Michigan Foster Care Review Board 2010 Annual Report

County Totals (Reviews, Wards, Appeals)

. Review Appeal . Review Appeal
County Chll.dren Hearings HZ:rings County Chll'clren Hearings Hz:rings
LT Conducted* Conducted AT Conducted* Conducted

ALCONA 1 1 1 KALKASKA 5 5
ALGER 1 1 KENT 32 34 7
ALLEGAN 11 11 1 LAKE 9 9
ALPENA 0 0 LAPEER 9 11
ANTRIM 2 3 LEELANAU 6 6
ARENAC 5 5 LENAWEE 8 8
BARAGA 2 2 LIVINGSTON 6 6
BARRY 8 8 LUCE 4 4
BAY 7 8 MACKINAC 2 2
BENZIE 1 1 MACOMB 32 46 12
BERRIEN 33 49 8 MANISTEE 3 3
BRANCH 15 24 4 MASON 3 3
CALHOUN 33 51 6 MECOSTA 4 4
CASS 13 13 1 MENOMINEE 2 2
CHARLEVOIX 2 2 MIDLAND 8 10 2
CHEBOYGAN 8 8 2 MISSAUKEE 2 2
CHIPPEWA 1 1 MONROE 16 21 2
CLARE 2 2 MONTCALM 3 3
CLINTON 4 4 MONTMORENCY | 4 4
CRAWFORD 8 8 MUSKEGON 20 23 7
DELTA 1 1 NEWAYGO 10 11
DICKINSON 3 3 OAKLAND 41 51 3
EATON 9 9 2 OCEANA 1 1
EMMET 4 4 OSCEOLA 4 4
GENESEE 19 32 6 OSCODA 1 1
GLADWIN 2 2 OTSEGO 8 8
GRAND TRAV 3 3 1 OTTAWA 8 9 5
GRATIOT 4 4 ROSCOMMON 3 3
HILLSDALE 12 12 SAGINAW 19 19 1
HOUGHTON 6 6 SANILAC 4 4
HURON 6 6 2 SCHOOLCRAFT 6 6
INGHAM 49 66 14 ST CLAIR 12 16
IONIA 4 4 5 ST JOSEPH 5 8 5
10SCO 6 6 TUSCOLA 6 6 2
IRON 1 1 VAN BUREN 16 16 2
ISABELLA 4 4 3 WASHTENAW 24 33
JACKSON 28 43 4 WAYNE 289 404 14
KALAMAZOO 30 39 4 WEXFORD 3 3

TOTAL 986 1256 65

** QOpen cases are scheduled for regular re-review and are sometimes heard twice in one calendar year.
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CLOSED CASES

Permanency Average Days in | Average Average

Total . Number of
Outcome Care Months in Care

Placements
Adoption 118 1193.2 99.0 3.0
APPLA 19 1678.8 139.0 8.8
APPLA (E) 24 1659.4 138.0 6.3
AWOLP 1 1.0
n/a n/a

Fit Willing Relative | 25 1601.2 133.0 3.2
Guardianship 26 1284.8 107.0 2.2
Other 40 1620.5 135.0 4.4
Reunification 59 783.7 65.0 2.2
Totals 312 1403 116.0 3.9
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State Barriers to Permanency

