COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICES

FACT SHEET
CHILD WELFARE SERVICES - FISCAL YEAR 2007-2008 APPENDIX B
{Click on web links to view 12-month data for each category}
) EMERGENCY RESPONSE SERVICES
Emergency Response Referral Children Received

Evaluated Out 16,988
In-Person Response 162,777
Total Referral Children Received during Month 168,765

REFERRAL CHILDREN RECEIVED BY ALLEGATION TYPE

Sexual Abuse 12,793 7.5% Ex 1 107 0.1%
Pnysical Abuse 33,388 19.7% Caretaker Absencefincapacity 5,598 3.3%
Severe Negleot 1,960 1.2% At Risk, Sibling Abuse 33,501 20.0%
Geneval Neglect 47,879 28.2% Substantial Risk 20,258 11.8%
Emotional Abuse 13,881 B8.2% Total 168,765 100.0%
IN-HOME AND OUT-OF-HOME SERVICES CASELOAD (CHILDREN) AS OF JUNE 30, 2008
Emergency Response (Open Services Cases) 6852
Eamily Maintenance 10,836
Under 12 Months 9,603
Over 12 Months 1,033
Family Reunification 8.977
LUnder 18 Months 8385
Qver 18 Months 582
Permanent Placement 13,283
Ads s 1,485
Total Children Regeiving Child Welfare Services 35,073
CHILD CHARACTERISTICS CHILDREN IN QUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENT
Age Relafive/Non-Relafive Extended Family Member Home 9,113
Birth - 2 Years 6,274 17.9% Foster Family Home 1,443
3,726 10.6% Foster Family Agency Cerfified Home 5,885
8,230 23.5% Small Family Home 137
6680  19.0%  Group Home 1,198
4,120 11.7% Other (Trbal and Court Specified Homes) 50
16 - 17 Years 4,184 11.9% Total Qut-of-Home Placement 17,834
18 Years & Cider 1,859 53% MNon Fester Care (NFC) Placement 176
Age Total 35073 100.0% Adoptive Home - Adopfion Net Finalized 1,327
Gender Guargian Home 3,184
Male 17,638 50.0% Total Placement (includes NFC Placement, Adoptive 22,521
Female 17,535 50.0% Home, and Guardian Home}
Gender Total 35,073 160.0% NOTE: In the above, 1,504 children received I Rate and 739 received F Rate care,
Ethnicity
White 4,485 12.8% FOSTER CARE RESOURCES
Hispanic 18,645 53.2% Homes Bads
African American 10,691 30.5% Fosier Homes ™ 1,563 3,808
Asian/Pacific islander 800 2.3% Fosier Family Agency Homes (seif-report} 4,434 13,020
American indian/Alaskan Native 165 0.5% In Los Angele 2,995 8,603
Filiping 188 0.5% Qut-of-County 1,439 4,417
Other 89 0.3% Small Family Homes ™ 105 247
Ethnicity Total 35673 100.0% Group Homes* 294 3,678
in Los Angsles County 206 2,566
RUNAWAY AND ABDUCTED CHILDREN Qut-of-County 88 1,716
Children Who Ran Away During the Month Not Available
Children Who Were Abducied During the Month Not Availlable " Data are baing tracked by DUFE Group Home Resource Developmant and Support Section.
MOTE: Data extracted from DCFS Abducled and Runaway Kids System (ARKS), ** Exciuded licensed homes on Jold,
Counts reflect a summary of monthly dala as of the date when data were
axtracted. June 2008 data will be available in mid August 2008,
Source: Data are from the Child Weifare Services/Case Management
System {CWS/CMS) Datamart Histary Table, unless stated otherwise. Prepared by: BIS information Technology Services Division - Statistics Section
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

APPENDIX B
DEPARTMENT OF CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICES
CHILDREN N OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENMT
{July 2007 to June 2008)

