


SAFETY 

OUTCOME S1 – Children are, first and foremost, protected from abuse and neglect
· Timeliness of Initiating Investigations of Reports of Child Maltreatment  (Applies to all children in the family)

1. Using the most current indicated report that brought the reviewable child/youth into substitute care, was the investigation initiated for all alleged victims in accordance with required time frames and mandates?

2. If the investigation was initiated by “Good Faith Attempt,” did face-to-face contact occur with all alleged victims during the investigation(s)?

3. Was the safety of all alleged victims in the family ensured throughout this investigation based upon completed CERAPs, risk assessment and/or CANTS 17A’s?

4. Is there evidence of supervision during the investigation?

· Repeat Maltreatment (Applies to all children in the family)
     

5. Does the family have 2 or more substantiated/indicated reports of abuse/neglect? 

If YES, did any involve:

a. The same perpetrator?  

b. The same or similar allegations? 

6. If the family had two or more substantiated/indicated reports of abuse/neglect, did any of the reports occur within 6 months of each other? 
QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome S1
Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Outcome S1: Children are, first and foremost, protected from abuse and neglect.  The rating of CERAPs, FAFW and service provider reports in this section refer to the quality of their completion DURING the investigation(s).

· Investigation interview notes (CANTS 17A)

· Thoroughness of investigation (include collateral contacts)

· Risk assessment during investigation (CERAP)

· Family Assessment Factor Worksheet (FAFW)

· Service provider reports as related to Outcome S1

· Documentation of supervision
SAFETY 
OUTCOME S2 – Children are safely maintained in their homes whenever possible and appropriate
· Services to Family to Protect Child in Own Home (Applies to all children in the family) 

7. If this child’s case was opened for abuse/neglect, did the Department offer/provide/arrange services for this family during the 12 months prior to this child’s most recent entry into substitute care? 

a. If YES, were the services appropriate to protect the children

b. Was there a timely linkage between identification of needs and referral/arrangement of services?

8. If this family did not receive services from the Department prior to this child’s most recent entry into substitute care, should services have been offered/provided/arranged to prevent placement? 

9.
Based on this child’s most recent entry into substitute care, were in-home services appropriately ruled-out prior to taking custody?

10.
Was the decision to remove and place this child in substitute care appropriate?


a.  Is there evidence of supervision regarding the removal of this child from his/her family?

· Current Risk of Harm to the Child (Return Home Goal Only) (Applies to specific child being reviewed) 

11.       If the child’s current goal is “Return Home,” is there a current risk of harm to the child in the family that prevents him/her from returning home? 

12.      Are efforts being made to reduce or remove the risk of harm with specific interventions by the agency?

13.      Is there evidence of supervision that guides the process of assessing and/or reducing risk in the home of origin? 

QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome S2
Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Outcome S2:  Children are safely maintained in their homes whenever possible and appropriate.  The rating of CERAPs, FAFW and service provider reports in this section refer to the quality of their completion AFTER the investigation(s).  

· Details of interventions with families to either maintain or return child home

· Documentation of the appropriateness to take custody of the child

· Risk assessments (CERAPs)

· Family Assessment Factor Worksheet (FAFW)

· Service provider reports, as related to Outcome S2

· Documentation of supervision
SAFETY 

ILLINOIS OUTCOME S3 – Safety of children is ensured in their substitute care placements


· Maltreatment of Child in Substitute Care (Applies to specific child being reviewed)

14. During the period under review, was the child the subject of any allegations of maltreatment?

a. If YES to Q#14, were the maltreatment incidents reported to the State Central Register (SCR)?  

b. If YES to Q#14a, were any of the maltreatment reports substantiated/indicated?

15.  If there were two or more incidents of substantiated/indicated maltreatment, did any of them occur within  6 months of each other? 

        a.
 If YES to Q#15, did the maltreatment incidents involve the same perpetrator? 

16. Was the safety of the child ensured throughout all reported incidents/allegations of maltreatment, based upon caseworker documentation, completed CERAPs, risk assessment(s), UIR dispositions, and/or CANTS 17As?  

a. If there were incidents/allegations of maltreatment, is there evidence of supervision during the investigations?

· Risk of Harm to Child in Current Placement (Applies to specific child being reviewed)

      (For a child/youth on run, answer questions #18, and #25 ONLY)
17. Where is the child currently placed, i.e., placement type – HMR, group home, residential, foster home, etc. 

18.  Have there been any reports of unusual incident(s) during the child’s current placement?

a. Were all unusual incidents documented on the UIR form or a case note?

b. Did any of the unusual incidents pose a risk to the child’s safety?

c. Were appropriate actions taken to ensure the child’s safety?

