2nd round CFSR Statewide Assessment review of methodology, instruments, and sources most often used in item-by-item evaluation, 2008

IDAHO

Period under review: 04/01/2007 - Present

Contact: Shirley Alexander
	METHODOLOGY
	CFSR OUTCOME/ITEM NUMBER

	Focus Groups

	4, 6, 10, 14, 18, 22, 36

	Surveys

	4, 6, 26, 28, 29, 36

	Stakeholder Feedback

	1, 2, 5-7, 9-13, 22, 24-26, 28-32, 36, 38, 44

	Data Analysis/Review
	1-10, 13-15, 17-20, 22-24, 30-33, 40, 44, 45

	REVIEW OF:
	

	Practices/Policies/Procedures
	1-23, 25-30, 32, 33, 37, 41-45

	Services/Programs/Projects/Planning
	1, 2, 5-8, 14, 15, 17, 18, 21, 23, 24, 28, 31-37, 40, 45

	Assessments/Tools
	2-5, 10, 14, 15, 17, 18, 23-26, 33-35

	CQI Case Reviews
	1-4, 6-16, 18-24, 28, 29

	2003 CFSR
	1-45


	Some of the data/sources referred to:
	

	▪ FOCUS Reports
	▪ CFSR/State Data Profiles

	▪ Workload Analysis Study
	▪ “Removal Episodes by Program” Report

	▪ Previous PIP
	▪ AFCARS Data

	▪ 2005 Profile of Rural Idaho
	▪ Resource Families Exit Interviews

	▪ Office of the Inspector General Report on Foster Parent Recruitment
	


	Some of the programs/projects/planning referred to:
	

	▪ Regional Improvement Plan
	▪ Navigation Program

	▪ Child Protection Court Improvement Project
	▪ Children Mental Health (CMH) Program

	▪ Family Group Decision Making
	▪ Child Welfare New Worker Academy

	▪ Idaho’s Infant Toddler Program
	▪ Alternate Care Plans (ACP)

	▪ ACFACRS Program Improvement Plan
	▪ Quality Improvement Plan

	▪ Family Preservation Services
	▪ Independent Living Services for Youth


	Some of the assessments/tools referred to:
	

	▪ Risk and Safety Assessments
	▪ “Permanency Pact” Tool

	▪ Judge’s Bench Cards for Child Protection Cases
	▪ Ansell-Casey Assessment Instrument

	▪ Immediate Safety, Comprehensive, and Ongoing Assessment
	▪ Learning Management System

	▪ “Declaration of Commitment to Provide Permanent Living Arrangement” Tool
	▪ “Mutual Agreement for Youth Turning 18 Years of Age” Tool


� Focus groups were held with youth in each region (60 youth total), IDHW staff, and community stakeholders


� Surveys included a May 2007 survey of magistrate judges at the Idaho Children and Families Institute training. Other participants included: youth, foster parents, adoptive parents, and resource parents. 


� Stakeholder feedback includes input from the self assessment committee, Pride participants, and advisory members.