Foster Adoptive

Family Home -

Foster Agency Smali Total Out- Agoption
Relative Family Certified Family Group of-Home Medical Not Guardian * Total
Home Home Home Home Home Other Placement Placement Finalized Home Placement
July 2007 10,816 1,845 6,209 130 1,409 38 20,047 177 1,340 3,082 24,656
August 2007 10,621 1,660 6,236 131 1,403 33 19,984 177 1,244 3,071 24,476
September 2007 10,500 1,833 6,194 13 1,380 43 19,881 202 1,228 3,020 24,332
October 2007 10,366 1,584 6,226 130 1,348 39 19,691 194 1,330 3,038 24,251
November 2007 10,356 1,586 6,107 128 1,331 44 19,553 197 1,367 2,987 24,104
December 2007 10,184 1,548 5,850 126 1,333 41 19,182 187 1,289 3,083 23,711
January 2008 9.887 1,563 5,924 124 1,309 39 18,846 186 1,283 3,053 23,368
February 2008 9,645 1,526 5,876 121 1,311 49 18,628 183 1,357 3,075 23,243
March 2008 8,571 1,498 5,964 133 1,289 48 18,502 168 1,408 3,059 23,138
April 2008 9,430 1,462 6,010 138 1,265 48 18,362 182 1,308 3,069 23,011
May 2008 9,334 1,469 5,947 139 1,248 49 18,186 187 1,377 3,049 22,799
June 2008 9,113 1,443 5,895 137 1,196 50 17,834 176 1,327 3,184 22,521
Avgrane ©.851 b ESE 6083 13 1,398 43 19,088 185 1328 3082 2.5 034

* Total Placement includes children in Non Foster Care Placement, Adoptive Home - Adoption Not Finalized, and Guardian Home.

Soturce: Data are from the Child Welfare Services/Case Management System {CWS/CMS) Datamart History Database - A snapshot of active cases in the
caseload at the end of each report month.

[Back to Fact Sheet]
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APPENDIX B
Vol, Il/Spring 2008

WE'RE IN THE VA

LA DCFS Update, Progress Underway on Child Welfare Outcomes!
First, A Little Review

Over the past five years, DCFS has focused on three key goals: improving safety, speeding up timelines to
permanency and reducing reliance on out of home care. We have done this by keeping children home with
their families safely, reunifying those removed from home more quickly or finding another permanent home for
those who cannot return to their parents. Since children do best when they grow up in strong and stable
families, our model of reform has emphasized partnering with families and communities to build on their
strengths to meet their children’s needs. The Waiver is a vehicle to free up flexible funding to help us broaden
and deepen our innovative practices, building on our five core strategies: Point of Engagement (POE),
Structured Decision Making (SDM), Team Decision Making (TDM), Concurrent Planning and the Permanency
Partners Program (P3). Since the Waiver began, we have expanded Family Team Decision Making (FTDM),
Family Finding and Engagement through Specialized Permanency Units, and Upfront Assessments for High
Risk Referrals involving Substance Abuse, Domestic Violence and Mental Health Issues. Each of these first
sequence initiatives is currently underway: 14 additional FTDM facilitators have been selected to conduct
permanency planning conferences for children in long term foster care without permanency resources;
specialized Permanency Units have been established in the Metro North and Pomona Offices; and upfront
assessments are being conducted by Shields for Families in the Compton Office with future roll-out plans to
include additional regional offices as well as the Emergency Response Command Post (ERCP).

How Are We Doing So Far?

We're on the right track. We got good news in January 2008, when data was released comparing our progress
hetween 2002 and 2007, which is the period before the Waiver began. When we look at trends since 2002, we
see marked improvement in the following indicators: no recurrence of maltreatment, reunification within 12
months, median time to reunification, adoption within 24 months, and median time to adoption. However, the
Federal Government has set national goals or standards for us to meet, and there's room for improvement
when comparing them to some of our 2007 baseline indicators.

Performance Measure/indicator 2002 Data Baseline 2007 | % Change National Goal
No recurrence of maltreatment 90.8% 93.4% 29% © 94.6%

No maltreatment in foster care 99.99% 99.82% 0.17% ® 99.68%
Reunification within 12 months 44.6% 60.8% 36.3% @ 75.2%

Median time to reunification 13.5 months 8.2 months -39.3% © 5.2 months
Adoption within 24 months 9.5% 24.6% 158.9% © 36.8%

Median time to adoption 50.2 months 33.6 months -33.1% © 27.3 months
Reentry following reunification 4.8% 10.2% 112.5% 2.9%

What Does This Mean?

On the key indicators above, we've made progress on all but maltreatment in foster care, where we slipped
backward but are still above the national standard, and reentry following reunification. However recurrence of
maltreatment is decreasing and we are carefully examining indicators of concern, including reasons for reentry.
In order to determine the success of our practice improvements, we will compare “baseline,” or starting point,
outcome data before the Waiver began July 1, 2007 with how we are doing for the following five years, through
2012. With our core strategies in place, we can invest in community-based practice innovations which build on
family and neighborhood strengths, like our twelve-month Prevention Initiative Demonstration Project, (for
more information see “We're in the Waiver Now,” Vol. Il, Fall 2007}, approved hy the Board of Supervisors on
February 26, 2008. We can't do this alone; community partnering is the key to supporting healthy communities,
strong families and thriving children. Recognizing progress so far, we are on the path to success!

