Child Welfare Key
Indicators
Monthly Report

January 2017

Including Updated Data through December 2016

Review of the Child Welfare
System through key outcomes,
process, qualitative, workload

and resource indicators

Well-Being

A Results-Oriented Accountability Report

MYFLFAMILIES.COM



Table of Contents

[ CTo VN ANV a0 Y0 0 T ] o 2RO PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPRE 6
C = ToL AT TaTe B I o] TSI V'] o Yo PSR 7
I o) B3V o] o Yo £ PSP 7
DICF SEIVICE STIUCTUI . ....eieieieee ettt ettt ettt e et e e sttt e s s bt e e e s s b e e e e s san e e e e e s s e e e e e sane e e e s aas e e e e s aaseeee e s neneessaneneessnnneessnnneessanes 8
Regions, Circuits, Counties, and CBC LEAU AGENCIES.......uiiiiiiieeeiiiiee ettt e eeiteeeestee e e eiteeeesataeesesabeeesasseeesenssaeeeenssaseesnnseens 8
FIOTIAa ADUSE HOTINE ... ittt ettt ettt st st et e bt e s b e e sbe e s et e eab e et e e abeesbeesseesanesmneeabeenbeenns 9
Uo7y o e B Ny =T o KU PSP R OV P O PPTOPRRRPRROT 9
(20T oY T = \Y F=Yd oo o I I =T oo [ PSPPSR 9
Seasonality Of HOtlINE WOTKIOQM ........ueiiiiiiie et rbee e s st e e e et ee e s eabeee s ssabeeeesareeas 9

Y =T oY o= =Yg o PSP 10
Alleged MaltrEatmMENT SCrEENING .....cicciiee ettt et e e et e e et ae e e estaeeeesataeeeeastaeeeeassaeeesansaeeeeanssaeessnssneesansrneennn 10
Special CoNItIONS SCrEENING ......vviiiiciiee et e e e e et e e e et e e e e satteeeesstaeeesstaeeesastaeeeastaeessastaseesastasessassanassnes 10
TIMEIINESS TIENAS ..ttt ettt ettt e s e et e e s at e e s bt e e sab e e sa b e e s beeesabeeaabeeembeesabeeesaseesabeesanbeesabeesabaesnteesabenenanes 11
Average and Maximum Times to ANSWEr OF ADANUON ....ccouiiiiiiiiiiic et e s e e s ssre e e s snreeeeas 11
Percent of Calls ADANTONEM.......cc.ui ittt et et s e st e bt e bt e bt e s beesme e et e eneeeneeen 11
Average Handling Time Trend StratifiCation ........c..ceiiiiiii ittt e e et e e e e b e e e e araeeean 12
HOTIINE COUNSEION WOIKFOICE ...ttt ettt et s e e bt e s bt e s bt e e sabeesabeeeabeesabeeenbeesabeesneeesares 12

1Y TeTaTd o] Y ANY=T o - [ = T L o ISP 12
Child ProteCtive INVESTIZAtOrS ...uuiiiiciiie ittt e s st e e e st e e e s ate e e e sate e e s sbbaeeesbteeessseaeeessseaeessteaessssaeesnseens 13
oYy o = Te B =T o OO SO PSP P TSP PTUPRUPRUPRRPPO 13
Investigative Workload: Incoming, Active, and Backlog INVestigations..........cccceeeciieeeiiieie e 13
Investigative Workload: Stratified by REGION.........uiiiiie e e s e e s arr e e e s araee s 13
Maltreatment Investigations and Special Conditions REfErrals ... 14
Special Conditions: Stratified by Type and bY COUNTY .....cccuiiiiiiiiiie ettt et e e et e e s ebae e e e eaaeeeeeaes 14
Statewide: More Than 15 ActiVe INVESTIZATIONS .......ccuviiii ettt e e e e ette e e e e tte e e s eateeesebtaeeeeseaeeeeans 15
Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’'s OffiCe.......ccuiiii i e e et e e eere e e e e sateeeeeaes 15
TIMEIINESS TIENAS ..ttt ettt et e et e e st e s bt e e s ab e e s a b e e e beeesabeeaabeeeamteesabeeesaseesabeeeaneeesabeesnaeesnteesanenesnnes 16
Statewide: Alleged Child Victims Seen Within 24 HOUTS ......coiiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt sritee st e s ssee e seare e e senbeee s ssbneessanes 16
Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s OffiCe......ccuiiiiiiieie e stae e e s tae e e e 16
Statewide: Child Investigations Completed Within 60 Days.........cccicuieeiiiiieeeiiiieeecciree e eette e e eeteee s eereee e ssataeeesebaeeesnes 17
Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s OffiC.....iiiuiiiiiiiie e s s e e s bee e e saes 17
Safety Determinations and SErviCES PrOVIAEA.......occuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie et e s s e e s s b e e s sabeeesssbeeessnreeeean 18
Impending Danger Threats and Safety Determination ... s re e e 18

Wit Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 2|Page



Impending Danger Threats Identified by Safety Determination...........cc.eeeviiir i 18

Unsafe Children and Safe Children DY SErVICE TYPE .ueuee ittt e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e enaraa e e e e e e e e e eannraaaeens 19
Unsafe Children with No Services or Family SUPPOIES.......coiiiiiii e e e e e rae e e e nae e e e eaneeas 19
Statewide: Recurrence of Maltreatment After Verified FINAINGS .......c..oeiiiiiiiiiciii e 20
Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s OffiC.....ciuuiiiiiiiiie s s s bae e e saes 20
(01 I Vo T 4 (o] oL PP PP PP UPPTTRRO 21
1V ool o] LY ARY=T o F= = Lo o Ly P 21
TIME IN ClaSSITICATION. ..ttt sttt ettt e bt e s bt e sae e sat e st e e bt e b e e bt e beesmeesaeeenneenreens 21
FIOW from CPI t0 CBC LEAT AGENCIES ....uvveiiiiiiieeeiiiee e ettt e e ecttteeesittaeeesettaeeesaatseeesassaeeesstaeeaassaeeessssesesstseeeannsaeessnsssesesnnssneenn 22
REMOVAIS @aNd REMOVAI RALES ... .eiiiiiieiie ettt ettt et sttt e bt e st e e sbe e e sabeesabeeeabeeesabeeenseesabeesabeeesaneesares 22
) 1NV Lo [ =T o To O PSP PP PRRPPR 22
Quarterly Stratification by Circuit and Sheriff’s OffiCe .......cooiviii i e 22
Quarterly Stratification by Circuit and CBC LEAd AGENCY.....ccoicuiiieieiieee ettt rtee e settee e e vre e e e erae e s e ebaee e e e beee e eenres 23
CommuNity-Based Care LEAA AGENCIES. ... .cuiiiuieeeeiiieee ettt e eecteeeesteeeesreeesstbaeeeaasaeesastaeeeassasesaasbaeeeassesesansseeesensseeseennsens 24
(0 111 [oF: [o [ T o [Tor- 1 o] £ NS OO O T TP PO POV PR URTOVORTOUPRRPRIN 24
Statewide Trends in Case-Managed SEIVICES ......uuiiiiciiieiiiiiie ettt ee e e e e e e e s eate e e e sebteeessastaeeesastaeessassaeessnsseeessnns 24
SEIVICES IMIIX ittt ettt st e e a e e s e e s a e e s a e s a e e s a e e s s a e e s s e e e s s eare s 24
Removals and Discharges Compared to Out-of-Home Care Trend .........ooeecivieeiciiiee e et e e 25
Placement Types Compared to Children in Out-of-Home Care Trend ........cocivieeeieiee et eeeirrree e 25
Family Functioning Assessment-Ongoing Implementation Map ... 26
CBC Rapid Safety FEEADACK. .......uiii it e e e et e e e s st e e e e st a e e e s ateeessataeessntaeessntaeeenasees 27
Y=Y (1 8V Ve Tor= Y o 3R 28
Child Safety Trends: Comparison of THree INAICATOrS ........ueiiiiiiie ettt e e aree e e e abae e e e sarae e e ennes 28
Child Safety During Case-Managed IN-HOME SEIVICES........uuiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ree e s aree e s s aree e s s aree e e sanees 28
Child Safety iN OUL-0f-HOME Car.......uiiiiiiiie ettt e et e e e s sate e e e s satee e e e abaeeeeataeesesbaeessnsaeeesstanessnsees 29
Child Safety After Termination of Case-Managed SEIVICES ........cccccueieiiiiiieiciiee et ectee e e rte e e s eate e e e rae e e e eaneeas 29
Child Safety After Termination of Family SUPPOIt SEIVICES .......uiiiiiiiii ittt are e e e aae e e e eneeas 30
T g 0 =T = g Yo A [ Yo [Tor= ) o S PSR 30
Statewide Trend: Permanency Within 12 Months of REMOVal .......cccuiiiiiiiiiii i 30
Stratification DY CBC LEAT ABENCY ..oouviieiiiiiieeieiieee ettt e sttt e e s ettt e e s stee e e s ssbeeeessnbeeeesasseeeesanseeeesanseeeesanseneesanseneesasseneessnss 31
Long-Term Statewide Trends on Three Permanency INAICAtOrsS ........cccviiieiiiieieiiiie et e et e e anaee e 31
Permanency Within 12 Months for Children in Care 12-23 MONtNS .......cooociiiiiiiiieeccee e e 32
Stratification DY CBC LEAT ABENCY ..oiiviiiiiiiiiieieiieee ettt e sttt e s sttt e e s sttt e e s e beeeessbeeeessabeeeessnbeeeessnseaeesanseneesanseneessnseeeesanns 32
Permanency Within 12 Months for Children in Care 24+ MONthS ........c..ooiviiiiiiiiiice e 32
Stratification DY CBC LEAT ABENCY ..oivcuiiiiiiciiiieiiiiiee e ettt ee s ettt e s ettt e e s sttt e e s sateeessabteeesssteeessbtaeessstaeesaseneesanseneessnseeeessnns 32
Statewide Trend: Re-Entry into OHC Within 12 Months of Achieving PErmanency .......cccccceeeecieeeieciieeeccieee e 33

fii  Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 3|Page



Stratification DY CBC LEA AZENCY ..uuuiiiiiieeiiciiiiiieee e e e eecctttetee e e e e eet b e e e e e e e e ssaatstaeeeaaessaastsaaseeaeeeasnssaaeeeeasaesanstseseeeeeanans 33