Barriers Number of
Applicable Cases

Ward behavior 285
Other 185
Lack of appropriate adoptive home 85
Admin delays-agency 57
Perm plan inappropriate to child's needs 45
Parental appeal of termination decision 42
Parenting skill needs-parents not using/benefiting 41
No perm plan/unclear 40
Unidentified specific living arrangement 37
Un-established specific living arrangement 34
Competing parties 34
Caseworker changes 33
Parent lacks sufficient income 32
Mental health needs-parents not using/benefiting 32
Parenting time insufficient for reunification 32
Affordable/suitable housing unavailable 31
Child safety needs-parents not using/benefiting 30
Age 14-up not involved in treatment plan 30
Substance abuse needs-parents not using/benefiting 29
LGAL not actively involved 28
Suitable housing needs-parents not using/benefiting 26
Needed services/support unavailable 20
Relatives/family not initially recruited 20
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County | Top Barriers County Top Barriers
ALCONA 01z Ward behavior CHARLEVOIX 05d Gua'rdian concerned about
ALGER 03if Admin delays-other/misc parental influence
ALLEGAN 03ia Admin delays-agency CHEBOYGAN | 02zz Parental incarceration
01z Ward behavior 03ic Admin delays-subsidy
03z Other CHIPPEWA 01z Ward behavior
ALPENA 0la No perm plan/unclear 03z Other
BT 01d Age 14-up not involved in treatment CLARE 02z Other _
plan CLINTON O3d' ?arental appeal of termination
01g Caseworker changes decision
ARENAC 01lb Perm plan inappropriate to child's 02y Cogrt not holding parent
needs CRAWFORD responsible for non-
01t Worker/foster parent/caregiver conflict compliance/progress
01z Ward behavior DICKINSON 01g Untimely PPH
02qg Parent lacks sufficient income EATON 01z Ward behavior
03j Adoptive parents not providing 02b PATPSA not established - LTP or
documentation significant other
BARRY 01r Court/agency conflict re perm plan 02s Mental health needs-parents not
BAY 03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home using/benefiting
01z Ward behavior EMMET 01b Perm plan inappropriate to child's
BENZIE 03d Parental appeal of termination decision needs
07f Parents receiving inadequate legal GENESEE 01z Ward behavior
representation 01d Age 14-up not involved in
BERRIEN | 01z Ward behavior treatment plan
03z Other 01f Uncovered case
02h Counseling/mental health services not 06a/b Unidentified/un-established
avail specific living arrangement
021 Affordable/suitable housing unavailable GLADWIN 01z Ward behavior
02q Parent lacks sufficient income GR TRAVERSE | 01z Ward behavior
03e Child not adequately prepped for 03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home
adoption GRATIOT 01g Caseworker changes
BRANCH 07b Lack of LGAL representation HILLSDALE 01z Ward behavior
03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home HOUGHTON 01z Ward behavior
03ia Admin delays-agency 02h Counseling/mental health services
03| Competing parties not avail
CALHOUN | 03z Other 02r Substance abuse needs-parents not
03| Competing parties using/benefiting
02s Mental health needs-parents not 02xx Suitable housing needs-parents
using/benefiting not using/benefiting
02e Parenting time insufficient for 02zz Parental incarceration
reunification HURON 01z Ward behavior
02w Child safety needs-parents not INGHAM 01z Ward behavior
using/benefiting 03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home
CASS 03z Other 03ia/c/f Admin delays-
03l Competing parties agency/subsidy/other
06b Un-established specific living 01o Untimely court order for service
arrangement 0la No perm plan/unclear
IONIA 03ic Admin delays-subsidy

03z Other
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County Barriers to Permanency (cont.)

County Top Barriers County Top Barriers
10SCO 03ic Admin delays-subsidy MECOSTA 01la No perm plan/unclear
03z Other 03ia Admin delays-agency
ISABELLA 01z Ward behavior 031 Competing parties
031 Competing parties 03d Parental appeal of termination
03ib Admin delays-Lansing MENOMINEE decision
JACKSON 01z Ward behavior MIDLAND 01z Ward behavior
01l Frequent delays in court hearings 01m LGAL not actively involved
03ia/b Admin delays-agency/Lansing 03d Parental appeal of termination
01l Frequent delays in court hearings decision
04f Relative's hon.qe physicall.y unfit MISSAUKEE 01d Age 14-up not involved in
KALAMAZOO 02| Affordable/suitable housing treatment plan
unavailable 01b Perm plan inappropriate to child's
01z Ward behavior needs
02v Parenting skill needs-parents not 03d Parental appeal of termination
. i, MONROE .
using/benefiting decision
02w Child safety needs-parents not 03z Other
using/benefiting 01z Ward behavior
02x Intellectual functioning-parents not MONTCALM 01z Ward behavior
using/benefiting 0lp Appropriate counseling services
KENT 03ia Admin delays-agency LU ANGS nofav:iFI) P °
03z, 06z Other 01f Uncovered case
01z Ward behavior MUSKEGON 06z Other
LAKE 02v Parenting skill needs-parents not 02hh Parents fail to take responsibility
using/benefiting for actions
LAPEER 01r Court/agency conflict re perm plan 01i Change in service
01z Ward behavior HEREECE needs/assessment for perm
LEELANAU 03j Adoptivg parents not providing 01z Ward behavior
documentation OAKLAND 01z Ward behavior
01m LGAL not actively involved 03ia/e Admin delays-
0la No perm plan/unclear agency/evaluations
LENAWEE 01z Ward behavior 03z Other
01b Perm plan inappropriate to child's 03g Lack of appropriate adoptive
needs home
LIVINGSTON | 01z Ward behavior OCEANA 01z Ward behavior
03d Parental appeal of termination 0le Worker not promoting community
decision resources
LUCE 03z Other OGEMAW O3d. F’arental appeal of termination
MACKINAC 03z Other decision
03d Parental appeal of termination 01f Uncovered case
decision 03z Other
01m LGAL not actively involved OSCEOLA 02hh Parents fail to take responsibility
MACOMB 03z Other for actions
01h Case manager lacks knowledge of 01dd Concurrent planning not utilized
case . OTSEGO 01b Perm plan inappropriate to child's
01z Ward behavior needs
O3d. F’arental appeal of termination OTTAWA 03g Lack of appropriate adoptive
decision home
MANISTEE 07h Multiple trial delays/adjournments 01z Ward behavior
MARQUETTE | 01dd Concurrent planning not utilized ROSCOMMON 03f LaTck of recruitment efforts by
MASON 01m LGAL not actively involved adoption agency
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County