For more info, contact L. A. County’s Waiver Demonstration Project Coordinators:
walverinfo@dcts lacounty.qov and waiverinfo@probation. lacounty. gov
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APPENDIX B

WE’RE IN THE WA&WER NOW!

The Department of Children and Family Services and Probation Department
First Sequence Waiver Initiatives: ALL SYSTEMS GO!

What's happening with the Waiver???
On June 26, 2007, the Board of Supervisors approved the Department’s Waiver ptan and three first-
sequence initiafives:

Expansion of Family Team Decision Making (FTDM) - FTDM will be expanded with the addition of
14 SCSWs to the current team of 62 FTDM facilitators. The goal of this initiative is to provide
Permanency Planning Conferences every six months for children with no identified permanency
resource who reside in group homes or whose placements have lasted longer than two years to
ensure that plans for reunification, adoption or guardianship are expedited.

Expansion of Family Finding and Engagement (FFE) - FFE will be expanded by creating
Specialized Permanency Units, beginning with the Metro North and Pomona Offices. CSWs in these
units will carry reduced caseloads of our most challenging and disconnected youth.

Upfront Assessments for Mental Health, Substance Abuse and Domestic Violence with
expanded Family Preservation Services - Upfront assessments of high-risk referrals with
substance abuse, domestic violence and/or mental health involvement will be conducted by Shields
for Families in the Compton Office to prevent unnecessary foster placement and divert families to
expanded Family Preservation Services.

SUMMER LOG
This summer, 142 DCFS and Probation managers met with 87 Community Partners to convene the
second DCFS-Probation Title IV-E Waiver Learning Organization Group (LOG) to recap where we've
been (Pre-Waiver), where we are now and how we got here, and where we ought to go next and why
(using data to identify priorities). Director Trish Ploehn presented an overview of the DCFS Service
Delivery System--how various programs “fit together” and meet our identified outcomes. She
reviewed:
+ The Key Three (prevention, reunification and permanency),
« Big Three Outcomes (safety, permanency and reduced reliance on out of home care), and
+ DCFS Five Core Strategies (Point Of Engagement, Team Decision Making, Concurrent
Planing Redesign, Structured Decision Making, and Permanency Planning Partners) that
make up the DCFS service delivery system integration.

Deputy Director Angela Carter presented an overview of the joint CEO (Chief Executive Office) and
DCFS HST (Heaithy Communities, Stronger Families and Thriving Children)/Prevention Initiative
Demonstration Project (PIDP), which will allow qualified community based agencies in each of the 8
Service Planning Areas (SPAs) to partner with DCFS and other county departments to:
« Prevent child abuse before it occurs and provide services to reduce the number of children
requiring DCFS supervision (Primary Prevention),
» Provide community connections for those families who choose voluntary services
(Secondary Prevention), and
» Provide preventive services and activities to reduce further maltreatment and reduce the
impact of abuse (Tertiary Prevention).

The HST/PIDP project is currently pending Board of Supervisor review and approval, with a proposed
target start date in January 2008. Once approved, presentations will be made to all regional office
staff about HST/PIDP and how families, children and youth will be positively impacted by this project.
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APPENDIX B

Deputy Director Lisa Parrish, the Department’s “Waiver Coordinator,” discussed the Waiver as a
reinvestment opportunity and emphasized that the Waiver provides an opportunity to build upon and
expand the great work already being done by our Department.

Chief Deputy Director Susan Kerr presented the Department's plan in response to the Katie A Class
Action Lawsuit. The plan calls for a number of systemic improvements to better meet the mental
health needs of the “plaintiff class,” certain children in foster care or at risk of foster care placement
who have mental health needs. This includes the expansion of medical hubs and wraparound slots
(please see “Katie A Class Action Lawsuit Review" posted on LA KIDS for more detailed information).

Our Probation partners, including Deputy Director Jitahadi imara and Placement Services Bureau
Chief Carol Sanchez, presented Probation’s new placement model, with an emphasis on enhanced
cross-systems case management and the expansion of Multi-Systemic Therapy (MST) and
Functional Family Therapy (FFT).

What did the data tell us?