Timeliness of JUICIal HANAIING ...t e e e e e e e re e e e e e e e e s abtsteeeeaeeeesanstasaeeeaeeeesnnssanaeeaaenanns 34
Reunification Goal After 15 Months and No Termination of Parental Rights Activity ......ccccccveveeiiieieiccieeeccee e, 34
Timeliness of Termination of Parental Rights, from Petition t0 Order........ccveiieiiee e 34
Time from Removal Date t0 DiSPOSItION OFUEN .......ciiiciiiiiiiiiie ettt e st e e s s e e s saeee e e senreeessnraeessnsseeeean 35

Maintaining ConNECtioNS iN PIAaCEMENT .....cuiiiii et e e s st e e e s ate e e e satee e e snteeessnreeeesnees 35
Statewide Trend: Placement Stability......cccueei i et e et e e e et e e e e e ba e e e s ebaeeesenbaeeeeanes 35
Stratification DY CBC LEAT AGENCY .....vviieiiiiieeeciiiee ettt e e ettt e e eett e e e e etteeesebteeeesabteeesesteeeeansaeeesansaaeesanseneesansensessseneensnes 36
Statewide Trend: Placement of Siblings Group TOGELhEr ..........uuvii i e e e e 36
Stratification DY CBC LEAT ABENCY ..oivcuiiieiiiiieeiitiiee e ettt e e sttt e s ettt e e s sttt e e s sbeeeessbeeeesssteeessasteeessstaeassseneesanseneesssseneessnns 37

Proximity of Placement to Maintain CoNNECTIONS ......ccuuiiiiiiiiee et e e e ee e e e sbee e s s sbe e e s enabeeesenares 37
Children Placed Outside ReMOVAl COUNLY ....cccuiiiiiiiiieecciee ettt e e et e e tae e e e et e e e e e abae e e seabeee s eenbaeeeseaseeeeensees 37
Children Placed Outside the REMOVAl CIFCUIL ......cecvieiiiiiieiieie et sttt sr e s s e 38

Placement iN FAmMIlY SETLINGS ...ociiciiie et e et e e e et e e e s e bte e e e ebteeeeeabteeeeeabeeeeeanseeeeeansteeeeansteeeeanseneeennsens 38
Trends in Group Care by ABE REPOI .. ..uiiiiiiiiiee ittt e e s s e e s st e e e s beeeesaasaeeesansaeeesansaaeesansseeesansseeees 38
Children in Group Care by AZE GroUP: AZES D=5 ittt ettt e e ettt e e e s be e e e e s bee e e s sbeee e e sbeeesesreeeeenasees 39
Children in Group Care by AE GroUP: AES 6-12.......cociiiiieeieiiee e et e ectee e e e cte e e e e ette e e e ebtee e eebteeesebteeeesbteeeessteeeennsens 39
Children in Group Care by Ae GroUpP: AES 13-17 ...ttt ettt e e e ctte e e e et e e e e e bte e e s ebeee e e eabaeeeeearteeeenasees 40
....................................................................................................................................................................................... 40
Children in Group Care by AE GroUP: AZES D-17.....uuiiiiiciieeiciiiee ettt e eetee e e sttt e e e st e e s sbee e e e sbaeeessbteeeesreaeessseeeesnnsens 40

[T ol 4] o Yo I M2 V7ol ooy d feT o ol \Y/ [=To [ oF 1 d o o -3 PP 41
Children in Out-of-Home Care with Prescribed Psychotropic Medications .........cccceeeieiieeeicciee e 41
Children with Consent for Prescribed Psychotropic Medications ..........cccveeieiieieieiiie e e e 41

DBNEAL SEIVICES ... iutiieitee ettt ettt ettt ettt e r e e bt e e st e e sttt e ateesabe e e bt e e subeesabeeesabeesabeesanbeesabeeeabbeanbeesabeeenabeesabeeenbeesabeennses 42
Children Receiving Dental Services in Last SEVEN MONENS........c.uiiiiiiiiii e e e e 42

Education Program ENFOIIMENT........ooo ittt e et e e e et e e e et e e e e e ate e e e ebtaeeeesteeesenteeasesteeesasteeesannens 42
Young Adults Aging Out Enrolled in EAUCAtion Programs...... ..o uiii ittt e st e e st e e s savee e s snaae e e s nraeeean 42

DUAIIY SEIVEA YOULN ... et e ettt e e e et e e e e st e e e e s bteeeeesteeeeaastaeeeasstaeeeansteeeeanseaeeeanseneesanseneesnnsens 43
Statewide Trend: Youths Served by CBC Lead Agencies and Juvenile JUSHICe ......cccooveciiiiieeii e 43
Stratification DY CBC LEAT ABENCY ..oouviiiiiiiiiee it e seitee e sttt e e st e e e s satee e e sssbeeeesaabeeeesasteeeesasbeeeesasseeessanseneesansenessasseeessnnes 43

Y Ty [ 0l o V1 o USSR 44
Children Categorized as Missing from Care and SUPEIVISION ......ccccuieiiiiiiie e i etee e e re e e e e rare e e e e e e e e e 44
Child Reports ENTEred iNtO FSFN . .....uiiiiiiiiie e cieee e eeitee ettt st e e et e e e stee e s sabeee s sabeee e sasbeeesssbeeessnseaessnnseeessnnsens 44
Resolution Of reports WIthin 3 days ....ccuiee it e st e e st e e s s e be e e s eaateeesssbaeeessteeeesnnseeeean 45

UL aa T o T -} ol N o = PSPPSR 45
Human Trafficking INtakes TreNd ......oo i e e e e et e e s e e e e e esataeeeeasaee e e nsaeeeentaeeesnnsaneean 45

fii  Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 4|Page



Children with Indication of Human Trafficking by CBC Lead AZENCY........uuuiiiieeeiiiciiiiieeee e e ececitteee e e e e e eseanreee e e e e e eennnes 46

Child Care and DOMESTIC VIOIENCE ...ccuviiiiieeee ettt sttt et st s e e st e s bt e e s bt e s be e e sabeesneeesabeesabeeasnreesareeesnnes 47
(@ Y1 @ T I Y=Y (U] - o TSR 47
Child Care INSPections PEI IMIONTN ......oii it e e et e e e e rate e e e s btee e s sabteeeessteeesesteeeesneeeesansenas 47
DOMESTIC VIOIBINCE .ttt ettt ettt e st e s bt e e st e s bt e e saeeesabe e e bt e e sabeesbeeesabeesabeeemseesabeeeneeesareesneeesaris 47
Percent Victims Leaving a Shelter with a Family Safety and Security Plan........cccoccveiiiiiieiiiniincenc e, 47

fii  Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 5|Page



Executive Summary

The Child Welfare Key Indicators Monthly Report presents key outcome, process, qualitative, workload, and
resource indicators selected to provide a general overview of the current state of Florida’s child welfare
system.

Florida Abuse Hotline

Workload. Consistent with seasonal trends, total contacts continued to decrease, from 40,852 in November to 38,511 in
December.

Timeliness. The average wait time before answer improved slightly from November (3 minutes 36 seconds) to
December (2 minutes 32 seconds). The percent of calls to the Florida Abuse Hotline that are abandoned before answer
decreased from 14.4% to 11.1% from November to December.

Screening Decisions. There continued to be a slight decline in the number of child maltreatment allegations screened-in
from November to December 2016, 18,721 to 17,883 respectively. Despite the observed decline in total screen-ins, the
percentage of screened-in reports remained stable from November (79.6%) to December (79.5%) 2016.

Child Protective Investigations

Workload. There was a continued decline observed in the number of incoming investigations from October to
December. Active investigations as of the last day of the month were at 23,986. Backlog showed a sharp decline from
October to December, decreasing by 405 cases from October (1,347) to December (942).

Timeliness. The statewide percent of alleged victims seen within 24 Hours has remained stable, but has declined since
the last half of 2013, with a sharp decline in April — July of this year. The statewide percent of investigations completed
within 60 days continued to increase to 93.6% in October.

Recurrence. Recurrence of maltreatment within 12 months continues near the 9.1% national standard.
Removals. 1,192 children were removed in December, continuing a multi-month decline.

