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

KENTUCKY

Period under review: 04/01/07-11/30/07 

Contact: Michael Cheek
	METHODOLOGY
	CFSR OUTCOME/ITEM NUMBER

	Focus Groups

	3, 4, 17, 18, 35

	Surveys

	17, 18, 20, 25, 29, 30, 34, 35

	Data Analysis/Review
	1-12, 15, 17-23, 27, 28, 31, 32, 35, 42, 44, 45

	REVIEW OF:
	

	Practices/Policies/Procedures
	1-45

	Services/Programs/Projects/Planning
	2, 3, 5, 7-11, 15, 17-19, 21, 23-26, 30, 32-37, 44, 45

	Assessments/Tools
	1-6, 12, 14, 17-19, 21-24, 30, 31, 34, 41

	Quality Assurance Data/CQI
	1, 12-14, 16, 18, 19, 21-26, 30, 31, 35

	Round One
	1-45


	Some of the data/sources referred to:
	

	▪ Federal and State Data Profiles
	▪ TWIST Data

	▪ NCANDS data
	▪ Point-in-Time Data

	▪ Internal Longitudinal Analysis
	▪ Private Child Care Data

	▪ Reunification Data
	▪ Baseline Data for Caseworker Visits

	▪ Service Array Assessment
	▪ “Data at a Glance” Report

	▪ Data from the office of Legal Services
	▪ Family Preservation Program Data

	▪ Monthly Census Reports
	▪ Training Record Information System Data


	Some of the programs/projects/planning referred to:
	

	▪ Targeted Assessment Program (TAP)
	▪ Family Resource & Youth Services Centers Initiative

	▪ Family Preservation Program
	▪ Special Needs Adoption Program

	▪ Court Improvement Project
	▪ Foster Youth Transition Assistance (FYTA) Program

	▪ Kinship Care
	▪ Diversion Project

	▪ FORECAST Program
	▪ Intensive Family Based Support Services

	▪ C.A.R.E. Program
	▪ H.O.M.E. Program

	▪ TWIST Modernization Project
	▪ The Parent Educational Advocacy Program (PEAP)


	Some of the assessments/tools referred to:
	

	▪ Multiple Response System
	▪ Multiple Response Risk Matrix

	▪ Tip Sheets (placement with siblings, home visits with parents)
	▪ Family in Need of Service Assessment (FINSA) 

	▪ Northern Carolina Family Assessment Scales
	▪ Continuous Quality Assessment (CQA)

	▪ Concurrent Planning Review Tool
	▪ Educational Assessments

	▪ Risk Matrix Tool
	▪ Dynamic Family Assessments


� Focus groups included discussions with parents, foster parents, and foster youth. Stakeholder feedback was also gathered for this Statewide Assessment which included input from the Statewide Assessment Team, community stakeholders, advisory group, service providers, foster/adoptive parents, staff, the foster care review board, courts, birth families, CASAS, judiciary, County and parent attorneys, office of legal services staff, DCBS staff, GALS, and interviews with children leaving foster care.


� Surveys were conducted with staff, clients, foster parents, youth in care, and community partners, Client satisfaction surveys were also distributed.