DCFS attendees and community partners met in SPA area breakout rooms to review data, Waiver
outcomes, current initiatives and future priorities. Each SPA received the following data reports
specific o its regional offices:

« The number of children and length of stay in out of home placement, by case plan goal
{adoption, legal guardianship, legal guardianship, long term foster care, remain home,
return home, self-maintenance), by age group and length of stay, and by rate schedule
The number of Children Removed from Home
The number of Referred Children: Disposition Type by SDM Safety Level
FM Over 12 Aging Reports
FR Over 18 Aging Reports

Each regional office and their community stakeholders reviewed the data and came to consensus to
propose future Waiver initiatives they thought would be most useful in meeting their identified
outcomes. For example, data from several regional offices indicate a need to reduce initial
detentions; these breakout groups recommended that the first priority for the next Waiver sequence
focus on expanding up-front assessments beyond the Compton Office throughout the Department.
Other regional office data reflect that the top priority should be the reduction of length of time in out of
home care with earlier reunification. These offices determined that establishing aftercare support
services that allow for more timely and successful reunification would best meet that priority.

OK, what's the difference between an outcome, a performance measure, a
priority and an initiative?

Sometimes terminology can be confusing! An putcome is a goal. Our outcomes are tied to the
County and State mandates and the federal Children and Family Services Review (CFSR). Our "Big
Three Outcomes are safety, permanency, and reduced reliance on out of home care.

How will we know if we are reaching our outcomes? A performance measure is the number that tells
us how close we are to our outcome. To quantify how close we are to reaching our safety outcome,
we may look at the current number of substantiated referrals of abuse. We will compare this number
over time to see if we are getting closer to reaching our outcome.
Example: In FY 2004 -- 2005 there were 15 substantiated referrals of abuse.
In FY 2005 - 2006 there were 10 substantiated referrals of abuse.
Conclusion: Because in FY 2005 - 2006 there were 5 fewer referrals or a reduction of 33% from the
previous year, the data indicate that we are moving closer to our goai.

A priority is a main concern. For example, we agree that all children should have *forever families.”
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An initiative is a program designed to meet a priority, which is evaluated and tested over time. For
example, Permanency Planning Partners (P3) is an initiative that has shown that it is effective in
providing permanent plans for older children who have been in foster care for more than 24 months.

NOTE: All the data that were reviewed on July 27" are available at the LA KIDS IV-E Waiver website:
Mo akids/dofs/Titel VE/index_htm

Questions? Comments? Suggestions? Contact L. A. County’s Waiver Demonstration Project Coerdinators:
walverinfo@dcis lacounty.gov and waiverinfo@probation lacounty. gov

1141007
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APPENDIX B

Los Angeles County — Residentially-Based Services Reform Proposal

1. Why reforming the group care system in LA County is an imporfant priority.

In 2003, the Los Angeles County Department of Children and Family Services (DCFS) adopted a diligent
focus on achieving three key outcomes: improved safety, faster timelines to permanence, and reduced
reliance on out-of-home care. To achieve these goals, we are working to broaden and deepen the five
core service delivery strategies already in place in LA: Point of Engagement, Team Decision-Making
(TDM), Structured Decision-Making (SDM), Concurrent Planning, and our Permanency Partners
Program (P3). '

We believe that all children do best when they grow up and develop in families rather than in institutions,
and, in order to achieve our three key outcomes, we have included a focus on reducing the number of
children placed in group homes, especially children 12 years of age and younger. We have grave
concerns, reinforced by research findings, about the efficacy of long term mental health treatment
provided in group or institutional settings, the detrimental effects of living in group settings for youth with
behavioral problems, and the prospects for self-sufficiency for those who have aged out of the child
welfare system from group homes. In LA we have dramatically decreased the number of DCFS children
and youth in RCL 6-14 group home placements by 44% since April 2003, from 2,184 to 1,228. To
achieve this reduction, we have focused on maintaining children safely at home with their families with
services, and when out-of-home care is necessary, we have renewed our concentration on the least
restrictive, most appropriate placement settings. We have developed alternatives for children in or at risk
of placement into RCL 12 or 14 facilities by increasing our Wraparound Services slots to 1,217 and by
developing contracts for over 130 Intensive Treatment Foster Care (1TFC) and Multi-Dimensional
Treatment Foster Care (MTFC) beds.