Community-Based Care Lead Agencies (CBC)
Caseloads. There were 23,579 children in out-of-home care on December 31, 2016. The trend for children receiving in-
home services has remained relatively flat for three years, with 12,384 children receiving in-home services.

Child Safety. The percent of children with no verified maltreatment during case-managed in-home services has been
steady at around 97% for years and was 96.9% in July-September 2016. The percent of children with no verified
maltreatment within six months after termination of case-managed services was 94.9% for July to September 2016. The
percent of children with no verified maltreatment within six months of termination of Family Support Services is at
95.0% in January to March 2015.

Timely Permanency. For quarter October through December 2015, 42.9% of entries achieved permanency within 12
months of entry, exceeding the national standard (40.5%).

Placement Stability. Children entering care for January 1-December 31, averaged 4.38 moves per 1,000 days in care, not
meeting the national standard of 4.12 or fewer moves.

Placement in Removal County and Circuit. As of December 31, 2016, 36.2% of children were currently placed outside of
their removal county and 19.4% were placed outside their removal circuit.

Group Care. One CBC Lead Agencies has over 10% of children aged five and under in licensed care who are placed in
group care placements, compared to six areas with none and 2.6% statewide. This is improved from the previous report.
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Graph and Table Symbols

In an effort to identify opportunities for improvement and to meet the needs of the key indicator report consumers,
visual cues, in the form of symbols listed below, have been created and strategically displayed throughout the report to
allow for easy identification of important chart and table information.

List of Symbols

Updated- The data appearing within the chart or table has been changed from prior report
Monthly- Data updates monthly

Quarterly- Data update within the SFY quarters

Annual- Data updates on a 12 month cycle

Point-in-Time- Data updates on a defined date

Last day of month- Data update on the last day of the month

State Fiscal Year- July 15 through June 30"

Federal Fiscal Year- October 1% through September 30th

Calendar Year- January 1% through December 31°

Cumulative- All data points within a defined time period

New- Chart or table is has been added to the report

fiteceee@00000

Modified- Chart or table has been change from prior iteration
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DCF Service Structure

Regions, Circuits, Counties, and CBC Lead Agencies

Lead Agency
Farmuives Frst Network

Bag Bend CBC, Inc

Bag Bend CBC. Inc

(Coksmtna, Dose, Hamiion, Latayete.
Nackson, Susannee, Tayior Partraribep fof Strong Famsbes

Clawy Kiads Farsd of Flonda, Inc

Dunal, Massau Farmily Support Sereces of North Fionda, Inc

St Jobvs S Johns County Board of Comemmsssonens

Flagier, Pulnam, Violasa Community Patrersiep lor Cheldren, Inc

Parershep for Strong Famibes

ks Contral Inc

Orange Cmcecks CBC of Central Flonda

Hardes. Highlands, Polu Heartand For Cheidren

Sl CBC of Central Flonda

Breraard Brerard Family Parvwrsheg

Pinek Echard Cormmunsty Alernatraes

Sarasota Family YMCA, inc

Hillsborough Ehard Commurety Alerratras

Chavicte. Coller, (lades. Merdry, Lee Chruiclron’s Netiwcrh of Southaest Florada

Paien Baach (=

Broward (e

St Lucie Devareux CBC

M- (e Our Ko of Man-Dade/Monros. bnc

L Ouar Wt of Miary-Disde/Monros. inc
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Florida Abuse Hotline

Workload Trends
Reporting Method Trends

00

The Florida Abuse Hotline offers a variety of methods for citizens to report concerns about children and vulnerable
adults. Consistent with seasonal trends, total contacts continued to decrease, from 40,852 in November to 38,511 in

December.
Hotline Total Contacts and Trendsin
Reporting Methods: Telephone, Fax and Web /‘ Queue changes
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Seasonality of Hotline Workload

There were 42,691 total contacts offered for the month of December. “Contacts Offered” include those
abandoned by a caller who called back, so both attempts and completed calls from the same individual may be counted.

Seasonality in Reporting: Total Contacts Offered
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Screening Trends
Alleged Maltreatment Screening @ O

There continued to be a slight decline in the number of child maltreatment allegations screened-in from November to
December 2016, 18,721 to 17,883 respectively. Despite the observed decline in total screen-ins, the percentage of
screened-in reports remained stable from November (79.6%) to December (79.5%) 2016. Consistent with the past 3
years, the number of alleged child maltreatment screened-out has remained stable.

Child Maltreatment Allegations: Total, Screened-In, Screened-Out, and Percentage Screened-In
30,000 : 90%
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Special Conditions Screening
The percentage of special conditions screened-in decreased from November to December 2016, from 79.5% 0 O
to 78.9% respectively.

Special Conditions: Total, Screened-In, Screened-Out, and Percentage Screened-In
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Timeliness Trends
Average and Maximum Times to Answer or Abandon Q O

The average wait time before answer improved slightly from November (3 minutes 36 seconds) to December (2 minutes
32 seconds).

Average and Maximum Times to Answer or Abandon
English Language Line Only
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Percent of Calls Abandoned @ O

The percent of calls to the Florida Abuse Hotline that are abandoned before answer decreased from 14.4% to 11.1%
from November to December. The percent of Spanish Language Line abandoned calls continued to decrease to 20.0%.

Percent of Calls to Hotline Abandoned Before Answer: English and Spanish Language Lines
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Average Handling Time Trend Stratification @ O

The Average Handling Time (AHT) of a counselor includes talk time (ACD) and after call work (ACW). Average talk time
continued below the 12 minute level and ACW continued below the 22 minute level.

0:50:00 Average Handling Time Stratified by Average Talk Time and Average After-Call Work Time
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Hotline Counselor Workforce

Monthly Separations @ O

The Florida Abuse Hotline had five counselor separations in December 2016.

Separations by Month

12 Abuse Registry Counselor Class

Source: HR Report, "Separations -
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Child Protective Investigators

Workload Trends
Investigative Workload: Incoming, Active, and Backlog Investigations @ O

There was a continued decline observed in the number of incoming investigations from October to December. Active
investigations as of the last day of the month were at 23,986. Backlog showed a sharp decline from October to
December, decreasing by 405 cases from October (1,347) to December (942).

Child Protective Investigations Workload: Incoming, Active & Backlog (Active > 60 Days)

Statewide
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Investigative Workload: Stratified by Region @

As of December 31, 2016, 5 of the 6 regions had a backlog of less than 5%.

Child Protective Investigations Backlog as of December 31, 2016
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Maltreatment Investigations and Special Conditions Referrals @ °

Although there are over 10 times as many alleged maltreatment reports as special conditions referrals, the increasing
trend for special conditions is substantially higher than the trend for alleged maltreatment.

Trend in Components of Investigations Workload: Alleged Maltreatment and Special Conditions
Initial Reports and Additional Investigation Reports
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Special Conditions: Stratified by Type and by County

The increasing trend observed in special conditions is largely due to the increase in child-on-child referrals. All other
special condition types have remained fairly flat.

Special Conditions by Type Special Conditions Count by
County Month of December
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Statewide: More Than 15 Active Investigations @ 0

The statewide percent of CPIs with 15 or more active investigations as of December 31, 2016 was 51.0%.

Percent of Investigators with More Than 15 Active Investigations on Last Day of Month
Statewide
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Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s Office @ a

In 15 of 23 areas, 50% or more CPIs had more than 15 active investigations on the 315 of December. This is consistent
with previous months.

Percent of CPls with More Than 15 Active Investigations
as of December31,2016
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Timeliness Trends
Statewide: Alleged Child Victims Seen Within 24 Hours @ a

The statewide percent of alleged victims seen within 24 hours has remained stable from September to December.

Percent of Alleged Victims Seen Within 24 Hours
Statewide
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Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s Office @ O

Seven DCF circuits and sheriff’s offices were at 90% level or higher in December 2016.

Percent of Alleged Victims Seen within 24 Hours
December2016
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Statewide: Child Investigations Completed Within 60 Days @ 0

The statewide percent of investigations completed within 60 days continued to increase reaching 93.6% in October.

Percent of Investigations Completed Within Sixty Days
Statewide
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Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s Office
In 18 of 23 areas, 90% of investigations, with initial report received in October 2016, were completed within 0 Q
60 days.

Percent of Investigations Completed within Sixty Days
Investigations with Initial Report Received in October 2016
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Safety Determinations and Services Provided
These Tableau visualizations are for investigations closed between October 20, 2016 and December 19, 2016.

Impending Danger Threats and Safety Determination O
This visualization indicates that some children have been determined “unsafe,” yet have no impending danger (pink),
while others are determined “safe,” yet there is impending danger (dark blue). These anomalies are receiving follow-up
to determine cause.

Impending Danger Threats and Safety Determination
for Investigations Closed between November 23, 2016 and January 22, 2017

Percent of FFAs - Investigation by Impending Danger Threat and Safety Determination
. At Least One Child Unsafe & Impending Danger . All Children Safe & Impending Danger
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Impending Danger Threats Identified by Safety Determination O

This Tableau visualization indicates the percentage of the identified Impending Danger Threats for both safe and unsafe
children, by region.

