 1
120 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
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121 | Amador - -60.3%| v 1
122 {Inyo - 21.0% 1
123 [Mariposa - 58.4% 1 1
124 |Nevada - 8.7%| v 1
125 |Plumas - -34.4%| v 1
126 B TOTA A: Re ence of ab eg 0 d 0 6 6 0
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2C:
Percentage of children who receive
timely visits from their social
127 [workers 2C°
128 | Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
129 [Alameda + 47.6%| v 1 1 1
130 [ Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 17.6%| v 1 1
131 [Fresno + 22.9%| v 1 1 1 1
132 [Kern + 10.9%| v 1 1
133 [San Joaquin + 36.2%| v 1 1
134 [Santa Clara + 28.7%| v 1 1 1 1
135 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
136 | Butte + 14.6%| v 1 1 1
137 | Merced + 9.4%| v 1 1 1
138 [ Monterey (Pilot County) + 18.1%| v 1 1
139 | Shasta + 9.3% v 1 1 1 1
140 [Solano + 26.6%| v 1 1 1
141 | Sonoma + 51.3%| v 1 1 1 1
142 | Tulare + 6.6% v 1 1
143 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
144 [Calaveras + 15.3%| v 1 1
145 | Del Norte + 20.2%| v 1 1 1




Child Welfare Services Change in County Targeted Performance Measures Correlated with Improvement Strategies Employed Appendix A
County System Improvement Plans (SIPs) Implementation Data 18 Month Period Ending December 31, 2005 7 of 17
A F G H | J (0] P Q R S T U \% AA
146 {Humboldt (Pilot County) + 5.5%| v 1 1 1 1
147 {Imperial + 36.0%| v 1 1 1
148 |Lake + 25.6%| v 1 1
Children placed out
149 | Mendocino + 23.4%| v 1 1 1 of county
150 [Santa Cruz + 24.0%| v 1 1
151 | Siskiyou + 73.8%| v 1 1 1
152 | Sutter + 8.0%| v 1 1 1 1
153 | Tehama (Pilot County) + 12.0%| v 1 1 1 1
154 [ Yuba + 29.3%| v 1 1 1 1
155 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
156 | Amador + 14.7%| v 1 1
157 {Colusa + 12.2%| v 1 1
158 [Lassen + 9.8%| v 1 1 1
159 {Modoc + 18.8%| v 1
0.0%--
160 {Mono + >100.0%| v 1 1 1 1 1
161 [Nevada + 6.4%| v 1
162 | San Benito + 31.6%| v 1 1 1
0.0%--

163 |Sierra + >41.7%| v 1 1 1
164 BTO P ge o d o 0 9 0 0
165 | STATE PERMANENCY GOAL: Family relationships and connections of children served by the CWS will be preserved, as appropriate.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4B:

Percentage of children placed in

the least restrictive foster care

setting (relative care placement,
166 [foster family home) 4B¢ 4B¢
167 | Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
168 | Alameda - -38.0%| v 1
169 | Fresno - -29.7%| v 1 Native American
170 | Sacramento (Pilot County) - -1.9%| v 1 1 1 1 Older youth
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171 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
172 | Merced - -39.5%| v 1
173 [ San Mateo (Pilot County) - 10.9% 1 1
174 | Yolo - 28.3% 1 1 Probation youth
175 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
176 {Humboldt (Pilot County) - 27.2%| v 1 1
177 {Imperial + N/A 3.6%| v 1 1 1 1
0.0%--
178 | Mendocino - >2.4% 1
0.0%--
179 | Tehama (Pilot County) - >0.0%| v 1 1
180 | Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
181 [Alpine - 0/0-->0/3] v 1 Native American
0.0%--
182 [Colusa - >0.0%| v 1
0.0%--
183 | Glenn (Pilot County) - >0.0%| v 1
0.0%--
184 | Trinity (Pilot Count: - >0.0%| v 1
185 B TOTAL 4B: Percentage o dren placed e e foster care 0
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4A:
Percentage of children placed with
186 |all or some of siblings 4A° 4A°
187 | Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
188 [ San Diego + 6.7%| v 3.3%| v 1 1 1 1
189 B TOTAL 4A: Percentage o dren placed ome or all o e bling 0 0 0 0
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4E:
Percentage of American Indian
children placed with Indian
190 | caregivers
191 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
192 | Butte + 1 ILP eligible youth
193 B TOTA P ge o d d P d d 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
194 | STATE PERMANENCY GOAL: Children have permanency and stability in their living situations without increasing re-entry to foster care.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3C/B:

