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STATE SAFETY GOAL: Children are first and foremost protected from abuse and neglect.
PERFORMANCE MEASURE 
1B/BA/A: Recurrence of 1Ba 1Aa

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

Los Angeles (Pilot County) - -5.3%  -16.1%   1 1 1 1

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

Kern - -12.6%  -11.9%  1 1 1 1 1

Sacramento (Pilot County) - 5.7% -29.3%  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%  1   1 1  

Merced - -21.3%  6.9% 1 1

Monterey (Pilot County) - N/A -41.7%  1 1 1 1

San Mateo (Pilot County) - 3.0% 18.7% 1 1

Santa Barbara - N/A -3.8%  1 1 1 1 1

Shasta - -63.8%  -46.0%  1 1 1 1

Sonoma - -39.9%  1 1 1 1 Native American

Stanislaus (Pilot County) - -4.3%  -20.4%  1 1 1 1
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Yolo - -18.4%  1 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Del Norte - -47.4%  -23.1%  1 1 1 1

Kings - 9.8% 22.9% 1 1 1 1

Madera - -0.6%  -24.6%  1 1 1 1

Mendocino - -12.0%  -31.5%  1 1 1 1 1 1

Napa - 15.6% 27.3% 1 1 1 1

Placer (Pilot County) - -15.5%  0.7% 1 1  1

San Luis Obispo - -28.8%  -57.6%  1 1 1

Santa Cruz - 21.8% 1 1 1

Siskiyou - -14.9%  1 1

Sutter - 5.0% -86.0%  1 1 1

Tuolumne - -49.1%  1 1 1

Yuba - 29.5% 1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Alpine -
0.0%--

>50.0% 0/0-->0/7  1   1

Amador - 3.2% -100.0%   1   

Colusa - 60.8% -60.7%  1    1 1

Glenn (Pilot County) - -8.4%  21.4% 1 1 1

Lassen - 13.1% -44.7%  1 1 1

Marin - 2.3% 1 1 1 1

Mariposa - 6.6% -68.1%  1 1  1 1

Modoc - -20.8%  -100.0%  1

Nevada - -17.6%  109.2% 1 1 1 1

Plumas - 15.2% 33.3% 1 1 1 1

San Benito - -6.9%  1 1



Child Welfare Services
County System Improvement Plans (SIPs) Implementation Data

Change in County Targeted Performance Measures Correlated with Improvement Strategies Employed
18 Month Period Ending December 31, 2005

 Appendix A
3 of 17

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

A F G H I J O P Q R S T U V W X Y Z AA

Trinity (Pilot County) - -54.6%  -100.0%  1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 1B, 1B/1A, 1A: Recurrence of maltreatment 7 7 20 10 3 24 3 10 0 22 24 2

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1C: 
Rate of child abuse and/or neglect 
in foster care *** 1C

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

Los Angeles (Pilot County) - N/A 1296.34% 1 1 1 1  1 1 1

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

Riverside - N/A 0.00%-->0.34% 1 1 1 1 1

San Diego - N/A 0.00%-->0.01% 1 1 1

San Francisco - N/A 0.00%-->0.25% 1 1 1 1 1

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

Merced - N/A 0.00%-->0.32%  1  1

Santa Barbara - N/A 0.00%-->0.00%  1 1 1 1

Stanislaus (Pilot County) - N/A 0.00%-->0.12% 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

San Luis Obispo - N/A -100.00%  1 1 1 1

Santa Cruz - N/A 0.00%-->1.21% 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Nevada - N/A 0.00%-->0.00%  1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 1C: Rate of child abuse and/or neglect in foster care 2 2 7 3 1 3 0 6 7 2 4 0

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 
and neglect allegations 2Bb 2Bb

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

Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 5.1%  86.6%  1 1

Fresno + 1.3%  112.2%  1 1 1
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Sacramento (Pilot County) + -0.9% 0.8%  1 1 1

