Handout 6

Appendix A
Summary of Nebraska 2017 Child and Family Services Review Performance

I. Ratings for Safety, Permanency, and Well-Being Outcomes and Items

Outcome Achievement: Outcomes may be rated as in substantial conformity or not in substantial conformity. 95% of the applicable
cases reviewed must be rated as having substantially achieved the outcome for the state to be in substantial conformity with the
outcome.

Item Achievement: Iltems may be rated as a Strength or as an Area Needing Improvement. For an overall rating of Strength, 90% of
the cases reviewed for the item (with the exception of Iltem 1 and Item 16) must be rated as a Strength. Because Item 1 is the only
item for Safety Outcome 1 and Item 16 is the only item for Well-Being Outcome 2, the requirement of a 95% Strength rating applies.

SAFETY OUTCOME 1: CHILDREN ARE, FIRST AND FOREMOST, PROTECTED FROM ABUSE AND NEGLECT.

Data Element Overall Determination State Performance
Safety Outcome 1 Not in Substantial Conformity 72% Substantially
Children are, first and foremost, protected from Achieved

abuse and neglect

Item 1 Area Needing Improvement 72% Strength
Timeliness of investigations

SAFETY OUTCOME 2: CHILDREN ARE SAFELY MAINTAINED IN THEIR HOMES WHENEVER POSSIBLE AND
APPROPRIATE.

Data Element Overall Determination State Performance
Safety Outcome 2 Not in Substantial Conformity 63% Substantially
Children are safely maintained in their homes Achieved

whenever possible and appropriate

Item 2 Area Needing Improvement 78% Strength

Services to protect child(ren) in home and
prevent removal or re-entry into foster care

Item 3 Area Needing Improvement 63% Strength
Risk and safety assessment and management
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PERMANENCY OUTCOME 1: CHILDREN HAVE PERMANENCY AND STABILITY IN THEIR LIVING SITUATIONS.

Data Element

Overall Determination

State Performance

Permanency Outcome 1
Children have permanency and stability in their
living situations

Not in Substantial Conformity

45% Substantially
Achieved

Item 4 Area Needing Improvement 80% Strength
Stability of foster care placement

Item 5 Area Needing Improvement 70% Strength
Permanency goal for child

Item 6 Area Needing Improvement 58% Strength

Achieving reunification, guardianship, adoption,
or other planned permanent living arrangement

PERMANENCY OUTCOME 2: THE CONTINUITY OF FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS AND CONNECTIONS IS

PRESERVED FOR CHILDREN.

Data Element

Overall Determination

State Performance

Permanency Outcome 2
The continuity of family relationships and
connections is preserved for children

Not in Substantial Conformity

78% Substantially
Achieved

Item 7
Placement with siblings

Strength

90% Strength

Item 8
Visiting with parents and siblings in foster care

Area Needing Improvement

79% Strength

Item 9
Preserving connections

Area Needing Improvement

88% Strength

Relationship of child in care with parents

Item 10 Area Needing Improvement 85% Strength
Relative placement
Item 11 Area Needing Improvement 76% Strength

A-2

U.S. DHHS ACYF

Nebraska 2017 CFSR (Excerpt)
11.08.2019

Page 1 of 8




Appendix A: Summary of Nebraska 2017 CFSR Performance Handout 6

WELL-BEING OUTCOME 1: FAMILIES HAVE ENHANCED CAPACITY TO PROVIDE FOR THEIR CHILDREN'S

NEEDS.

Data Element

Overall Determination

State Performance

Well-Being Outcome 1
Families have enhanced capacity to provide for
their children’s needs

Not in Substantial Conformity

45% Substantially
Achieved

Item 12
Needs and services of child, parents, and
foster parents

Area Needing Improvement

49% Strength

Sub-ltem 12A
Needs assessment and services to children

Area Needing Improvement

78% Strength

Sub-ltem 12B
Needs assessment and services to parents

Area Needing Improvement

55% Strength

Sub-ltem 12C
Needs assessment and services to foster
parents

Area Needing Improvement

73% Strength

Item 13
Child and family involvement in case planning

Area Needing Improvement

67% Strength

Item 14
Caseworker visits with child

Area Needing Improvement

83% Strength

Item 15
Caseworker visits with parents

Area Needing Improvement

57% Strength

WELL-BEING OUTCOME 2: CHILDREN RECEIVE APPROPRIATE SERVICES TO MEET THEIR EDUCATIONAL

NEEDS.

Data Element

Overall Determination

State Performance

Well-Being Outcome 2
Children receive appropriate services to meet
their educational needs

Not in Substantial Conformity

90% Substantially
Achieved

Item 16
Educational needs of the child

Area Needing Improvement

90% Strength
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WELL-BEING OUTCOME 3: CHILDREN RECEIVE ADEQUATE SERVICES TO MEET THEIR PHYSICAL AND

MENTAL HEALTH NEEDS.

Data Element

Overall Determination

State Performance

Well-Being Outcome 3
Children receive adequate services to meet
their physical and mental health needs

Not in Substantial Conformity

67% Substantially
Achieved

Item 17
Physical health of the child

Area Needing Improvement

85% Strength

Item 18
Mental/behavioral health of the child

Area Needing Improvement

65% Strength

Il. Ratings for Systemic Factors

The Children’s Bureau determines whether a state is in substantial conformity with federal requirements for the 7 systemic factors
based on the level of functioning of each systemic factor across the state. The Children’s Bureau determines substantial conformity
with the systemic factors based on ratings for the item or items within each factor. Performance on 5 of the 7 systemic factors is
determined on the basis of ratings for multiple items or plan requirements. For a state to be found in substantial conformity with these
systemic factors, the Children’s Bureau must find that no more than 1 of the required items for that systemic factor fails to function as
required. For a state to be found in substantial conformity with the 2 systemic factors that are determined based on the rating of a
single item, the Children’s Bureau must find that the item is functioning as required.