Percent of Impending Danger Threats |dentified (of Total FFAs) by Safety Determination
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Unsafe Children and Safe Children by Service Type O

These Tableau visualizations reflect investigations closed between October 20 and December 19, 2016.

e The visualization on the left indicates that some children have been determined “unsafe,” yet have no services (red).
A root cause analysis determined that these cases were primarily a result of documentation error.

¢ The visualization on the right indicates that some children have been determined “safe,” yet were placed in out-of-
home care (violet) or received case-managed in-home services (dark blue).

These anomalies are receiving follow-up to determine cause.

Percent of Unsafe Children by Service Type
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Unsafe Children with No Services or Family Supports

The following chart provides a trend view of the number of children who have been deemed unsafe, by month of
investigative closure, who are receiving Family Support Services or No Services as opposed to ongoing, case-managed
services. Once again, it was determined that those “unsafe” children receiving no services is a result of documentation
errors. The PMU is working closely with operations to remedy the errors.

Number of Unsafe Children Receiving No Services or Family
Support Services Upon Investigative Closure
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Statew

ide: Recurrence of Maltreatment After Verified Findings Q °

Recurrence within 12 months has consistently been within a percentage point since October 2013 and is
currently at 9.3%.

15% <

Verified Recurrence of Maltreatment within 12 Months of Verified Findings
By Month of Initial Investigation with Verified Findings

14% 1
13% 3

12% 1
1% 3

JAN
N/ n" N\

10% 7

4{ National Standard 9.1% I \V/ \ /\\//\\,\//_'\

9% 3
8% 3

7% 1

6% 3

5% 3

4% 3
3% ]

2% 3

Source: Non-Recurrence |

Trend ("Spinner"”) Report

1% 3
0% 3

1234567 891011121 23 456 7 8 91011121 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011121 2 3 4 56 6 7 8 91011121 2 3 4 6§ 6 7 8 9
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Stratification by DCF Circuit and Sheriff’s Office @ 0

There is wide variation among the circuits and sheriff’s offices on this indicator. However, it should be noted variation in
rates is influenced by both reporting and verification rates.

12

Circuitand Sheriff

Percent Verified Recurrence of Maltreatment within 12 Months of Verified Findings
Initial Investigation with Verified Findings in July - September 2015, followed through 9/2016
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CPI Workforce

Monthly Separations @ O

CPI and Senior CPI separations continue to decline with CPI separations falling to 28 for December 2016. This is lowest
number of CPI separations within a month since April 2015

Separations for Any Reason by Month
Child Protective Investigator Class
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Consistent with recent trends, 27.7% of CPIs positions are vacant or have less than 6 months experience and 48.9% are
vacant or have less than 1 year experience.
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Flow from CPI to CBC Lead Agencies

Removals and Removal Rates

Statewide Trend @ 0

1,192 children were removed in December, continuing a four month declining trend. The rate of removal for October
was 5.9 per 100 children investigated.

Number of Children Removed from their Families and
Removal Rate per 100 Children Investigated Statewide
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There remains wide variation among circuits and sheriff’s offices on this indicator. Removal rates range from 3.0 to 9.3
per 100 children investigated.

Removal Rate per 100 Children Investigated July-September 2016
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Quarterly Stratification by Circuit and CBC Lead Agency

There is wide variation among the circuits and CBC lead agencies on this indicator.

Circuitand Lead Agency
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Removal Rate per 100 Children Investigated July-September 2016
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Community-Based Care Lead Agencies

Caseload Indicators

Statewide Trends in Case-Managed Services @ O

There were 23,579 children in out-of-home (OHC) care on December 31, 2016, consistent with the upward trend in OHC
observed since the middle of 2013. The trend for children receiving in-home services has remained relatively flat for
three years, with 12,384 children receiving in-home services on December 31, 2016.

Children Protected: In-Home vs. Out-of-Home Care Statewide
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Services Mix @ O

There continues to be variation among circuits in regards to in-home and out-of-home care services, with
the widest variation occurring in use of Family Support Services.

Children Receiving Services by Type on 12/31/2016 -- Rates per 1000 Child Population

1 Families First Network [8.7 [ [20]
7 Comm. Partnership for Children ]9.1 m _m|
5Kids Central, Inc. |83 [3.8] [ [17]
13 Eckerd (Hillsborough) [7.2 [0.4]]
3 & 8 Partnership Strong Families [7.7 [4.0] [ [1.3]
10H i
- eartland for.Chlldren 7.6 [3.6] []0.8]]
g 12 Sarasota Family YMCA |[8.1 m .m|
g 18Brevard Family Partnership [7.0 [3.9] [5.7
< 20 Children's Network of SW Fla [6.4 [4.0] [0.5]]
2 6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas) [7.4 [[0.8]
it 17 ChildNet (Broward) [5.8 [3.1] 0.6]]
2 ~ Statewide [57 [3.0] [ [14]]
s 2814 Big Bend CBC [5.8 [26] [ [1.6]
8 19 Devereux CBC |5.0 m -M|
£ 4Kids First of Florida [5.0 [0.7]
4 Family Support Sves North Fla [3.9 [3.1] [ 23]
18 CBC Central Florida (Seminole) [3.9 [ [1.5]
7 St Johns -- Family Integrity [4.6 [1.3][0.4]
9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc) 3.3 [2.2] [ [1.3] Source: OCW Child Welfare
i Services Trend Report and
15 ChildNet (Paim Beach) [4.0 [1.5[0.2] OCWDRU Report #1004
11816 OurKids |33 [2.0[l0.2]]
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
‘ m Qut-of-Home Care m Case-Managed In-Home Services oFamily Support Services ‘

Wit Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 24| Page



Removals and Discharges Compared to Out-of-Home Care Trend @ O
The number of removals continued to decline, having a total removal count of 1,192 for the month of December.
Monthly discharges decreased from 1,307 in November to 1,242 discharges in December.

Out-of-Home Care, Removals and Discharges Statewide
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The rise in children in out-of-home care over the last three years has been met primarily by increases in unlicensed
kinship placements — relatives beginning in 2013; non-relatives in 2014. On December 31, 2016, there 23,579 children in
out-of home care with 10, 667 in relative care placement, 7,191 in a licensed family foster home, 2,828 in non-relative
care, 2,238 in licensed group care, and 655 in other placement.

Children in Out-of-Home Care by Placement Type Statewide
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Family Functioning Assessment-Ongoing Implementation Map @ 0
This Tableau map provides county-specific percentages, as well as percentages by region. Please note that this map is a
snapshot in time and does not reflect closed cases that utilized a FFA ongoing. Zero percent for some counties may
result from a small number of cases or cases assigned to other counties.

Ongoing Services Safety Methodology Implementation Status as of 1/20/2017

- H
T

Percent of Total Cases with an Approved

FFA-Ongoing
Region
Central Region 69.7%
Northeast Region 68.3%
Northwest Region 7.1%
Southeast Region 68.6%
Southern Region 20.4%
Suncoast Region 55.0%
Statewide 61.1%

Percent of Total Cases with an Approved FFA-Ongoing
oo I I '

Source: FSFN report Active Cases with an Approved FFA-Ongoing - OCWRU #1084
Notes: Small number of cases will affect county percentages. Based on location of primary worker.
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CBC Rapid Safety Feedback Q 0

The chart below contains the results of Quality Assurance case reviews which rate the cases on various areas as either
“strengths” or “opportunities for improvement.”

CBC Statewide Rapid Safety Feedback: Percent Considered
"Strength"
October-December 2016

1 Are family as=zessments of danger threats, child vulnerability, and family
protective capacities suficient to identify safety concerns and case plan
adions needed to effectively address caregiver protedtive capacdities and...

1.1 I8 the most recent family assessment suficient? 50.0%
1.2 Is the most recent family as=zessment completed timehy? 45_9"{’9

2 Arevigits between case managers, children, and parent(s) or legal
custedian(s) suficient to ensure child safety and evaluate progress toward
case plan outcomes?

2.1 |z the quality of visits between the caze manager and the child({ren)
sufficient to address issues pertaining to safety and evaluate progress
towand case plan outcomes?

2.2 |z the frequency of visits between the case manager and the childiren)
sufiicient to ensure child safety and evaluate progress toward case plan
outcomes?

2.3 Iz the guality of visits between the caze manager and the child's mother
sufiicient to address issues pertaining to safety and evaluate progress
toward case plan cutcomes?

2.4 |sthe frequency ofthe visits between the case manager andthe child’s
mother suficient to ensure child safety and evaluate progress toward case
plan cutcomes?

2.5 |g the quality ofthe vists between the case manager and the child’s
father suficient to address iszues pertaining to safety and evaluate progress
toward case plan cutcomes?

2.6 |z the frequency ofthe visits between the cage manager andthe child's
father sufiicient to ensure child safety and evaluate progress toward case
plan outcomes?

3 Are background checks and home assessments sufficient and responded
to with a sense of urgency when needed to address potential danger
threats?

3.1 Are background checks and home assessments completed when 5.9Y%
needed? -5 /o

3.2 |z the information assessed and used o address potential danger
threats?

=J

1.9%

4 |5 a suffiident safety plan in placeto contrel danger threats to protect a
child?

4.1 |athe safety plan suficient?