Top Barriers

SAGINAW

03d Parental appeal of termination decision

Olaa Criminal trial delays

03f Lack of recruitment efforts by adoption agency

SANILAC

01z Ward behavior

SCHOOLCRAFT

01z Ward behavior

SHIAWASSEE

01z Ward behavior

ST CLAIR

0la No perm plan/unclear

01z Ward behavior

03| Competing parties

01g Caseworker changes

ST JOSEPH

03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home

TUSCOLA

01z Ward behavior

03z Other

VAN BUREN

Olaa Criminal trial delays

WASHTENAW

01z Ward behavior

03l Competing parties

WAYNE

01z Ward behavior

02z/03z/05z/06z Other

06a/06b Unidentified/un-established specific living arrangement

03ia/c/d/f Admin delays-agency/subsidy/consent/misc

02v Parenting skill needs-parents not using/benefiting

01b Perm plan inappropriate to child's needs

WEXFORD

01z Ward behavior

03g Lack of appropriate adoptive home
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Appeals
Appeals 2008 | 2009 | 2010
Appeals heard: | 82 101 | 125
Intake calls: 121 126 142
County No. of Appeals County No. of Appeals
ALLEGAN 1 JACKSON 4
ALPENA 1 KALAMAZOO 4
BERRIEN 7 KENT 7
BRANCH 4 MACOMB 12
CALHOUN 6 MIDLAND 2
CASS 1 MONROE 2
CHEBOYGAN 2 MUSKEGON 7
EATON 2 OAKLAND 3
GENESEE 6 OTTAWA 5
GRAND TRAVERSE 1 SAGINAW 1
HURON 2 ST JOSEPH 5
INGHAM 14 TUSCOLA 2
IONIA 5 VAN BUREN 2
ISABELLA WAYNE 14
TOTAL 125
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MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES - 2010 ACTIVE CASE DATA
Selection Criteria: Any active case between 1/1/2010 and 12/31/2010 with target group = 41(Permanent Court Ward), 42 (Temporary court
ward-neglect), 44 (State ward-MCI Act 220) excluding living arrangements (1,3,22) (Reunification), 16 (MH-Fac.), 17 (Court Trat.Fac.), 21
(Court Trat. Fac.), 21 (Arbor Heights), with funding source 2 (ADC-F), 3 (County child care fund) or 4 (State ward board and care).