Increase placement stability in
195 |foster care 3cf 3Bf
196 | Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
197 |Alameda + 19.1%| v 4.3%| vV 1 1 1 1
198 | Fresno + 7.6% v 5.7%| v 1 1
199 |Fresno + 76% v 57%| v Native American
200 |Fresno + 7.6% v 5.7%| v 1 Probation
201 [Kern + -9.2% -1.5% 1
202 |Orange + 371%| v 16.5%| v 1
203 | Santa Clara + 17.4%| v -3.1% 1 1
204 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
205 | Monterey (Pilot County) + 48.4%| v 6.4%| v 1 1 1
206 | Tulare + -6.2% -3.7%
207 |Ventura + 2.3% v 1 1 1 1 1 1
208 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
209 [Lake + -30.5% 4.2%| v

Drug impacted
210 |Madera + -22.7% 8.2%| v 1 1 children
Child Welfare &

211 | Tuolumne + -15.2% -11.2% Probation
212 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
213 | Alpine + 0/0-->0/0 0/0-->3/3| v
214 | Amador + 125.0%| v -4.8% 1 1
215 |Lassen + -25.0% -14.4% 1
216 |Marin + -5.8% 1
217 B OTA B: Pe e age o O D P D

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3A/E:

Length of time to exit foster care

and reunify with parents or
218 |caretakers 3A° 3E?
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219 |Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281
220 |Los Angeles (Pilot County) + 38.1%| v 29.3%| v 1 1 1
221 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
Substance abuse
222 |Orange + -0.7% 11.1%| v 1 families
223 | San Diego + -6.5% 4.9%| v 1 1 1 1
224 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
225 | Solano + 7.9% v -13.2% 1 1 1
226 | Sonoma + 139.3%| v 39.8%| v 1
227 | Stanislaus (Pilot County) + 16.1%| v 5.5%| v 1 1 1
228 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
229 | Del Norte + 75.5% v 16.5%| v 1 1 1
230 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
231 | Alpine + 0/0-->0/0 0/0-->0/0 1
232 [Lassen + -35.3% -21.3% 1
233 B TOTA A ength o e to e 0 d pa 0 0 6
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3A/D:

234 | Length of time to achieve adoption 3A" 3D"
235 |Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281
236 |Los Angeles (Pilot County) + 92.5%| v 76.0%| v 1 1 1
237 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
238 |Alameda + 68.1%| v 1 1 1 African American
239 | Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 57.6%| v 1
240 | San Bernardino + N/A 40.6%| v 1 1 1
241 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
242 | Solano + 34.4%| v 1 1
243 | Yolo + 117.8%| v 1 1
244 |Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
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245 | Siskiyou + 321%| v 1
246 | Tuolumne + -51.0% 25.0%| v 1
247 B TOTA A, 3A/3D, 3D: Length o 0 do 0 0 0
PERFORMANCE MEASURE
3G/GF/F: Percentage of children
248 |who re-enter foster care 3G' 3F
249 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
250 [Kern - -50.2%| v -5.3%| vV 1 1
251 |Riverside - N/A -10.4%| v 1 1
252 | Sacramento (Pilot County) - -15.3%| v -14.5%| v 1 1 1
253 | San Francisco - -23.8%| v 1.6% 1 1 1
254 | Santa Clara - 17.4% -20.0%| v 1 1 1 1
255 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
256 | San Mateo (Pilot County) - -31.1%| v 6.7% 1 1 1
257 | Santa Barbara - N/A -64.8%| v 1
258 | Shasta - 25.1% 57.0% 1 1 1
259 | Solano - 16.3% 13.8% 1
260 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
261 | Del Norte - -16.7%| v 614.3% 1 1
262 |El Dorado - 10.7% 1 1 1
263 |Kings - 83.0% -4.0%| vV 1 1 1 1
264 |Lake - -17.1%| v -16.3%| v 1
265 | Placer (Pilot County) - -44.9%| v -10.3%| v
266 | San Luis Obispo - 115.8% -20.4%| v 1 1
267 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
268 | Amador - -100.0%| v -100.0%| v 1 1
269 | Colusa - -53.3%| v -70.4%| v 1
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270 [Lassen - 48.5% -45.4%| v 1 1 1
271 |Marin - -48.3%| v 1 1
272 |Mariposa - 80.0% 204.8% 1
273 | Trinity (Pilot Count - -70.5%| v -69.2%| v 1 1 1
274 B TOTA P ge o d o
275 |STATE WELL-BEING GOAL: Youth emancipating from foster care are prepared to transition to adulthood.
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 8A:
Levels of self-sufficiency for youth