6.0%

472 |s the safety plan actively monitored to ensure that it is working
eflectively to protect the childiren) from identified danger threats?

o

I A
E )] o] [
=~
—
i :

5%

5 |z the caze manager supervisor conduding guided discussions at specific
points in the case management process focused on promoting effective
practice and decision making?

5.1 Iz the supenvsor regulary consulting with the case manager? 6%

5.2 Iz the supervizor ensuring recommended actions are followed up on? 46.8%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
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Safety Indicators
Child Safety Trends: Comparison of Three Indicators Q

Children continue to be safer while receiving services than after termination of services:

* The percent of children with no verified maltreatment during case-managed in-home services has been steady
at around 97% for years and was 96.9% in July-September 2016.

¢ The percent of children with no verified maltreatment within six months after termination of case-managed
services was 94.9% for July to September 2016.

¢ The percent of children with no verified maltreatment within six months of termination of Family Support

Services was at 95% for those closing in January to March 2015.
Safety of Children During Case-Managed In-Home Services and Within Six Months of
Termination from Family Support Services and Case-Managed In-Home Services
Statewide
100%

99%

98%

96.7%

97%

96%

95%

94%

93%

92% . .
=c=During Case-Managed In-Home Services

. Sources: FSFN reports #1109, #1115, and "Children with No After Termination of Case-Managed In-Home Services
91% Verified Maltreatment Within Six Months of Termination of
Family Support Services" == After Termination of Family Support Services

90%
Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Aprun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep

2013 2014 2015 2016

Child Safety During Case-Managed In-Home Services Q

Statewide performance for July to September was 96.9%.

Percent of Children Receiving In-Home Services in Quarter Who Were Not Maltreated During Services
Children Served July-September 2016
Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole)
Devereux CBC

Chidrens Network of Sw rlorids

Kids Central, Inc.

Heartland for Children S7.7%
Families First Network 97.6%
Eckerd Community Alternatives 97 3%
Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc 97.2%
& Statewide
g, Partnership for Strong Families 96.9%
z Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition 96.8%
3 Community Based Care of Central Fla 96.8%
Chiiet alm Beach
Eckerd Community Hilshorough
s of Florid, I
Y S—
Big Bend CBC

Source: FSFN OCWDRU report #1109,
Community Partnership for Children I "Children Who Are not Neglected or

Brevard Family Partnership Abused During In-Home Services'

70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%
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Child Safety in Out-of-Home Care Q
This measure is generated by taking the total number of reports with at least one verified maltreatment and dividing it
by the total number of days in foster care for all children, with the result multiplied by 100,000 to calculate the rate of
victimization per 100,000 days in foster care. The data for this quarter shows wide variation among the CBCs, with
statewide performance not meeting the national standard of 8.50 or less.

Rate of Foster Care Children with a Verified Maltreatment per 100,000 Days in Care
July-September 2016

Childrens Network of SW Florida (n=32)
ChildNet-Palm Beach (n=23) [22.8]
Brevard Family Partnership (n=13)
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition (n=16) 17.0
Family Integrity Program (n=3) 15.2
Community Partnership for Children (n=13) 11.7
Statewide (n=218) 103
Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole) (n=4)
Kids Central, Inc. (n=14) m
Our Kids of Miami-Dade /Menroe, Inc (n=16)
ChildNet-Broward (n=20) [a1]
Eckerd Community Hillsborough (n=17)

S ——

Eckerd Community Alternatives (n=11)

Reports with Verified Findings)

Big Bend CBC (n=5)

CBC Lead Agency (n:

Partnership for Strong Families (n=5)

Kids First of Florida, Inc. (n=1]

GoOoD

Heartland for Children (n=4) 3.7 Source: FSFN OCWDRU Report
. - #1106 — "Rate of Abuse orNeglect
Family Support Services of North Fla (n=2| -EI .
v Supp in=2) National Standard: 8.5 or less Per Day While in Foster Care”
Devereux CBC (n=1)
!
o] z 4 [ 8 10 1z 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

Child Safety After Termination of Case-Managed Services Q
Statewide performance for services terminated in January to March 2016 was 94.1%.

Percent of Children Terminated from Case Managed Services in Quarter Who Were Not Maltreated
within Six Months, for Children with Services Terminated January-March 2016

Child Net-Broward 98.7%
Sarasota Y/Safe Chidren Coaliton

Eckerd Community Hillsborough
Community Based Care of Central Fla 96.4% m
Community Partnership for Children 95.
Childrens Network of SW Florida
Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc | o5 ]
big send coc | 5 ]

Brevard Family Partnership 95.1%

Statevide
Partnership for Strong Families 94.3%
ChidNet-Pim Beach
Kids Central, Inc.
Eckerd Community Alteratives
Devereux CBC

Heartland for Children

Famll Support Services of North Fla

Families First Network

s (2

CBC Lead Agency
&

Family Integrity Program JJ| Source: FSFN OCWDRU Report #1115 —

"Children Who Are Mot Neglected or Abused
within Six Months of Termination of

Community Based Care of Central Fla...
Kids First of Flarida, Inc.

70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

f Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement 29| Page



Child Safety After Termination of Family Support Services Q

Statewide performance for services terminated in January through March 2016 was 95.0%.

Percent of Children Terminated from Family Support Services in Quarter Who Were Not Maltreated

within Six Months, for Children with Services Terminated January-March 2016
St Johns/Family Integrity Program (n=11)
Partnership for Strong Families (n=15)
ChildNet-Broward (n=12) 100.0%
Heartland For Children Inc

HE
\

g
2

United For Families

CBC of Seminole

Qur Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe
Eckerd Community Hillsborough
CBC of Central Florida

g
2

Family Support Services
Comm. Partnership For Children 95.6%
Childrens Network of SW Florida 95.6%

Big Bend CBC
Statewide

CBC Lead Agency

\ aI
als|e
B (N
ggé
E
2

g

[ :

Kids Central, Inc.

o
w

Families First Network .0%

CBC of Brevard
Kids First Of Florida Inc (n=24) .

)

=

g[S
=
=

Eckerd Community Alternatives 91.3%
. . Source: F5FN Report "Children with No Verified
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition (n=59) Maltreatment Within Six Menths of Termination
Childnet Palm Beach of Family Support Services."
70% 75% 80% 85% 90% 95% 100%

Permanency Indicators
Statewide Trend: Permanency Within 12 Months of Removal Q Q

Permanency within 12 Months of Removal is our primary indicator of timely permanency. Statewide performance is at a
current level of 42.9%, demonstrating a slight upward trend for the past three quarters.

Children Achieving Permanency within Twelve Months for Children Removed Each Quarter

Statewide
60%
o1.5% 50.8% 9
) 49.5% © S04%  490% 488%  49.0%
50% AT 1%
43.3% 4o.0% 43.3% 42 9%
- U % 415% o
A0% e e e e e === == - National Standard: 4056% |= = = = = = = = = & ¢ - C - - - - CTET e e - - - -
30%
20%
10%
Source: FSFN OCWDRL #1118 — "Children
Exiting Foster Care to a Permanent Home
within 12 Menths of Entering Care”
0%
Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec
2012 2013 2014 2015
Removal Quarter
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Stratification by CBC Lead Agency

Twelve of the lead agencies exceed the national standard of 40.5%.

Children Removedin October throughDecember 2015and Followed for 12 Months

Devereux CBC
ChildNet-Palm Beach
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition

Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole)

Circuit and CBC Lead Agency

Long-Term Statewide Trends on Three Permanency Indicators

Partnership for Strong Families
Eckerd Community Hillsborough
Childrens Network of SW Florida

Eckerd Community Alternatives

Statewide

Kids Central, Inc.

Heartland for Children

Families First Network

Kids First of Florida, Inc.

Family Support Services of North Fla
Brevard Family Partnership

Qur Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc

Big Bend CBC

ChildNet-Broward

Community Partnership for Children

Community Based Care of Central Fla

Family Integrity Program

Children Achieving Permanency within 12 Months of Removal

!

50

S E
1
HIHEE
=105
SIE IRIEIE
2]

41.6

=]z

sll&
NN

40.9%

\

P
=]
=
F

w

e

Ik

&
-

37.3%
1.3% National Standard 40.5%

:

31.8% 1

S0.0% : Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1118 — "Children
. 1 Exiting Foster Care to a Permanent Home
27.5% I within 12 Months of Entering Care”
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

The following chart shows the long-term changes in the relationship between three indicators of timely permanency
performance. Florida continues to exceed national standards on all three indicators. However, permanency within 12
months for both entry cohorts and in-care 12-23 month cohorts declined in the last two years, while permanency within
12 months for children in care 24+ months cohorts improved in the last few years.