19.  Have there been any abuse/neglect reports involving the current placement while the child has been there?

a. Was the child’s safety ensured throughout the investigation of the abuse/neglect report in the current placement based upon caseworker documentation, completed CERAPs, risk assessments and/or CANTS 17As? 

20.  Whenever circumstances suggested that the child’s safety during the current placement was in jeopardy,  were risk assessments/safety plans       completed?  
a. Did the worker/agency intervene to ensure the safety of the child? 

b. Is there evidence of supervision when implementing and monitoring the safety intervention/plan?

SAFETY 

ILLINOIS OUTCOME S3 – Safety of children is ensured in their substitute care placements
· Risk of Harm to Child in Current Placement (Applies to specific child being reviewed), continued
21.   Are the child and placement provider/caregiver seen, at minimum monthly, in placement? (Consider all placements in the last 6 months)

a. During the visits, do substantive observation and/or discussion occur with the:

1) Child?

2) Placement provider/caregiver? 

22.   Does the physical environment of the current placement pose a risk to the child’s safety? 

23.   If the child is placed in a foster/relative home, does the current family composition pose a risk to the child’s safety? 

24.   Is the child safe in his/her current placement?

25.   Is there evidence of supervisory involvement guiding all casework activities to ensure the safety of child in his/her current placement?

QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome S3: Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Illinois Outcome S3:  Safety of children is ensured in their substitute care placement.  
Maltreatment of Children in Substitute Care
· Caseworker documentation, if maltreatment occurred

· CERAP completion (during investigation)

· Service provider reports as it relates to maltreatment incidents

· Documentation of supervision

Risk of Harm in Current Placement
· Documentation of unusual incidents & follow-up action

· CERAP/risk assessment completion 

· Content documentation of visits with child and/or placement provider

· Caseworker documentation

· Documentation of supervision

· Service provider reports as relates to risk in the current placement
PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P1  --  Children have permanency and stability in their living situations
· Substitute Care Re-entries

26.  During the period under review, has the child had two or more entries into substitute care?

27.  If YES, have any of the entries resulted from the same general reasons? 

· Stability of Substitute Care Placement 


28.  During the period under review, has the child changed placements?

29.  Were any of these placements at an emergency shelter? 

30.  Were efforts made to find an alternative placement to emergency shelter?

31.  Were all placements made in accordance with the child’s needs?

a. Were reasons for all placement changes documented?

b. Is there evidence of supervision prior to all placement changes? 

32.   Did placement matching activities occur prior to this placement?

33.   Was the placement into the current living arrangement executed in a well-planned manner?

a. Did a pre-placement visit take place?  
34.   Were services provided to stabilize the previous placement? 

35.   Does the current placement appear stable (no apparent risk of disruption)?

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P1  --  Children have permanency and stability in their living situations
· Permanency Goal for Child 
36.
Is the child’s current permanency goal appropriate when considering case dynamics, length of time in care, age of child, and amelioration of risk              
 
factors.

37.   Other than case monitoring, are all services, which are necessary to achieve the current permanency goal, being offered/provided/arranged?

38.
Are there any unresolved issues that prevent achievement of the current permanency goal? 
a. If YES, are they included in the service planning process?  

39.
Are the reasons supporting the decision to either maintain or change the permanency goal documented in the case record after each case review?


a.    Whenever the goal was changed, is there documentation of supervision supporting the goal change?

40.   Is there timely and progressive movement towards permanency?

a. If this is a Return Home case that has been identified as a “poor prognosis” case, has concurrent planning

been initiated?  

41.   In accordance with the Adoption and Safe Families Act, if the child has been in substitute care 15 of the most recent 22 months, has a petition been                                     filed to terminate parental rights?

a. If a petition has not been filed, does the case meet the criteria to exempt the filing of a petition to terminate parental rights?



 1) If Q #41a is YES, is the exemption documented in the case record?


b.   If a petition has not been filed, is there evidence that reasonable efforts were made to reunite the family?
· Independence/Independent Living Services
42. Has the youth been assessed for independent living skills needs, utilizing the Daniel Memorial Assessment:

a. Within 30 days after the youth’s 14th birthday or within 60 days of entry for youth entering substitute care over  the age of 14

b. Within 30 days after the youth’s 16th birthday

c. 60 days prior to the youth’s planned discharge from guardianship

d. At any other point while in substitute care

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P1  --  Children have permanency and stability in their living situations
· Independence/Independent Living Services, continued
43. Is there evidence of ongoing assessment of independent living skills/needs/abilities?

44. Do service plan objectives and tasks reflect development/achievement/enhancement of independent living/life skills appropriate to the age and assessed needs of the youth?