Active Cases Target Group

County District 41 42 44 Total
1 ALCONA 0 0 1 0 1
2 ALGER 0 0 6 2 8
3 ALLEGAN 0 2 139 50 191
4 ALPENA 0 0 44 18 62
5 ANTRIM 0 0 22 9 31
6 ARENAC 0 0 31 8 39
7 BARAGA 0 0 23 2 25
8 BARRY 0 1 60 44 104
9 BAY 0 0 101 35 136
10 BENZIE 0 0 7 1 8
11 | BERRIEN 0 0 40 0 40
11 | BERRIEN 22 0 294 175 469
12 | BRANCH 0 0 98 46 144
13 | CALHOUN 0 0 36 0 36
13 | CALHOUN 21 0 143 130 273
14 | CASS 0 0 95 46 141
15 | CHARLEVOIX 0 0 22 2 24
16 | CHEBOYGAN 0 0 58 13 71
17 | CHIPPEWA 0 2 54 9 66
18 | CLARE 0 0 36 8 44
19 | CLINTON 0 0 70 72 142
20 | CRAWFORD 0 0 35 27 62
21 DELTA 0 3 16 4 23
22 | DICKINSON 0 0 51 9 60
23 EATON 0 0 179 18 197
24 EMMET 0 0 45 7 52
25 GENESEE 0 0 14 0 14
25 | GENESEE 3 0 839 494 1333
26 | GLADWIN 0 0 5 4 9
27 | GOGEBIC 0 1 14 6 21
28 | GRAND TRAVERSE 0 1 85 209 294
29 | GRATIOT 0 0 43 11 54
30 | HILLSDALE 0 0 50 68 118
31 | HOUGHTON 0 0 23 3 26
32 | HURON 0 0 18 6 24
33 | INGHAM 0 2 648 220 871
34 | IONIA 0 1 77 36 114
35 | 10SCO 0 0 41 10 51
36 | IRON 0 0 16 2 18
37 | ISABELLA 0 0 113 10 123
38 | JACKSON 0 0 163 119 282
39 | KALAMAZOO 0 0 483 145 628
40 KALKASKA 0 0 33 15 48
41 KENT 0 12 848 344 1204
42 KEWEENAW 0 0 2 0 2
43 | LAKE 0 0 24 13 38
44 LAPEER 0 0 33 8 41
45 | LEELANAU 0 0 23 9 32
46 | LENAWEE 0 0 65 55 120
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MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES - 2010 ACTIVE CASE DATA (cont.)

Active Cases Target Group

County District 41 42 44 Total

47 LIVINGSTON 0 0 77 23 100
48 LUCE 0 0 3 2 5
49 MACKINAC 0 0 18 1 19
50 MACOMB 0 0 126 4 130
50 MACOMB 10 0 769 406 1175
50 MACOMB 12 0 57 30 87
51 MANISTEE 0 0 14 1 15
52 MARQUETTE 0 0 68 14 82
53 MASON 0 0 26 5 31
54 MECOSTA 0 0 46 49 95
55 MENOMINEE 0 0 22 0 22
55 MENOMINEE 1 2 18 2 22
56 MIDLAND 0 0 57 58 115
57 MISSAUKEE 0 0 11 1 12
58 MONROE 0 1 93 43 137
59 MONTCALM 0 0 68 29 97
60 MONTMORENCY 0 0 8 3 11
61 MUSKEGON 0 0 437 153 590
62 NEWAYGO 0 0 52 17 69
63 OAKLAND 0 0 1 0 1
63 OAKLAND 5 1 538 360 899
64 OCEANA 0 2 24 7 33
65 OGEMAW 0 0 26 8 34
66 ONTONAGON 0 0 2 0 2
67 OSCEOLA 0 0 37 11 48
68 OSCODA 0 0 10 2 12
69 OTSEGO 0 0 47 9 56
70 OTTAWA 0 0 27 0 27
70 OTTAWA 70 0 126 37 163
71 PRESQUE ISLE 0 0 13 3 16
72 ROSCOMMON 0 0 38 12 50
73 SAGINAW 0 0 306 126 432
74 ST CLAIR 0 0 285 153 438
75 ST JOSEPH 0 0 170 80 250
76 SANILAC 0 0 29 12 41
77 SCHOOLCRAFT 0 0 8 4 12
78 SHIAWASSEE 0 0 104 16 120
79 TUSCOLA 0 0 78 27 105
80 VAN BUREN 0 0 127 44 171
81 WASHTENAW 0 0 60 4 64
81 WASHTENAW 20 0 104 93 197
82 WAYNE 0 0 346 13 359
82 WAYNE 25 0 344 304 648
82 WAYNE 26 0 717 439 1156
82 WAYNE 27 0 1214 485 1699
82 WAYNE 29 0 1046 389 1435
82 WAYNE 45 0 1 0 1
83 WEXFORD 0 0 49 6 55
TOTALS: 32 13213 6006 19252
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