65%

60%

55%

50%

45%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%
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Entry 1-1-10 to 12-31-10

Three Indicators of Permanency within 12 Months: from Entry, In Care 12-23 Months, In Care 24+ Months

Performance over Last Six Federal Fiscal Years

Statewide
58.8% 58.9% 59.1%
57.0%
\\553% 55.4%
50.6%
48.6% 485%
— ] 43.6% National Standard In Care 12-23 Months Cohort |- — = = = = - = C - o - - - C S === _ _424%
- -| 40.5% Mational Standard Entry Cohort } ———————— - o _T
40.0% 40.4% ! 408%
A% 402% :
—
35-101‘:) 35.“}4]

= -| 30.3% National Standard In Care 24+ Months Cohort ‘ ————————————————————————————

In Care 1-1-2011

In Care 1-1-2012
Entry 1-1-11 to 12-31-11

Sources: FSFN OCWDRU #1118 — "Children Exiting Foster Care to a PermanentHome within 12 Months of Entering Care”
#1137 —"Children Exiting Foster Careto a Permanent Home within 12 Months for Children in Foster Care 12-23 Months™
#1196 —"Children Exiting Foster Careto a PermanentHome within 12 Months for Children in Foster Care 24 Months or More™

In Care 1-1-2013
Entry 1-1-22 to 12-31-12

In Care 1-1-2014
Entry 1-1-13 to 12-31-13

In Care 1-1-2015 In Care 1-1-2016
Entry 1-1-14 to 12-31-14  Entry 1-1-15to 12-31-15
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Permanency Within 12 Months for Children in Care 12-23 Months @ 0

Stratification by CBC Lead Agency

Statewide performance continues to exceed the national average with 19 of 20 CBCs achieving standard.

Children in Care 12-23 Months on 10/1/2015 Who Achieved Permanency
Within an Additional 12 Months

Kids First of Florida, Inc.

Big Bend CBC

Devereux CBC

Family Support Services of North Fla
ChildMet-Palm Beach

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition

E Partnership for Strong Families
5 Community Based Care of Central Fla
g Community Based Care of Central Fla |Seminole)
E Statewide
Eckerd Community Alternatives [52.8%]
Chidet Sroward
Family Integrity Program [51.1%]
Eckerd Community Hillsborough [ 51.0%]
Community Partnership for Children [50.9%]
Famifies st Network
Heartland for Children 30.6% Source: FSFN OCWDRLU #1137 —
Brevard Family Partnership |47.8%] “Children Exiting Foster Cars to 3
} . Permanent Home within 12 Maonths for
Childrens Network of SW Florida Children in Foster Care 12-23 Months™
Kids Centra,Inc. ;
0% 10% 20% 30% a0% 50% B0% T0%

Permanency Within 12 Months for Children in Care 24+ Months
Stratification by CBC Lead Agency

Statewide performance of 40.8% is high with all but one area meeting the 30.3% national standard.

Childrenin Care 24+ Months on 1/1/2016 Who Achieved Permanency
Within an Additional 12 Months

Devereux CBC
Community Based Care of Central Fla
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition m
Big Bend CBC
Brevard Family Partnership 45,2%

Family Integrity Program
National Standard 30.3%

Eckerd Community Hillsborough

Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole)

E Statewide
E Communiy Partnership for Children
3 Faily Support Services o North Fs
g Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc 39.7%
2 Eckerd Community Alernatves N 5.1 |
Childrens Network of SW Florida 39.1%
Heartland for Children
ChildNet-Broward
ChildNet-Palm Beach 37.9%

80%

il

Families First Network

[3238%

Partnership for Strong Families

Kids Central, Inc.
Twenty-Four Manths or More”

m Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1196 — "Children
Exiting Foster Care to a Permanent Home
within 12 Months for Children in Foster Care

Kids First of Florida, Inc.
1
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

50%

i Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement

60%
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Statewide Trend: Re-Entry into OHC Within 12 Months of Achieving Permanency @ °
Statewide performance for the most recent available quarter (entries two years ago) declined for the October-
December quarter. However, performance has remained below the national standard of 91.7% for entries since 2012.
This new federal measure presents an incomplete picture of re-entry, selecting only children removed two years ago
who achieved permanency within 12 months and did not return to out-of-home care within 12 months of achieving
permanency.

Children Achieving Permanency within 12 Months of Removal Who Did not Re-Enter Care
within 12 Months of Achieving Permanency

Statewide
100%

98%
96%
94%
92% e e e mm e e mm e === .{ National Standard: 91.7% | = — = — = = = = = = = = = = = = = = — = — -
90%
88% 88.9% 89.7% | 88.7%
g 88.4% o
86% 87.6% 87.0% o 87.5%
84% Source: FSFN OCWORU #1099 -
"Children Who Do Mot Re-Enter Foster
82% Care within Twelve (12) Months of Maoving
to a Permanent Home"
80%
Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec Jan-Mar Apr-Jun Jul-Sep Oct-Dec
2012 2013 2014
Removal Quarter
Stratification by CBC Lead Agency Q °

16 of 20 CBCs need improvement on this indicator in order to meet the national standard of 91.7%.

Children Removed October Through December2014 Who Achieved Permanency within 12 Months and
Did Not Re-Enter Care within the Subsequent 12 Months After Achieving Permanency

Family Integrity Program
Partnership for Strong Families
Big Bend CBC
ChildNet-Broward

Eckerd Community Hillsborough
Devereux CBC

Childrens Network of SW Florida
Families First Network

e 1.

w
=2
@
=

i
‘

g(|8
|| #

Heartland for Children

Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1099 -
"Children Who Do Not Re-Enter Foster

Care within Twelve (12) Months of Moving
to a Permanent Home"

1
1
1
)
=
5 Faily Support Sovices o North Fla ;
@
2 atewide 88.7% :
3 OurKids of Miami. DadelNonroe, Inc -
@ ]
d Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition I
1
B . .
S Eckerd Community Alternatives :
Kids First of Florida, Inc. ]
1
Kids Central, Inc. 87.6% 1
]
Community Based Care of Central Fla 87.5% ]
]
Community Based Care of Central Fla {Seminole) 85.3% 1
]
)
1
I
!

Brevard Family Partnership

ChildNet-Palm Beach
National Standard 91.7%

1
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Community Partnership for Children
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Timeliness of Judicial Handling
These Children’s Legal Services indicators are directly related to the indicators of timely permanency.

Reunification Goal After 15 Months and No Termination of Parental Rights Activity @ 0

The statewide average was 7.8% on December 31, 2016. Circuit goals are set for each period after review of baseline
information.

Percentage of Children with Reunification Goal Extended Past15 months and no TPR Activity
Children Active on December 31,2016

10 16.7%
17
18
9 1.5%
13
11816
5
£ 15 [81%]
g sw
o

n
[=]

5.9%

-~ o

1

1

e 5.6%] !

14 I 5.6%] .

s .

12 !

2 2.3% 1
3&8 21% | Statewide Percentage 7.8% | Source: FSFN Children's Legal
I Services Daily Business Objects

19 1 Report
1 |0.8% I
0% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9% 10% 11% 12% 13% 14% 15% 16% 17%
Timeliness of Termination of Parental Rights, from Petition to Order Q

The statewide median was 153 days in July through December. Circuit goals are set for each period after review of
baseline information.

Median Days from Termination of Rights Petition to Entry of Final Order
Children with TPR Final Orders July 1,2016 to December31, 2016

Circuit
-~

9
6
3&8
5 Source: FSFN Children's Legal
2 Services Daily Business Objects
4
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Median Days
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Time from Removal Date to Disposition Order 0
The statewide median is 58 days, much better than the statewide target of less than 90 days. Circuit goals are set for
each six-month period after review of baseline information.

Median Number of Days from Shelter to Disposition
Children with Disposition July 1, 2016 - December 31,2016

14
10
o 20
3 18 ,
5 6 :
sw i
1216 |
17 !
1 :
19 :
13 i
388 I
15 .
2 !
12 |
4 Source: FSFN Children's Legal
9 SW Target: Under 90 Days ‘ Services Daily Business Objects
6 1 Report
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 %0 80 90 100
Median Days
Maintaining Connections in Placement Q 0

Statewide Trend: Placement Stability
Statewide performance has been slightly better than the national standard of 4.12 moves per 1,000 days in
foster care over the last few years, until increasing to 4.38 moves per 1,000 days in the last four quarters.

Placement Moves per 1,000 Days in Foster Care For Children Entering Care January 1 - December 31
Statewide
5.00

4.50

—————————————— National Standard: 4.12 Moves ‘— T = - =438
4.04

3.81
3.50 363

3.00

2.50

2.00

1.50

1.00

0.50 Source: FSFN OCWDRU Report
" #1102: "Placement Moves Per
1.000 Days in Foster Care"

0.00
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Period of Entry
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Stratification by CBC Lead Agency Q Q

Statewide performance, currently at 4.38 moves per 1,000 days in foster care, does not meet the national standard of
4.12 moves. There is wide variation among the lead agencies, with most meeting the standard.

Placement Moves Per 1,000 Days in Foster Care for Children Entering Foster Care
January 1, 2016 through December 31,2016

Childrens Network of SW Florida
Families First Network

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc
Eckerd Community Hillsborough
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition
Kids Central, Inc.

Statewide

Devereux CBC
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Family Support Services of North Fla
Eckerd Community Alternatives

Brevard Family Partnership
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Community Based Care of Central Fla
ChildNet-Palm Beach

Heartland for Children
ChildNet-Broward

Big Bend CBC

Partnership for Strong Families

CBC Lead Agency
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Source: FSFN OCWDRU Report
#1102: "Placement Moves Per
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Statewide Trend: Placement of Siblings Group Together G Q

Statewide performance has declined slightly over the last few years from around 66% to around 64%.