Santa Clara + 3.6%  29.3%  1 1 1

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

Merced + 2.1%  5.6%  1 1 1

Monterey (Pilot County) + 10.3%  10.9%  1 1 1 1

Shasta + -1.8% 10.5%  1 1 1

Solano + -1.2% 30.4%  1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

El Dorado + -1.9% -7.7% 1 1

Imperial + 14.8%  15.6%  1 1 1

San Luis Obispo + 2.3%  25.0%  1 1

Siskiyou + 12.1%  47.5%  1 1 1 1

Tehama (Pilot County) + 15.4%  34.5%  1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Amador + 8.7%  -9.2% 1 1 1    

Colusa + -9.5% 75.0%  1 1

Lassen + 13.0%  293.6%  1 1 1

Modoc + 0.0% 4.0%  1

Mono + 25.0%  12.5%  1 1 1 1 1

Nevada + -8.6% -6.9% 1 1 1 1

San Benito + 6.0%  12.1%  1 1 1

Sierra +
0.0%--
>0.0% 0.0%-->0.0% 1 1 1

Trinity (Pilot County) +
0.0%--

>75.0%  -16.9% 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 2B: Percentage of children who receive a timely response to initial abuse and neglect allegations11 9 17 4 11 3 1 0 1 2 2 1

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2A: 
Recurrence of abuse/neglect in 
homes where children were not 
removed 2A
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Large Foster Care Population (1,500 to 6,000)

Kern - -13.5%  1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Riverside - 4.3% 1 1 1 1 1

Sacramento (Pilot County) - 4.7% 1 1 1

San Joaquin - 9.3% 1 1 1 1

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

Butte - 0.7%  1 1  1   
Family Maintenance 
cases

Merced - -40.3%  1 1

Santa Barbara - 16.7% 1 1 1 1 1

Shasta - -28.4%  1 1 1 1

Stanislaus (Pilot County) - -0.8%  1 1 1 1

Ventura - 3.9% 1 1 1 1 1

Yolo - -12.7%  1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Del Norte - -14.9%  1 1 1 1

El Dorado - -17.6%  1 1

Humboldt (Pilot County) - 1.9% 1 1 1

Kings - -4.5%  1 1 1 1

Mendocino - -8.2%  1  1 1

Placer (Pilot County) - -32.9%  1 1 1

San Luis Obispo - -28.9%  1 1 1

Santa Cruz - 6.1% 1 1 1

Sutter - 8.0% 1 1 1 Probation 

Tuolumne - -59.5%  1 1 1

Yuba - 2.0% 1 1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
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Amador - -60.3%  1   

Inyo - 21.0% 1 1

Mariposa - 58.4% 1 1  1

Nevada - -8.7%  1 1 1 1

Plumas - -34.4%  1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 2A: Recurrence of abuse/neglect in homes where children were not removed1 6 15 6 4 17 4 10 1 11 16 3

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2C: 
Percentage of children who receive 
timely visits from their social 
workers 2Cc

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

Alameda + 47.6%  1 1 1     

Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 17.6%  1 1

Fresno + 22.9%  1 1 1 1

Kern + 10.9%  1 1

San Joaquin + 36.2%  1 1

Santa Clara + 28.7%  1 1 1 1

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

Butte + 14.6%  1 1 1    

Merced + 9.4%  1 1 1

Monterey (Pilot County) + 18.1%  1 1

Shasta + 9.3%  1 1 1 1

Solano + 26.6%  1 1 1

Sonoma + 51.3%  1 1 1 1

Tulare + 6.6%  1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Calaveras + 15.3%  1 1   1

Del Norte + 20.2%  1 1 1
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Humboldt (Pilot County) + 5.5%  1 1 1 1

Imperial + 36.0%  1 1 1

Lake + 25.6%  1 1

Mendocino + 23.4%  1 1 1
Children placed out 
of county

Santa Cruz + 24.0%  1 1 1

Siskiyou + 73.8%  1 1 1

Sutter + 8.0%  1 1 1 1

Tehama (Pilot County) + 12.0%  1 1 1 1

Yuba + 29.3%  1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Amador + 14.7%   1 1   