Through our participation in the 2003 Katie A. Settlement Agreement, we have pursued systemic
improvements to meet the mental health needs of children and families involved in the child welfare
system. Our Departrent of Mental Health (DMH) has established new intensive home-based services
programs using resources such as the Mental Health Services Act funding as well as Medi-Cal EPSDT.
Continuing to reduce the number of DCFS children living in group homes is a goal of the Katie A.
Settlement and we have already demonstrated an impressive track record of reduction. Ensuring that
DCFS children and their families receive the most appropriate and effective treatment services in the least
restrictive settings is a critical priority for both DCFS and DMH, and so we have chosen to propose the
development of a joint pilot to integrate behavioral health and child welfare services for RCL 12 and 14
residential placements,

The flexible funding capped allocation under our Title [V-E Waiver Demonstration Project (the Waiver)
allows us to scale up strategies already in place, and add new strategies. to help families build on their
strengths to meet children’s needs at home in their communities. We must ensure that children in the
highest level residential foster care placements have every chance of reunifying with their families and
returning to their communities with a comprehensive and durable long term plan for permanence which
anticipates their and their families’ ongoing needs for services.

Page 1 of 8
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2. The nature and extent to which leaders of public and private agencies in LA County are actively
supporting or guiding the efforts to transform the group care system.

For several years, LA County and its stakeholders have worked in partnership as members of the
Residentially-Based Services (RBS) Work Group to identify best practices in residential care and explore
the transformation of residentially-based services. This Work Group was established in April 2003 in
response to the decreased utilization of group home facilities by DCFS and the need for a coordinated
planning effort to develop a clear understanding of the future role of group home placements for DCFS
children and of the projected need for future capacity. DCFS has led this monthly effort, and participants
have included DMH, Probation, stakeholders and providers from 20 different agencies over the last three
years (see attached list of participants). Some members of the LA RBS Work Group, including County
staff and providers, participated in the California RBS Reform Coalition. The core private agency
participants include a dozen group home providers, the Association of Community Human Service
Agencies (ACHSA) and the California Alliance of Child and Family Services.

In November of 2007, the Work Group formed a subcommittee, the RBS Collaborative (RBSC), for
RCL 12 and 14 group home providers and stakeholders to design a demonstration project proposal. The
RBS Collaborative has worked as a design team to develop alternative program models and alternative
financing models, to be tested under the authority of AB 1453, Six private providers have been
participating regularly in the design meetings, along with ACHSA, the California Alliance, DCFS, DMH
and our Probation Department (see attached letter of support for list).

The Work Group will continue to meet regularly, returning to a monthly schedule as planning meetings
around the design of this proposed demonstration project come to a close. The Collaborative will
continue to meet to provide input into our RBS Reform demonstration project plan, to be completed by
June 28, 2007. Thereafter we will determine if it makes sense to continue regular Collaborative meetings,
or fold ongoing effort back into the monthly Work Group.

3. The nature and extent to which family, youth and community stakeholders in LA County are
actively supporting or guiding efforts to transform the group care system.

Parents, former foster youth, and community stakeholders have played key informational and
participatory roles over the last three years of the RBS Work Group. JoeAnne Hust, a parent partner who
works for Hathaway-Sycamores, has been a consistent voice for parents’ views, and a strong advocate for
embedding the Wraparound Services role for paid parent partners in RBS reform along with the principles
of parent voice and choice. In December 2005, when the Work Group organized a RBS Reform
symposium for approximately 200 participants in LA, Ms. Hust was the organizer of a key panel of
parents who spoke of their concerns about the experiences their children have in group homes. Staff from
California Youth Connection, and former foster youth Berisha Black and Onitsha Newsome from the
DCFS Youth Development Services Ombudsman’s Office, have also been regular participants since
20035, Together, they organized several “Speak Outs!” for youth in out-of-home care in LA in 2005 and
2006, and many of the youth participants resided in group homes. Based on feedback from the Speak
Outs!, CYC prepared a LA-focused white paper on the experiences of youth in group homes and their
recommendations for changes to the RBS system and presented it to the RBS Work Group in the summer
of 2006, Ms. Hust and Ms. Newsome also participate in the Collaborative meetings. LA’s Commission
for Children and Families has also participated in the RBS Work Group over the past several years, most
frequently represented by Helen Kleinberg, who was Chair of the Commission in 2007. The Commission
is composed of volunteer community members appointed by the Board of Supervisors. They are a diverse

Page 2 of 8
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group of child and family advocates who represent their respective communities in each of the County’s
five supervisory districts.