Percent of Sibling Groups in Foster Care Where All Siblings Are Placed Together on December 31

80% Statewide
75%
709
. 67.5% 66.6%
o57% ' 64.6% 64.2%
65% 00 E e e e e m e mmmm e B — P . R —
!
State Target: 65%
60%
95%
50%
45% Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1124
- "Sibling Groups Where All
Siblings Are Placed Together”
40%
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Childrenin Sibling Groups in Care on December 31
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Stratification by CBC Lead Agency @ G 0

Although statewide performance was at 64.2% on December 31, there is variation among the lead agencies.

Percentof Sibling Groupsin Foster Care Where All Siblings Are Placed Togetheras of December 31,2016

Family Integrity Program

Kids Central, Inc.

Family Support Services of North Fla

Brevard Family Partnership

Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole)
Eckerd Community Alternatives

Big Bend CBC

Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition

Eckerd Community Hillsborough
Partnership for Strong Families
Devereux CBC

Kids First of Florida, Inc.

CBC Lead Agency

Statewide
Community Based Care of Central Fla

Commu nity Partnership for Children

Childrens Network of SW Florida

ChildNet-Palm Beach
OurKids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc
ChildNet-Broward

Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1124~
"Sibling Groups Where All Siblings
Are Placed Together”

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 0%

Proximity of Placement to Maintain Connections @ Q Q
Children Placed Outside Removal County

36.2% of children are currently placed outside of their removal county, but there is wide variation across CBCs.

Percentof Childrenin Licensed Out-of-Home Care Placed Outside of Removal County

as of December 31,2016
3 & 8 Partners hip for Strong Families 81.7%
19 Dovereun

5 Kids Central, Inc
2 & 14 Big Bend CBC
12 Sarasota Family YMCA

[
n

1 Families First Network
9 CBC Central Florida {Orange & Osceola)
6 Eckerd (Pasco & Pinellas)

20 Children’s Network of SW Florida

Statewide
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Children Placed Outside the Removal Circuit @ e 0

The 19.0% currently placed outside of their removal circuit is lower than for the out-of-county indicator, as many
children that are not placed in their home county are placed within their home circuit.

Percentof Children in Licensed Out-of-Home Care Placed Outside of Removal Circuit
as of December31,2016
3 & 8 Partnership for Strong Families
9 CBC Central Florida (Orange & Osceola)
2 8 14 Big Bend CBC
12 Sarasota Family YMCA
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Placement in Family Settings
@00

Trends in Group Care by Age Report
The number of children aged 6-12 in group care has increased sharply since 2014. There was an observed increase in
group care for September in both the 6-12 and 13-17 age groups.

Childrenin Licensed Group Care by Age Group as of the Last Day of the Month

Statewide
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Children in Group Care by Age Group: Ages 0-5

Thirteen lead agencies had 1.0% or less of these very young children placed in group care on December 31.

Circuit and Lead Agency
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Percentof Childrenin Licensed Care Who Were Placed in Group Care as of 12/31/2016

11 & 16 Our Kids

19 Devereux CEC

12 Sarasota Family YMCA

13 Eckerd (Hillsborough)

10 Heartland for C hildren

17 ChildNet (Broward)

Statewide

18 CBC Central Florida (Seminole)
18 Brevard Family Partnership

3 & 8 Partnership Strong Families
9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc)

1 Families First Network

20 Children's Network of SW Fla
5 Kids Central, Inc.

6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas)

15 ChildNet (Palm Beach)

4 Kids First of Florida

4 Family Support Sves North Fla
7 St Johns — Family Integrity

7 Comm. Partnership for Children
2 & 14 Big Bend CBC
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Ages 0-5

Children in Group Care by Age Group: Ages 6-12

The percentage of children in group care increases with age, with one CBC having more than twice the percentage of

children aged 6-12 in group care compared to the statewide level.

Circuit and Lead Agency
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Source: OCWDRU Report #1005, "Children and
Young Adults in Out-of-Home Care or Receiving
In-Home Services by Age"
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Percentof Children in Licensed Care Who Were Placed in Group Care as of 12/31/2016

19 Devereux CBC

2 8& 14 Big Bend CBC

12 Sarasota Family YMCA

10 Heartland for Children

11 & 16 Our Kids

5 Kids Central, Inc.

1 Families First Network

13 Eckerd (Hillsborough)

17 ChildNet (Broward)

15 ChildNet (Palm Beach)
Statewide

18 Brevard Family Partners hip

9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc)

7 Comm. Partnership for Children
6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas)

4 Family Support Svcs North Fla
18 CBC Central Florida (Seminole)

3 & 8 Partners hip Strong Families
20 Children's Network of SW Fla
7 St Johns -- Family Integrity
4 Kids First of Florida 3.1%
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Children in Group Care by Age Group: Ages 13-17

Most CBC lead agencies have 50% or more children in this age range placed in a group home environment,
with three CBCs having over 80%.
Percentof Childrenin Licensed Care Who Were Placed in Group Care as of 12/31/2016

Circuit and Lead Agency
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Children in Group Care by Age Group: Ages 0-17

19 Devereux CBC

15 ChildNet (Palm Beach)

9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc)
10 Heartland for Children

T Comm. Partnership for Children
12 Sarasota Family YMCA

18 CBC Central Florida (Seminole)
2 814 Big Bend CBC

17 ChildNet (Broward)

13 Eckerd (Hillsborough)

Statewide

5 Kids Central, Inc.

6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas)

3 & 8 Partners hip Strong Families
20 Children's Network of SW Fla
18 Brevard Family Partners hip

1 Families First Network

7 5t Johns -- Family Integrity

11 & 16 Qur Kids

4 Kids First of Florida

4 Family Support Svecs North Fla
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and Young Adults in Out-of-Home Care or
Receiving In-Home Services by Age"
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Statewide, almost one quarter of all children in licensed care aged 0-17 were placed in group care on December 31.

Circuit and Lead Agency
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Percentof Childrenin Licensed Care Who Were Placed in Group Care as of 12/31/2016

19 Devereux CBC

15 ChildNet (Palm Beach)

12 Sarasota Family YMCA

10 Heartland for Children

2 & 14 Big Bend CBC

9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc)
17 ChildNet (Broward)

11 & 16 Our Kids

13 Eckerd (Hillsborough)
Statewide

T Comm. Partnership for Children
18 CBC Central Florida (Seminole)
5 Kids Central, Inc.

1 Families First Network

3 & & Partners hip Strong Families
18 Brevard Family Partners hip

6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas)

20 Children's Network of SW Fla
7 5t.Johns -- Family Integrity

4 Family Support Svcs North Fla
4 Kids First of Florida
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Prescribed Psychotropic Medications
Children in Out-of-Home Care with Prescribed Psychotropic Medications @ 0

The statewide percentage of children in out-of-home care with at least one prescribed psychotropic medication on
February 1 was 10.93%. This chart provides the number and percentage with psychotropic medications.

Percentage of Children in Out-of-Home Care that were Prescribed at Least One Psychotropic Medication
as of 12/21/2016

Kids First of Florida, Inc n=42

Partnership for Strong Families n=129

Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition n=138 3.18%

Heartland for Children n=162
Childrens Network of SW Florida n=180
Eckerd Community Alternatives n=239
Families First Network n=173 2.62%
Family Support Services of North Fla n=107
ChildNet-Paim Beach n=130
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Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole) n=46 1.73%
Big Bend CBC n=96 71%
Kids Central, Inc n=176 11.32%

Qur Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroeg, Inc n=205 0.96%
Statewide n=2,613 0.95%

Devereux CBC n=62 0.56%
Brevard Family Partnership n=74
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CBC Lead Agency and Number of Children with Prescription

Community Based Care of Central Fla n=125 0.23%
Community Partnership for Children n=121 0.15%
ChildNet-Broward n=199
Eckerd Community Hillsborough n—181 Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1001 ~
) B "Psychotropic Medication Summary Report”
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Children with Consent for Prescribed Psychotropic Medications @ 0
In order to administer psychotropic medication to a foster child, parental consent or a court order must be obtained,
unless the child is receiving inpatient services or a physician certifies that delay would be likely to harm the child. The
statewide percentage of children with at least one prescribed psychotropic medication on February was 98.3%. This
chart provides the number with no consent and percentage with consent.

Children in Out-of-Home Care that Were Prescribed at Least One Psychotropic Medication
Percent with Consent Obtained as of 2/1/2017

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monree, Inc {11,16) n=0
ChildNet-Palm Beach (15) n=0

Eckerd Community Alternatives (06) n=0
Community Based Care of Central Fla (09) n=0
Brevard Family Partnership (18) n=0
Partnership for Strong Families (03,08) n=0

Kids First of Florida, Inc. (04) n=0

Families First Network (01) n=0

Heartland for Children (10) n=1
ChildNet-Broward {17) n=2

Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition (12) n=2
Community Partnership for Children (07) n=2
Statewide Total n=46

Family Support Services of North Fla (04) n=2
Eckerd Community Hillsborough {13) n=5
Devereux CBC (19) n=2

Big Bend CBC (02,14) n=3

Kids Central, Inc. {05) n=9

CBC Lead Agency and Number withoutConsent

Community Based Care of Central Fla {Seminole) (18) n=3

Family Integrity Program (07) n=1 Source: FSFN OCWDRU #1001 —
Childrens Network of SW Florida (20) n=13 92.3% "Psychotropic Medication Summary Report”
88% 90% 92% 94% 96% 98% 100%
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Dental Services

Children Receiving Dental Services in Last Seven Months Q 0
Considerable progress has been made in the last few years with medical and dental services, with the statewide percent
of children receiving recent dental services at 91.3% as of December 31*.