Colusa + 12.2%  1 1

Lassen + 9.8%  1 1 1

Modoc + 18.8%  1

Mono +
0.0%--

>100.0%  1 1 1 1 1

Nevada + 6.4%  1 1 1 1

San Benito + 31.6%  1 1 1

Sierra +
0.0%--

>41.7%  1 1 1

SUBTOTAL 2C: Percentage of children who receive timely visits from their social workers25 9 24 20 11 0 2 1 2 2 1 0

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, 
foster family home) 4Bd 4Bd

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

Alameda - -38.0%  1 1

Fresno - -29.7%  1 1 1 Native American

Sacramento (Pilot County) - -1.9%  1 1 1 1 1 Older youth
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Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)

Merced - -39.5%  1 1

San Mateo (Pilot County) - 10.9% 1 1 1

Yolo - 28.3% 1 1 Probation youth

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Humboldt (Pilot County) - -27.2%  1 1 1

Imperial + N/A 3.6%  1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Mendocino -
0.0%--
>2.4% 1 1

Tehama (Pilot County) -
0.0%--
>0.0%  1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Alpine - 0/0-->0/3  1   1 Native American 

Colusa -
0.0%--
>0.0%  1 1

Glenn (Pilot County) -
0.0%--
>0.0%   1   1  1  

Trinity (Pilot County) -
0.0%--
>0.0%  1 1

SUB TOTAL 4B: Percentage of children placed in the least restrictive foster care setting (relative care placement, foster family home)0 3 7 1 1 2 3 7 11 0 5 1

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4A: 
Percentage of children placed with 
all or some of siblings 4Ae 4Ae

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

San Diego + 6.7%  3.3%  1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 4A: Percentage of children placed with some or all of their siblings 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4E: 
Percentage of American Indian 
children placed with Indian 
caregivers

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

Butte + 1  1 ILP eligible youth

SUB TOTAL 4E: Percentage of American Indian children placed with Indian caregivers0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

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 
foster care 3Cf 3Bf

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

Alameda + 19.1%  4.3%  1 1  1 1   1  1  

Fresno + 7.6%  5.7%  1 1 1  

Fresno + 7.6%  5.7%  1 Native American 

Fresno + 7.6%  5.7%  1 1 1 Probation

Kern + -9.2% -1.5% 1 1

Orange + 37.1%  16.5%   1 1 1

Santa Clara + 17.4%  -3.1% 1 1 1 1

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

Monterey (Pilot County) + 48.4%  6.4%  1 1 1  1 1

Tulare + -6.2% -3.7% 1

Ventura + 2.3%  1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Lake + -30.5% 4.2%  1

Madera + -22.7% 8.2%  1 1 1
Drug impacted 
children

Tuolumne + -15.2% -11.2% 1
Child Welfare & 
Probation

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Alpine + 0/0-->0/0 0/0-->3/3  1

Amador + 125.0%  -4.8%  1  1 1  

Lassen + -25.0% -14.4% 1 1

Marin + -5.8% 1  1 1

SUB TOTAL 3C/3B: Percentage of children who experience multiple placements in foster care2 4 3 1 4 3 4 5 16 0 7 0  

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3A/E: 
Length of time to exit foster care 
and reunify with parents or 
caretakers 3Ag 3Eg
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Very Large Foster Care Population (Los Angeles Only)  27,281

Los Angeles (Pilot County) + 38.1%  29.3%   1 1 1 1 1

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

Orange + -0.7% 11.1%   1 1
Substance abuse 
families

San Diego + -6.5% 4.9%  1 1 1 1 1 1

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

Solano + 7.9%  -13.2% 1 1 1 1 1 1

Sonoma + 139.3%  39.8%  1 1

Stanislaus (Pilot County) + 16.1%  5.5%  1 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Del Norte + 75.5%  16.5%  1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Alpine + 0/0-->0/0 0/0-->0/0 1 1

Lassen + -35.3% -21.3% 1 1

SUB TOTAL 3A/3E: Length of time to exit foster care and reunify with parents or caretakers0 2 4 1 1 4 2 6 3 1 7 2

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3A/D: 
Length of time to achieve adoption 3Ah 3Dh