4. Measurable child and family outcomes we are seeking to improve with this reform.

DCFS’s three key outcomes are improved safety, faster timelines to permanence, and reduced reliance on
out-of-home care. For the RBS reform demonstration project, we will focus on reducing the length of
stay for youth in RCL 12 and/or 14 residential placements as a way to achieve stability in home-based
settings and permanence through safe reunification back into families and communities. We will also
measure subsequent placements into residential care, to be distinguished from respite care, following
reunification for youth exiting RCL. 12 and/or 14 placements, with a goal of reducing recidivism. We will
measure the reduction in length of stay in RCL 12 and/or 14 residential placements against baseline data
for those levels for the period preceding the proposed RBS demonstration project. For example, we have
done preliminary analysis of the length of stay of children who exited RCL 12 placements in 2006-2007.
After controlling for very short term stays and programs with very few LA children, for those who exited
the average stay at the last RCL 12 placement was 18 months; the average length of time those children
spent in all levels of group home care was 22 months, and their average continuous spell in out-of-home
care was 62 months. We also plan to measure well being in our demonstration project through client
satisfaction surveys for youth and families, and to track indicators of youth well being including
emotional and physical well being, and educational progress.

5. Brief description of the programmatic and fiscal changes in the group care system we are

considering, with an emphasis on changes that reflect elements of the framework outlined in
AB 1453,

We are committed to developing a system that achieves better outcomes for children, youth and their
families, by utilizing residential care as a short-term therapeutic intervention designed to achieve specific
results, including the accelerated return of youth to their families or other permanent homes, We are
committed to changing the way care is provided in residential settings as well as providing ongoing
support for children, youth and families in their communities and establishing an effective and integrated
continuum of care. To accomplish this, Los Angeles strongly supported the passage of AB 1453 and is
submitting this letter of intent.

Target Population

LA County’s RBS reform efforts will first target DCFS youth placed in RCL 12 and/or 14 group homes.
Limiting the initial target population to DCFS youth is an acknowledgment that Probation youth and those
placed by DMH through AB 3632 into group homes are part of two systems governed through processes
controlled in large part, respectively, by the courts or parents. We will limit the initial target population to
RCL 12 and 14 youth because 65% of current DCFS group care placements in LA County are in these
placements, and the number of DCFS children in lower RCL group homes has been steadily decreasing.

Initially, we hope to contract with a small number of provider partners with a minimum commitment of
beds per program. If four providers commit to 18 beds each, we project that the number of children
enrolled in the demonstration project could range from 72 to 288 by the end of the first vear, with a more
realistic estimate of 144 first-year enrollees. Based on a first-year enroliment estimate of 144, growing to

Page 3 of 8
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288 by the end of year two, the number of children who could be impacted by the proposed RBS
demonstration project represents approximately:

o [8% of DCFS youth currently placed in RCL 12 or 14 group homes in year one
36% of DCFS youth currently placed in RCL 12 or 14 group homes in year two
12% of all DCFS youth currently placed in group homes in year one
23% of all DCFS youth currently placed in group homes in year two

Philosophical Change

The general philosophy underlying the proposed reform system in LA is to embed the Wraparound
Services principles of team decision-making, family voice and choice, and a “whatever it takes” approach
within residential placement settings and to create incentives to return children as quickly as possible to
family settings after a residential stay becomes necessary, providing community-based care including
intensive home-based services. It is key that the transition from residential care to community-based care
happens quickly and is experienced as seamless by the youth and their family. Within this philosophy,
residential care becomes: 1) a short-term, intensive treatment focused on diagnostic and crisis stabilization
work rather than a destination for a child; and 2) one of many treatment options within a plan of care,
rather than the plan of care itself'. This is consistent with the strengths-based approach of Wraparound.

Oreanizational Change

Public Agencies. The proposed system will essentially create a behavioral health management system for
youth needing placement in a RCL 12 and/or 14 facility in LA County. The system will feature a
significant transformation in the way DCFS and DMH work together to address the mental health needs
of children and youth in group care. This will be funded by braiding child welfare funding with EPSDT
funds within each service component at the provider level and by creating a jointly staffed administrative
unit to oversee and ensure seamless service delivery from the standpoint of the family, especially when a
family transitions from one system to another. This joint unit will assume benefits coordination, care
management, utilization review, and utilization management functions.

Private Agencies. Private agencies participating in this reform will have to alter their service delivery
systems to move children out of residential care quickly and back into the home of a family using a
Wraparound approach and evidence-supported therapeutic modalities. The treatment trajectory for any
given child will be generated at every level by a “child and family team” whose core membership will
remain constant and concurrently focus on family support/finding immediately upon placement.
Residential care staff will be trained to work directly with the family and maintain this focus on family
involvement from the beginning. Most of the time spent meeting the needs of a youth will be while the
youth is back in a home setting.