276 | exiting foster care
277 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
278 |Orange + 1
279 | San Bernardino + 1 1 1
280 [ San Francisco + 1 ILP eligible youth
281 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
282 [Merced + 1 1 1 ILP eligible youth
283 | Santa Barbara + 1 1 1
284 |Ventura + 1 African American
285 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
286 | Imperial + 1 ILP eligible youth
287 |Kings + 1 ILP eligible youth
288 |Napa + 1 1 1 ILP eligible youth
289 | San Luis Obispo + 1 1
290 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
291 [Lassen + 1 1 Probation youth
292 [Marin + 1 1 ILP eligible youth
293 |Mariposa + 1 ILP eligible youth
294 [Mono + 1 1 Probation youth
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295 [Sierra + 1 1 1 African American
296 B TOTAL 8A: Levels o or yo g fo 8 0
297 |RATE OF FIRST ENTRIES INTO FOSTER CARE FROM FIRST YEAR REPORTED (2002) TO MOST RECENT YEAR REPORTED (2005)
298 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
299 [Alameda - 2.2% 1 African American
300 | Contra Costa (Pilot County) - -19.6%| v 1 1 1 Children of color
301 [Santa Clara - -6.3%| v 1 1 1 1 1
302 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
303 | Merced - 25.7% 1 1
304 B TOTAL RATE O R R 0 0 0
305 |RATE OF CHILD REFERRALS FROM FIRST YEAR REPORTED (2002) TO MOST RECENT YEAR REPORTED (2005)
306 |Merced - -11.4%| v
307 B TOTAL R OF R RRA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

308 |SYSTEM FACTOR A: Relevant Management Information Systems
309 |Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281
310 |Los Angeles (Pilot County) 1 1 1 1
311 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
312 | Sacramento (Pilot County) 1 1 1
313 | San Joaquin 1 1
314 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
315 | Santa Barbara 1
316 |Sonoma 1
Child Welfare &
317 | Tulare 1 1 1 Probation
318 | Ventura 1 1
319 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
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320 |Imperial 1 1 1
321 |Imperial 1 1 Probation youth
322 | Placer (Pilot County) 1 1 1
323 | Siskiyou 1 1 1
324 | Tehama (Pilot County) 1 1 1 1
325 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
326 |Glenn (Pilot County) 1 1
327 |Inyo 1 1 1
328 |Sierra 1 1
329 B TOTA 9 0 0
330 |SYSTEM FACTOR B: Case Review System
331 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)
332 |Fresno 1 1
333 | Sacramento (Pilot County) 1
334 [San Bernardino 1 1 1
African American &
335 | San Diego 1 1 1 1 Native American
336 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
337 | Santa Barbara 1
338 | Shasta 1 1 1
339 [Calaveras 1 1
340 |Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
341 |Imperial 1 1 1 1
342 | Placer (Pilot County) 1
343 | San Luis Obispo 1 1 1
344 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
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345 | Trinity (Pilot Count 1 1 1