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

Los Angeles (Pilot County) + 92.5%  76.0%  1 1 1 1

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

Alameda + 68.1%  1 1  1  1 1 African American

Contra Costa (Pilot County) + 57.6%  1 1 1 1

San Bernardino + N/A 40.6%  1 1 1 1

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

Solano + 34.4%  1 1 1

Yolo + 117.8%  1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)



Child Welfare Services
County System Improvement Plans (SIPs) Implementation Data

Change in County Targeted Performance Measures Correlated with Improvement Strategies Employed
18 Month Period Ending December 31, 2005

 Appendix A
11 of 17

245

246

247

248

249

250

251

252

253

254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

263

264

265

266

267

268

269

A F G H I J O P Q R S T U V W X Y Z AA

Siskiyou + 32.1%  1 1 1

Tuolumne + -51.0% 25.0%  1 1

SUB TOTAL 3A, 3A/3D, 3D: Length of time to achieve adoption 1 0 7 2 2 0 0 4 4 0 2 6

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 
3G/GF/F: Percentage of children 
who re-enter foster care 3Gi 3Fi

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

Kern - -50.2%  -5.3%  1 1 1

Riverside - N/A -10.4%  1 1 1

Sacramento (Pilot County) - -15.3%  -14.5%  1 1 1 1

San Francisco - -23.8%  1.6% 1 1 1 1

Santa Clara - 17.4% -20.0%  1 1 1 1 1

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

San Mateo (Pilot County) - -31.1%  6.7% 1 1 1

Santa Barbara - N/A -64.8%  1

Shasta - 25.1% 57.0% 1 1 1 1 1

Solano - 16.3% 13.8% 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Del Norte - -16.7%  614.3% 1 1 1

El Dorado - 10.7% 1 1 1 1

Kings - 83.0% -4.0%  1 1 1 1 1

Lake - -17.1%  -16.3%  1 1

Placer (Pilot County) - -44.9%  -10.3%   1

San Luis Obispo - 115.8% -20.4%  1 1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Amador - -100.0%  -100.0%  1 1   

Colusa - -53.3%  -70.4%  1 1
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Lassen - 48.5% -45.4%  1 1 1 1 1

Marin - -48.3%  1 1 1

Mariposa - 80.0% 204.8%   1  

Trinity (Pilot County) - -70.5%  -69.2%  1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL 3G, 3G/3F, 3F: Percentage of children who re-enter foster care 1 4 12 2 2 7 5 13 4 4 12 2

STATE WELL-BEING GOAL: Youth emancipating from foster care are prepared to transition to adulthood.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 8A: 
Levels of self-sufficiency for youth 
exiting foster care

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

Orange + 1 1

San Bernardino + 1 1 1 1 1

San Francisco + 1 1 ILP eligible youth

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

Merced + 1 1 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Santa Barbara + 1 1 1

Ventura + 1 1 1 African American 

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Imperial + 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Kings + 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Napa + 1 1 1 1 1 ILP eligible youth

San Luis Obispo + 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Lassen + 1 1 1 Probation youth

Marin + 1 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Mariposa + 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Mono + 1 1 Probation youth
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Sierra +  1 1  1   1  African American

SUB TOTAL 8A: Levels of self-sufficiency for youth exiting foster care 2 4 8 2 1 0 1 11 2 1 12 1

RATE OF FIRST ENTRIES INTO FOSTER CARE FROM FIRST YEAR REPORTED (2002) TO MOST RECENT YEAR REPORTED (2005)

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

Alameda - 2.2% 1  1 African American

Contra Costa (Pilot County) - -19.6%  1 1 1 1 1 Children of color

Santa Clara - -6.3%  1 1 1 1 1 1 1

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

Merced - 25.7% 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL RATE OF FIRST ENTRIES 0 3 2 0 0 2 1 3 1 1 4 0

RATE OF CHILD REFERRALS FROM FIRST YEAR REPORTED (2002) TO MOST RECENT YEAR REPORTED (2005)

Merced - -11.4%  1

SUB TOTAL RATE OF REFERRALS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0  