Programumnatic Change

The proposed RBS system will focus on reducing the time spent in residential placement drastically
through a revised care coordination system as depicted in Figure 1. We plan to centralize the
authorization of placement into any RCL 12 and/or 14 residential facility in LA, using a new process of

" Research shows that a 3-9 month residential stay is the most effective for behavior modification and has the longest lasting
effects.
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resource utilization management centered around a Team Decision Making meeting. Following the
diagram of the proposed RBS system is a brief description the system components.

Figure 1. Proposed RBS Collaborative Demonstration Design (RCL-12-+14)
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Child and Family Team (CFT). A CFT will be created for each child identified as needing residential
treatment and will be the centerpiece of the group care episode. It is this team that will generate the
referral for entry into the RBS system and initiate the request for an assessment to confirm the level of
care needed. The CFT will be composed of family members, friends, members of the family’s faith
community, and professionals who work together to jointly develop an individualized plan to strengthen
family capacity; assure safety, stability and permanency; and build natural supports that will sustain the
family over time. The team process is not a simple intervention, but rather a process that is owned by the
family and can be sustained after all formal supports are no Jonger needed. Thus, the team remains the
constant planning process for the child regardless of the involvement of other services. While the team
will always include a facilitator, a parent partner and the family, it will also include other members as
prescribed by the current status of system involvement, such as a residential care staff member, a case-
carrying CSW, a DMH system navigator, an education specialist, and/or a community mental health
worker. In the scaled-up version of this system, a provider will not have a representative on the CIT until
after a child is assigned to that provider. For the purposes of the demonstration, the provider will have the
responsibility of convening and facilitating the CFT. Therefore, the CFT formation will, practically
speaking, occur after the level of care assessment mentioned below is conducted.

Screening, Assessment and Decision-making. DCFS and DMH will hold TDM meetings to consider
placement level options for any eligible child recommended for RCL 12 or 14 or currently in an RBS
Demonstration Project Program. This process will generate a Child and Adolescent Needs and Strengths
(CANS) assessment for the referred child, The CANS is used to assess the child’s functioning in terms of
school performance, conduct and behavior, social relationships, mood and emotions, substance abuse,
thinking, aggressive and self-harmful behaviors and assists in developing the required level of services
required. The placement recommendation will include the CANS assessment and a recommendation for
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placement in the preferred provider demonstration project or a compelling reason for assignhment to
another residential treatment program,

Behavioral Health Management Unit (BHMU). This will be a joint unit staffed by DCFS and DMH
which will receive the assessment and recommendation for residential placement. Based on a review of
the recommendation, the BHMU will assign the child to a provider whose service model and geographic
location matches the child’s and family’s needs. In addition to assignment of a provider, the BHMU will
authorize placement and continuing care for specified time periods. Residential placement authorizations
will initially be for three months, and continuing care authorizations will be for up to 12 months. If the
treatment time is anticipated to exceed the authorized time, the CFT will be required to apply for an
extension. The BHMU will be the “brain™ of the system as it will also perform utilization management
and administrative functions. It will be operational on a full-time basis, as it will have to manage the
system navigation of almost 200 children per year.

Joint DCFS/DMH Executive Commirtee. This will be a high-level committee which will convene on a
regular basis 1o oversee and manage the activities of the BHMU.

Residential Care. Within this transformed system, the residential care provider will be responsible for
facilitating and staffing the CFT using Wraparound principles, treating the child using evidence-supported
therapeutic modalities, providing educational support, working with the current or potential family, and
securing lower level care (FFA, etc.) for children whose treatment is complete after three months but
whose family is not ready to receive them. The provider may also provide respite for children who have
been returned to their family but need sporadic returns to a structured setting to maximize treatment gains,

Continuing Care. Continuing care, which will begin upon discharge from residential treatment, will also
be the responsibility of the RBS provider and will be based on Wraparound principles. It may include
intensive home-based services, outpatient mental health services, educational support, and linkage to
community-based services.

Roles of Collaborative Partners

The demonstration project process will result in a Request for Information (RFI) jointly released by DCFS
and DMH. Interested group home providers will respond to the RFI with details about how they plan to
construct a transformed service model to provide all services needed (CFT, family support/finding,
residential care, continuing care, respite, community-based mental health services) and achieve the
desired outcomes within the financial parameters. Based on responses to the RF1, the County will select
providers to participate in the demonstration and will contract with those providers to provide RBS using
procurement by negotiation.