STATEWIDE INFORMATION SYSTEM

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Statewide Information System

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Substantial Conformity

Item 19
Statewide Information System

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Strength
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Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Case Review System

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Not in Substantial

Conformity
Item 20 Statewide Assessment Area Needing
Written Case Plan Improvement
Item 21 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Area Needing
Periodic Reviews Improvement
Item 22 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Area Needing
Permanency Hearings Improvement
Item 23 Statewide Assessment Area Needing
Termination of Parental Rights Improvement
Item 24 Statewide Assessment Area Needing

Notice of Hearings and Reviews to Caregivers

Improvement

QUALITY ASSURANCE SYSTEM

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Quality Assurance System

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Substantial Conformity

Item 25
Quality Assurance System

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Strength

STAFF AND PROVIDER TRAINING

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Staff and Provider Training

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Substantial Conformity

Item 26 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Strength
Initial Staff Training
Item 27 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Strength

Ongoing Staff Training
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Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Item 28
Foster and Adoptive Parent Training

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Strength

SERVICE ARRAY AND RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Service Array and Resource Development

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Not in Substantial

Individualizing Services

Conformity
Item 29 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Area Needing
Array of Services Improvement
Item 30 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Area Needing

Improvement

AGENCY RESPONSIVENESS TO THE COMMUNITY

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Agency Responsiveness to the Community

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Substantial Conformity

Item 31

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Area Needing

Coordination of CFSP Services With Other
Federal Programs

State Engagement and Consultation With Improvement
Stakeholders Pursuant to CFSP and APSR
Item 32 Statewide Assessment Strength
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FOSTER AND ADOPTIVE PARENT LICENSING, RECRUITMENT, AND RETENTION

Data Element

Source of Data and Information

State Performance

Foster and Adoptive Parent Licensing,
Recruitment, and Retention

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Not in Substantial
Conformity

Requirements for Criminal Background Checks

Item 33 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Area Needing
Standards Applied Equally Improvement
Item 34 Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews Strength

Item 35
Diligent Recruitment of Foster and Adoptive
Homes

Statewide Assessment

Area Needing
Improvement

Item 36
State Use of Cross-Jurisdictional Resources for
Permanent Placements

Statewide Assessment and Stakeholder Interviews

Area Needing
Improvement

lll. Performance on Statewide Data Indicators’

The state’s performance is considered against the national performance for each statewide data indicator and provides contextual
information for considering the findings. This information is not used in conformity decisions. State performance may be statistically
above, below, or no different than the national performance. If a state did not provide the required data or did not meet the applicable
item data quality limits, the Children's Bureau did not calculate the state’s performance for the statewide data indicator.

" In October 2016, the Children’s Bureau issued Technical Bulletin #9 (http://www.acf.hhs.gov/cb/resource/cfsr-technical-bulletin-9), which alerted
states to the fact that there were technical errors in the syntax used to calculate the national and state performance for the statewide data
indicators. The syntax revision is still underway, so performance shown in this table is based on the 2015 Federal Register syntax.
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. Direction of o . Data Period(s) Used

Statewide Data Indicator e Desired RSP* L Cogfldence for State

Performance Interval ok

Performance Performance

Recurrence of maltreatment 9.1% Lower 9.7% 8.7%-10.8% FY14-FY15
Maltreatment in foster care 8.50 Lower 7.10 5.63-8.95 15A-15B, FY15
(victimizations per 100,000
days in care)
Permanency in 12 months 40.5% Higher 37.9% 36.2%-39.7% 13B-16A
for children entering foster
care
Permanency in 12 months 43.6% Higher 50.3% 47.5%-53.2% 15B-16A
for children in foster care 12-
23 months
Permanency in 12 months 30.3% Higher 37.6% 35.1%-40.3% 15B-16A
for children in foster care 24
months or more
Re-entry to foster care in 12 8.3% Lower 6.1% 4.9%-7.6% 13B-16A
months
Placement stability (moves 412 Lower 2.83 2.67-2.99 15B-16A
per 1,000 days in care)

* Risk-Standardized Performance (RSP) is derived from a multi-level statistical model and reflects the state’s performance relative to states with similar children
and takes into account the number of children the state served, the age distribution of these children and, for some indicators, the state’s entry rate. It uses risk-
adjustment to minimize differences in outcomes due to factors over which the state has little control and provides a more fair comparison of state performance
against national performance.

** 95% Confidence Interval is the 95% confidence interval estimate for the state’s RSP. The values shown are the lower RSP and upper RSP of the interval
estimate. The interval accounts for the amount of uncertainty associated with the RSP. For example, the CB is 95% confident that the true value of the RSP is
between the lower and upper limit of the interval.

*** Data Period(s) Used for State Performance: Refers to the initial 12-month period and the period(s) of data needed to follow the children to observe their
outcomes. The FY or federal fiscal year refers to NCANDS data, which spans the 12-month period October 1 — September 30. All other periods refer to AFCARS
data. "A" refers to the 6-month period October 1 — March 31. "B" refers to the 6-month period April 1 — September 30. The 2-digit year refers to the calendar year
in which the period ends.

U.S. DHHS ACYF

Nebraska 2017 CFSR (Excerpt)

A-8 11.08.2019
Page 1 of 8