Percent of Childrenin Out-of-Home Care Who Received Dental Services withinthe Last Seven Months
(All Placement Types, including Licensed and Kinship Care) -- as of December 31,2016

Eckerd Community Hillsborough

Big Bend CBC

ChildNet-Broward

Eckerd Community Alternatives
Family Support Services of North Fla
Heartland for Children

Brevard Family Partnership

Qur Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc
Devereux CBC

Community Based Care of Central Fla
Kids First of Florida, Inc.
Partnership for Strong Families
ChildNet-Palm Beach

Statewide

CBC Lead Agency

Community Based Care of Central Fla {Seminole)
Kids Central, Inc.

Childrens Network of SW Florida

Families First Network

Family Integrity Program

Community Partnership for Children

Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition

Source: OCWDRU Report #1082: "Children in

Foster Care who received Dental Semvices
within the Last Seven Months”

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Education Program Enrollment G 0
Young Adults Aging Out Enrolled in Education Programs

For children who don’t achieve permanency prior to reaching adulthood, it is crucial that they are prepared for life after
foster care by the time they “age out” of care. This is one indicator of that preparation for adulthood, but does not
control for any of the many variables that influence this preparation, including time in care and the child’s educational

level when entering care.

Percentof Young Adults Aging Out of Foster Care Who Have Completed orare Enrolled in Secondary Education,
Vocational Training, or Adult Education --for Young Adults Aging Out between October1 and December 31,2016

ChildNet Broward (n=28)

Eckerd Community Alternatives (n=10)
Family Support Services of North Fla {n=8)
Family Integrity Program (n=1)

Big Bend CBC (n=8)

Community Based Care of Central Fla (n=18) 94.4%
ChildNet-Palm Beach (n=20)

Childrens Network of SW Florida (n=10)
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition (n=8)
Eckerd Community Hillsborough (n=13)
Statewide (n=246)

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc (n=43)
Kids Central, Inc. (n=12)

Partnership for Strong Families (n=6)

Lead Agency and Number Aging Outin Quarter
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Devereux CBC (n=13) 76.9%
Brovard Family Parnership (n-11)
Community Based Care of Central Fla {Seminole) {(n=6) 66.6%
Heartland for Children (n=8) 62.5%
Families First Network (n=15) Source: OCWDRU Report #1121: "Percent of Young

Community Partnership for Children (n=8)
Kids First of Florida, Inc. (n=0)

Adults Who Have Completed or Are Enrolled in Secondary
Education, Vocational Training, or Adult Education”

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 90% 100%
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Dually Served Youth
Statewide Trend: Youths Served by CBC Lead Agencies and Juvenile Justice @ 0

The number of youths served by both the child welfare system and the juvenile justice system in January of 2017
decreased to 840, surpassing the 799 youth in January of 2016.
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Youths Receiving Case-Managed Services Who Are Also Served by DJJ
Statewide and by Service Type
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Independent Living

Stratification by CBC Lead Agency
The number of youths served by both systems is variable among the lead agencies, but is related to the total number of
youths served by each lead agency.

CBC Lead Agency

Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole)

f Office of Child Welfare-Performance and Quality Improvement

Youths Receiving Case-Managed Services by Lead Agencies Who Are Also Served by DJJ
January 2017

ChildNet-Broward

Eckerd Community Alternatives

Com munity Based Care of Central Fla
Families First Network

Heartland for Children

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc
Childrens Network of SW Florida
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ChildNet-Palm Beach

Family Support Services of North Fla

Brevard Family Partnership
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Missing Child
Children Categorized as Missing from Care and Supervision @ 0

As of December 31, 2016 a total of 237 children were categorized as missing from the care and supervision of the of the
Florida foster care system. 204 of these children were categorized as being a “Runaway” by local law enforcement
(86%). Both the total number and percentage of children categorized as missing by category were typical for this time of
year.

Number of Children Categorized as Missing from the Care and Supervision of the
Foster Care System of Care as of 12/31/2016 by Law Enforcement Case Type
n=237

_Disabled,5, 2%

_Endangered, 21, 9%

Runaway, 204, 86%_

—

_ Parental Abduction, 7, 3%

Source: FSFN: "MCR Active Missing
Children" as of 12/31/16

Child Reports Entered into FSFN @ O

There is wide variance in the total number of missing child reports that were entered within FSFN and the

percentage of missing child reports entered into FSFN within one working day of a CBC learning that a child was missing
across the CBCs. On average, of the 726 missing child reports that were attached to 389 children 72.2% were entered
into FSFN within one day of a CBC learning that a child was missing.

Percentage of Missing Child Reports Entered into FSFN within
One Working Day of a CBC Receiving Notification that a Child was Missing
December2018
Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole) n=2 1004
Big Bend CBC n=9
Community Based Care of Central Fla n=53
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Family Integrity Program n=6

Eckerd Community Alternatives n=96
Devereux CBC n=14

Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition n=9
Families First Metwork n=22

Ecksrd Community Hillsborough n=87
Brevard Family Partnership n=36
Heartland for Children n=18

Statewide n=726

Children's Network of SW Florida n=41
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Community Partnership for Children n=10
ChildNet-Palm Beach n=22

ChildN et-Broward n=127

Our Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc n=107

Agency and Total Number of MCRs Entered

al[z
!I§
g

&
#

w

Family Support Services of North Fla n=16 6.
Kids Central. Inc. n=33 .5 cases)” as of 211117
Kids First of Florida, Inc_n=4

Source: FSFN: "MCR History with Prompt (all ‘
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Resolution of reports within 3 days

The majority of missing child episodes are generally resolved quickly. Of the 726 missing child report that were entered
into FSFN in November 86.6% of these were resolved within three days and only 26 remained active within FSFN as of

February 1, 2017 (3.6%).

Percentage of Missing Child Reports Resolvedwithin Three Days of a Childs Last Contact Date

Community Based Care of Central Fla (Seminole) n=2
Devereux CBC n=14

Heartland for Children n=18

Community Partnership for Children n=10
Kids First of Florida, Inc. n=4

ChildN et-Broward n=127

Qur Kids of Miami-Dade/Monroe, Inc n=107
Community Based Care of Central Fla n=53
Brevard Family Partnership n=36

Statewide n=726

Eckerd Community Alternatives n=96
Family Integrity Program n=6

Family Support Services of North Fla n=16
Eckerd Community Hillsborough n=87
Children's Network of SW Florida n=41

Big Bend CBC n=9

Families First Network n=22

Kids Central, Inc. n=33

Agency and Total Number of MCRs Entered

3
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Partnership for Strong Families n=7
ChildMet-Palm Beach n=22
Sarasota Y/Safe Children Coalition n=9
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Human Trafficking

Human Trafficking Intakes Trend

December 2016
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Source: FSFN: "MCR History with Prompt (all
cases)" as of 21117
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The trend in monthly number of Human Trafficking Reports (Initial and Additional) accepted by the Hotline continued to
increase, while the trend in percent with no indicators continued the long-term gradual decline, despite the two
consecutive month increase in the percent of no indicator.

Total Number of Human Trafficking Intakes (Initial and Additional)
and Percentage of Findings by Month
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Children with Indication of Human Trafficking by CBC Lead Agency @ 0

The number of children in out-of-home care or receiving in-home services with at least one FSFN indicator of being a
victim of Human Trafficking remains concentrated within Florida’s most urban centers, primarily in the Gold Coast and
Tampa Bay areas.

Children in Out-of-Home Care or Receiving In-Home Services on 2-1-2017
with at Least One Indicator of Human Trafficking Documented within FSFN
Statewide Out of Home= 222

Statewide In-Home 30
11 & 16 Our Kids
17 ChildNet (Broward)
13 Eckerd {Hillsborough)
6 Eckerd (Pasco-Pinellas)
9 CBC Central Fla (Orange/Osc)
15 ChildNet (Palm Beach}
4 Family Support Services of North Fla
10 Heartland for Children
20 Children's Network of SW Florida
2 & 14 Big Bend CBC
12 sarasota Family YMCA
1 Families First Network
18 CBC Central Florida {Seminale}
5 Kids Central, Inc.
3 & 8 Partnership for Strong Families
7 5t Johns — Family Integrity Program
7 Comm Partnership for Children EERN]
19 Devereux CBC

18 Brevard Family Partnership Source: FSFN Report #1010 -- Human Trafficking
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Child Care and Domestic Violence

Child Care Regulation

Child Care Inspections per Month
Timely home inspections achieved 100.0% and timely facility inspections 99.9% for November 2016.
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Number of Child Care Inspections and Percent Completed Within 45 Days
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Domestic Violence 0 O
Percent Victims Leaving a Shelter with a Family Safety and Security Plan

The number of children in out-of-home care or receiving in-home services with at least one FSFN indicator of being a
victim of Human Trafficking remains concentrated within Florida’s most urban centers, primarily in the Gold Coast and
Tampa Bay areas.

Percent of Adult Victims Leaving Shelter after Seventy-two (72) Hours with a Family Safety and Security Plan
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