Demonstration providers will be selected based on their ability to provide a continuum of care which
contains residential beds, Wraparound services, and mental health services both in-house and in the
community. Providers fitting this description have been attending the RBSC meetings and giving input
during the general design discussions. These providers, who have proven track records with respect to
providing quality service, have already expressed tentative interest in participating in a demonstration
contingent on the viability of the financial model.
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Alternative Funding Models

The new RBS system proposed by LA County is one that will combine the effective practices of
Wraparound and residential treatment to result in a service delivery system that resembles the “ResWrap”
pilot LA County implemented and completed three years ago. LA County’s RBS proposal will leverage
the flexibility provided by the Title IV-E Waiver and AB 1453 to create an alternative funding model that
will reinvest savings from projected group home costs (based on the average current group home length of
stay) into concurrent Wraparound services and a RBS risk pool to cover continuing care and unanticipated
costs. Payment for time in residential placement will be limited, and payment for concurrent Wraparound
services will be limited in order to fund the risk pool. Payments beyond pre-authorized services levels for
residential settings or for Wraparound services will need prior authorization or will be covered through
the risk pool. -

Our proposed financial model is based on length of stay data which indicate that the average length of
stay for a youth in RCL. 12 group care is 10 to 18 months for all providers versus larger providers in LA,
and in Wraparound Services for 12 months. The transformed RBS funding model provides for reduced
time in residential care, concurrent ResWrap-like services, and increased continuing care, and will be cost
neutral in the first year.

6. Factors currently supporting and impeding change in LA’s human service system environment
and our strategies for accomplishing change in this context.

In 2003, DCFS concentrated our focus on the three key goals of improving safety, speeding timelines to
permanence and reducing the number of children in foster care. We have employed five core strategies as
the building blocks of our redesigned practice model which have already demonstrated significant
improvement on the California Child Welfare Outcomes performance measures.

Additionally, through our participation in the 2003 Katie A. Settlement Agreement, DCFS and DMH have
recognized the need for systemic improvements to better meet the mental health needs of children and
families involved in the child welfare system. Our departments have collaborated on a strategic plan to
coordinate and integrate initiatives to identify mental health needs, provide quality assessment and
individualized flexible treatment services in home-based settings, reduce reliance on congregate care
settings for treatment, and develop a child and family team planning process and continuum of intensive
home-based mental health services as alternatives to congregate care. Together, our departments have
committed to a system of care approach to integrated practice guided by three principles:
- Services are driven by the needs of the child and preferences of'the family and are addressed
through a strengths-based approach.
- Services should occur in a multi-agency collaborative team and are grounded in a strong
community base.
- The services offered, agencies participating, and programs generated are responsive to cultural
context and characteristics.

The flexible funding capped allocation under the Waiver will allow us to scale up the strategies already in
place, and add to them through proposed projects such as this RBS reform propesal, to help families build
on strengths to meet children’s mental health needs at home in their communities. The strong support of
LA stakeholders for RBS reform has generated the commitment to proposing a demonstration project
serving RCL 12 or 14 children and youth who face RBS placements. Limiting the size of the LA RBS
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demonstration project will be a key factor in our ability to carefully track outcomes and expenditures, and
to determine our success.

7. How the role of group residential services for children and youth within our continuum of care
will be different as a result of this reform effort.

This proposal is designed to limit the amount of time children or youth spend in group home settings and
focus a multi-disciplinary team equally on their needs for treatment and their need for permanence, based
on the belief that children do best when they are able to grow and thrive in a family. This model limits
the amount of time spent in residential settings, uses those savings to fund concurrent “ResWrap” services
and invest in a risk pool to cover unanticipated needs (in line with the recovery model which plans for
intermittent interventions), and ensures continuity of care through the Wraparound child and family team
which case manages the child and family’s needs through the life of the case. Ultimately, we believe that
DCFS will be able to reinvest savings from fewer care days in residential settings into increased
Wraparound and other continuing care services.

9. Other relevant facts about LA County, service population, provider community and recent

treads in group care utilization that influence the impact or innovation of our RBS reform
initiative,

DCFS and DMH choose at this time to propose a demonstration project plan under which contracts with
provider partners will extend for two years, renewable annually thereafter each year for a total of five
years. After year two of the contract, we will do a full evaluation of the ouicomes and other results and
evaluate broadening the scope. The LA Probation Department has expressed interest in participating in
RBS reform in the future.

10. See attachments
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