CFSR/CFSP Coordinators Network Information Request: IV-E Funding (3/9/2007)

	From Montana: “I have another question for the state contacts concerning candidates under IV-E funding.

- Which State are billing for candidates?  Is this only for admin costs or have services been billed under candidacy?

- Which of the States billing for candidates have agreements or contracts passing IV-E funding to Tribal governments?

- Of the States indicating they have Tribal agreements, how is billing for candidates handled in the Tribal contracts/agreements? Have these expenditures been audited/reviewed. If so, were the audit/review findings positive? If errors were cited what were the findings that lead to the errors?

- Are there States which had previously billed for candidates but no longer do so and why; and the states that don't, why not?"

	Respondent
	State
	Response

	Virginia Monteiro
	Washington, DC
	The District does in some modest Title IV-E Administrative claiming for Reasonable Candidates.  We claim only for administrative costs associated with candidates.  We don't claim any direct services to Title IV-E via candidacy claiming.

(The questions related to Tribal agreements are not applicable to the District).

	Keith Zirkle
	Delaware
	Delaware is currently not billing for foster care candidacy.  We are working with our ACF regional office and have plans to use the case plan method of documentation.  Only administrative costs will be claimed. 

	Cindy Walcott
	Vermont
	VT does not draw down IV-E, but we would like to explore this potential as well.  We have not drawn it down as our non-custody caseload is low, and we use Medicaid as our primary funding source for both SW time and treatment services.  This results in a higher percent of federal funding for us.

	John Tuohy
	Wisconsin
	In Wisconsin, we claim IV-E administrative costs for prevention of placement activities through our random moment time study.  We are modifying our procedures to ensure that the children in those cases are properly determined as candidates for foster care to comply with the stricter federal requirements established by the 2006 Deficit Reduction Act.

IV-E administrative revenue cannot be claimed for services to families, only for the case management function by the child welfare worker.  Any states that are billing IV-E for services provided to families other than case management are risking federal audit disallowances.

Wisconsin currently does not have IV-E agreements with any of our tribes, but it is something we are working on as our tribes are interested in establishing agreements. The discussion so far has been on tribal case management services provided to Indian children in foster care, so we have not addressed IV-E revenue for candidates yet.

	Cosette Mills
	Utah
	Utah is billing for candidates.  The only thing that can be billed is administrative costs.

Utah does not have agreements or contracts passing IV-E funding to Tribal governments.

	Kristie Swanson
	Alaska
	Alaska receives Title IV-E Administrative funding for services provided to candidates.   We are not currently billing for services for candidates.

Alaska has Title IV-E Administrative & Training agreements.

Tribes participate in a quarterly time study which has a code dedicated to candidate work; the expenditures are applied to these results as well as the penetration rate and FFP.  Yes, these expenditures been audited/reviewed.  The audit/review findings were not positive. Errors were because of a misunderstanding regarding "candidate" requirements.  Case plans with the appropriate language were not on file to support candidacy.   Over the last year, Region X has been satisfied with our documentation.   All tribes that have candidate activity on their time study summary must have an accompanying "Verification for Candidacy Form" signed by state representatives indicating that all candidate requirements are met.
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