45. Does the record contain an independent living plan/transition plan for age appropriate youth?

46. Are independent living services, consistent with the youth’s needs, being offered/provided/arranged to develop life skills and/or address identified deficiencies?

a. If NO, is there justification for the youth not being involved in independent living services at this time?

47. Since the youth became eligible for independent living services, have there been any time periods which reflect gaps in general independence living planning or service provision?

48. Is there evidence of supervision that ensures ongoing assessment,  timely identification of independent living skills/needs, service provision and follow-up by the caseworker?

49.  Is the youth currently in a placement that is providing or supporting development of independent living skills?

· Adoption / Substitute Care pending Termination of Parental Rights (SCpTPR)

50. Did the decision to pursue adoption (or SCpTPR) begin with the determination that it was the best plan for the child? 

a. If the child is 14 years or older, did he/she consent to be adopted?

b. Was an assessment completed to prepare the child for termination of parental rights and/or adoption

 in order to ensure a smooth transition?

c. Is there evidence of supervision at the time the decision was made to terminate parental rights and seek an alternative permanent home (critical decision)?

51. Have parental rights been terminated?  
52. If parental rights have not yet been terminated, are there barriers to terminating them?

a. If barriers exist, is the worker actively working to overcome them? 

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P1  --  Children have permanency and stability in their living situations
· Adoption / Substitute Care pending Termination of Parental Rights (SCpTPR), continued

53. Is the child in a pre-adoptive placement? 

a. If YES, was the adoptive family provided with important information about the biological parents, the child, and any known siblings?

54. If the child is not in a pre-adoptive placement, are there barriers to securing one? 

a.   If barriers exist, is the worker actively working to overcome them?

b.
Is there evidence of quarterly supervision, or monthly if an infant, to locate an appropriate adoptive placement for the child?

55. If the child is in a pre-adoptive placement, do the adoptive parents need services to meet the continuing needs of the child?

a. 
If YES, are services being offered/provided/arranged?

· Subsidized Guardianship  

56. Did the decision to pursue Subsidized Guardianship begin with a determination that it was the best plan for the child?

        a.     Is there evidence of supervision at this critical juncture?

57. Does the child meet the criteria for Subsidized Guardianship?

58. Are there barriers to achieving Subsidized Guardianship?

a. If barriers exist, is the worker actively working to overcome them? 
59. Does the caregiver have the ability to manage visits with the biological parents and/or siblings?

60. Is there an identified alternate caregiver?

61. Does the caregiver need services to meet the continuing needs of the child?

a. If YES, are services being offered/provided/arranged?

· Permanency Goal Other Than Return Home, Subsidized Guardianship & Adoption

62. Have the goals of return home, adoption AND subsidized guardianship been considered and ruled out before selecting alternative goals?

a. Is it documented in the case record?

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P1  --  Children will have permanency and stability in their living situations
QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome P1
Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Outcome P1:  Children will have permanency and stability in their living situations.    
· Documentation of permanency goal selection

· Service plans as it relates to permanency achievement

· Documentation of placement matching activities and/or placement moves

· Court documents / Completed subsidy packets

· Service provider reports related to Outcome P1

· Documentation of supervision
OUTCOME P2  --  The continuity of family relationships and connections will be preserved for children
· Proximity of Current Placement 

63. In relation to the parent’(s) current residence, is the child’s placement in the:

a. same community?

b. same county?

c. same state?

64. If the child’s placement is outside the community of their parent’s residence, is the placement clearly related to meeting his/her individual needs and case plan goals?

65.  Does the child’s placement location create a barrier to maintaining parental connections?
66. If the child is out-of-state, has an interstate compact been completed?

67. Does the out-of-state agency conduct a minimum of yearly visits and provide a report on the child’s progress?

· Placement with Siblings 
68. If the child has siblings who are also in substitute care, are they all currently placed together?

a. If NO, is the child currently placed with one or more siblings?

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P2  --  The continuity of family relationships and connections will be preserved for children
· Placement with Siblings, continued
69. If the child and siblings are not currently placed together, is it based upon: (Select all that apply): 

a. The service needs of the child or other sibling(s)?

b. Inadequate placement resources?

c. Caretaker unwilling/unable? (disrupted placement)

d. Court has ordered that the siblings be placed apart?

e. Lack of worker / agency efforts (explain in “Comments” box below)

f. Unable to determine from case record documentation and/or interviews

70. If the child and sibling(s) are not placed together, were attempts made to: (Select all that apply)
a. Place this child with all sibs in substitute care, upon initial placement(s) of reviewable child or sibs

b. Reunify sibling groups

c. Place sibling groups within reasonable proximity

d. Seek a licensing capacity waiver or enhancement funds for caretakers

e. No attempts were made

f. Unable to determine from case record documentation and/or interviews

71. During the period under review:  If the siblings were ever placed together but later separated, is there evidence of supervision at the critical juncture of deciding to place the siblings apart? 