346 B TOTAL B 6 9

347 |SYSTEM FACTOR C: Foster/Adoptive Parent Licensing, Recruitment and Retention

348 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)

349 | Sacramento (Pilot County)

350 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)

351 | Santa Barbara 1 1

352 | Sonoma

353 |Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

354 |Kings 1

355 |Napa

356 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

357 |Inyo 1

358 | San Benito 1

359 B TOTA 0 0 0

360 |SYSTEM FACTOR D: Qualiy Assurance System

361 |Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)

362 | San Diego 1 1

363 | Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)

364 | Santa Barbara 1

365 B TOTAL D 0 0 0 0 0

366 |SYSTEM FACTOR E: Service Array

367 |Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only) 27,281

368 [Los Angeles (Pilot County) 1 1
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369 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
370 | Tulare 1 Resource list
371 |Tulare 1 1 Receiving home
372 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
373 [Calaveras 1 ILP eligible youth
374 [Lake 1 Probation youth
375 | Placer (Pilot County) 1 1
376 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
377 | Alpine
378 B TOTA 0 0 0
379 |SYSTEM FACTOR F: Staff Provider Training
380 |Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)
381 [Merced 1 1 1 Probation youth
382 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
383 [Madera 1 Probation youth
384 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
385 |[Mono
386 B TOTA 0 0 0 0 0
387 |SYSTEM FACTOR G: Agency Collaborations
388 | Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
American Indian
389 |Humboldt (Pilot County) 1 1 children
390 |Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
391 [Plumas 1 1
392 B TOTA 0 0 0 0 0
393
394
395
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396

397 |* County foster care prevalence rates under age 19, CWS/CMS Q4 2005 extract

398 | ** Percent change for UCB measures calculated as (most recent numerator/most recent denominator)/(baseline numerator/baseline denominator)-1.

399 | Percent change calculated in this way may differ from percent change calculated using (most recent percent/baseline percent)-1, due to rounding.

400 | Percent change for CDSS measures calculated as most recent (percent/baseline percent)-1. | [ [ [ \

401 |*** The Quarter 4, 2005 CFSR abuse in care reports employ a new method and should not be compared to the previously published abuse in care measure:

402 |For details, please see the methodology at: \ \ \ \ \ \ \ ‘

403 | http://cssr.berkeley.edu/CWSCMSreports/cfsrdata/standards/method ACLabuseinCare.html \ \ \

404 | Capturing this data involves new data instructions for counties. As a result, the current numbers are likely an undercount.

405 [An All County Letter (ACL), distributed on December 3, 2003, discusses the method of populating the necessary variables.

406 [ The ACL can be viewed at:

408

407 | http://www.dss.cahwnet.gov/getinfo/acl03/pdf/03-61.pdf
[ ]

409 |? 1B/1A = 1B. Percent recurrence of maltreatment within 12 months / 1A. Percent recurrence of maltreatment (federal measure)

410 [° 2B/2B = 2B. Percent of child abuse/neglect referrals with a timely response (Immediate Response Compliance) / 2B. Percent of child abuse/neglect referrals with a timely response (10-Day Response Compliance)

411 |° 2C = Percent change for measure 2C from first month reported (Apr 2003) to most recent month reported (Dec 2005)

412 [? 4B/4B = 4B. Initial Placement: Group/Shelter / 4B. Primary Placement: Foster Home \ \ \ \

413 |°4A/4A = 4A. Percent of children in foster care that are placed with ALL siblings / 4A. Percent of children in foster care that are placed with SOME or ALL siblings

414 | 3C/3B = 3C. Percent with 1-2 placements — if still in care at 12 months (entry cohort) / 3B. Percent with 1-2 placements within 12 months (federal measure)

415 |9 3A/3E = 3A. Percent reunified within 12 months (entry cohort) / 3E. Percent reunified within 12 months (federal measure)

416 [" 3A/3D = 3A. Percent adopted within 24 months (entry cohort) / 3D. Percent adopted within 24 months (federal measure)

417 | 3G/3F = 3G. Reentry within 12 months (entry cohort) / 3F. Reentry to foster care (federal measure)

418 \ [ [ ] \