SYSTEM FACTOR A: Relevant Management Information Systems

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

Los Angeles (Pilot County) 1 1 1 1 1

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

Sacramento (Pilot County) 1 1 1

San Joaquin 1 1

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

Santa Barbara 1

Sonoma 1

Tulare 1 1 1
Child Welfare & 
Probation

Ventura 1 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)
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Imperial 1 1 1

Imperial 1 1 Probation youth

Placer (Pilot County) 1 1 1

Siskiyou 1 1 1 1

Tehama (Pilot County) 1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Glenn (Pilot County) 1 1

Inyo 1 1 1

Sierra 1 1

SUB TOTAL A 12 9 12 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 2 1

SYSTEM FACTOR B: Case Review System

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

Fresno 1 1

Sacramento (Pilot County) 1

San Bernardino 1 1 1 1 1

San Diego 1 1 1 1
African American & 
Native American

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

Santa Barbara 1 1

Shasta 1 1 1 1 1

Calaveras 1 1 1 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Imperial 1 1 1 1

Placer (Pilot County) 1

San Luis Obispo 1 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)
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Trinity (Pilot County) 1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL B 1 6 9 1 1 1 2 7 0 3 4 2

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

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

Sacramento (Pilot County) 1

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

Santa Barbara 1 1 1 1

Sonoma 1

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Kings 1 1

Napa 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Inyo 1 1

San Benito 1 1

SUB TOTAL C 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 7 0 1 0

SYSTEM FACTOR D: Qualiy Assurance System

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

San Diego 1 1

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

Santa Barbara 1 1

SUB TOTAL D 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

SYSTEM FACTOR E: Service Array

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

Los Angeles (Pilot County) 1 1 1
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Mid-Size Foster Care Population (400 to 1,499)

Tulare 1 1 1 Resource list

Tulare 1 1 Receiving home

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Calaveras 1 1 ILP eligible youth

Lake   1 Probation youth

Placer (Pilot County) 1 1 1

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Alpine 1 1

SUB TOTAL E 0 2 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 3 4 0

SYSTEM FACTOR F: Staff Provider Training

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

Merced 1 1 1 1 1 1 Probation youth

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Madera 1 1 Probation youth

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Mono 1 1

SUB TOTAL F 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 3 1

SYSTEM FACTOR G: Agency Collaborations

Small Foster Care Population (100 to 399)

Humboldt (Pilot County) 1 1 1
American Indian 
children

Very Small Foster Care Population (99 or less)

Plumas 1 1 1 1

SUB TOTAL G 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0
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* County foster care prevalence rates under age 19, CWS/CMS Q4 2005 extract 
** Percent change for UCB measures calculated as (most recent numerator/most recent denominator)/(baseline numerator/baseline denominator)-1.  
Percent change calculated in this way may differ from percent change calculated using (most recent percent/baseline percent)-1, due to rounding.  
Percent change for CDSS measures calculated as most recent (percent/baseline percent)-1.
*** 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:
For details, please see the methodology at: 
http://cssr.berkeley.edu/CWSCMSreports/cfsrdata/standards/method_ACLabuseinCare.html
Capturing this data involves new data instructions for counties. As a result, the current numbers are likely an undercount.
An All County Letter (ACL), distributed on December 3, 2003, discusses the method of populating the necessary variables.
The ACL can be viewed at:
http://www.dss.cahwnet.gov/getinfo/acl03/pdf/03-61.pdf

a 1B/1A = 1B. Percent recurrence of maltreatment within 12 months / 1A.  Percent recurrence of maltreatment (federal measure)
b 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) 
c 2C = Percent change for measure 2C from first month reported (Apr 2003) to most recent month reported (Dec 2005)
d 4B/4B = 4B. Initial Placement: Group/Shelter / 4B. Primary Placement: Foster Home
e 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
f  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)
g 3A/3E = 3A. Percent reunified within 12 months (entry cohort) / 3E.  Percent reunified within 12 months (federal measure)
h 3A/3D = 3A.  Percent adopted within 24 months (entry cohort) / 3D.  Percent adopted within 24 months (federal measure)
i  3G/3F = 3G. Reentry within 12 months (entry cohort) / 3F. Reentry to foster care (federal measure)