· Visiting with Parents and Siblings in Substitute Care 

Visiting with Parents

72. Has a current written visiting plan been developed for:

a. The mother?

b. The father?

c. The caretaker/guardian?

73. In reunification cases, is the visiting pattern at least weekly during the last 6 months for: 

a. The mother?

b. The father?

c. The caretaker/guardian?

PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P2  --  The continuity of family relationships and connections is preserved for children
· Visiting with Parents, continued

74. For other permanency goals, is the visiting pattern at least monthly during the last 6 months for: 

a. The mother?

b. The father?

c. The caretaker/guardian?

75. If visits have NOT occurred as needed during the last 6 months, are efforts being made to establish visitation for:

a. The mother?

b. The father?

c. The caretaker/guardian?

76. Have the terms of parent and child/youth visitation changed? (e.g. supervision of visits, frequency and/or duration of visits)

  a.    If YES, is there evidence of supervision supporting the change (critical decision)?

Visiting with Siblings in Substitute Care

77. Has a current written visiting plan been developed for all siblings in substitute care?

78. In the last 6 months, select the frequency that most closely reflects the sibling visiting pattern:

a. If goal is Return Home, sibling visits are included in family visits that occur weekly for an hour or more

b. Twice monthly for an average of 2 hours or more

c. Once a month for four hours or more

d. Less than four hours a month

79. If sibling visits are occurring less than the required 4 hours per month, is there acceptable justification?  

a.
If there is not an acceptable justification for siblings visits not occurring as required, note the primary barrier: 
80.  If barriers to sibling visits exist, has the worker engaged in any processes to reduce or eliminate the barrier(s)?

81. Have the terms of the sibling visiting plan changed? (e.g. supervision of visits, frequency and/or duration of visits)

 a.    If YES, is there evidence of supervision supporting the change (critical decision)?
PERMANENCY 

OUTCOME P2  --  The continuity of family relationships and connections is preserved for children
· Preserving Connections

82. Are the primary connections of the child to the neighborhood, community, family, extended family and friends being preserved in the current substitute care placement?

83. Are the unique characteristics of the child being preserved in the substitute care placement? (i.e. language, religion, values, beliefs, traditions, background, etc.)

84. Are the interests of the Native American child being addressed by: 

a. Placement with a Native American family? 

b. Referral to a tribal court?

c. Other Indian Child Welfare Act provisions?

85.   Were services provided to the family and child in their primary language?

· Relative Placement (During the Period Under Review)


86. Is the child placed with relatives?

87.  If the child is not placed with relatives, were ongoing efforts made during the last 18 months to identify appropriate relative placement for this child?

88.  Is there justification for not placing this child with relatives?
· Current Relationship of Child in Care with Parent (last 6 months)

89.  Do parents participate in decisions affecting their child’s needs and activities:

a. Mother?

b. Father?

90. Does the worker facilitate parental participation in the child’s life:

a. Mother?

b. Father?
PERMANENCY 

QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome P2
Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Outcome P2:  Continuity of family relationships and connections will be preserved for children.  Base the rating of service provider reports on the quality of their completion in relation to the continuity of family relationships and preservation of connections. 

· Documentation of parental visits (quality, frequency, interaction) as found in case notes and/or visiting records

· Documentation of sibling visits (quality, frequency, interaction) as found in case notes and/or visiting records

· Documentation of attempts to maintain relationship between parent & child

· Documentation of attempts to maintain relationship among siblings

· Service provider reports related to Outcome P2 (i.e. visiting centers, etc.)

· Documentation of supervision

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB1 – Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children’s needs 

· Needs and Services of Child, Parents, Caretaker/Guardian, and Foster/Adoptive Parents

91. Has a social history been completed?

a. Within 30 days of case opening?

b. Is the social history updated on a regular basis?  (e.g.  after evaluations, goal changes, etc.)
92. During the period under review, were service plans developed, at a minimum, every six months?

a. Is there a current service plan?

93. Is there a clear correlation between the needs and problems identified in the ongoing, continuous assessment process and what is addressed in service plans?

94. Do service plans address ALL the needs of the:

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB1 – Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children’s needs 

· Needs and Services of Child, Parents, Caretaker/Guardian, and Foster/Adoptive Parents, continued

95. Are services being offered/provided/arranged that meet ALL of the current needs of the:

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

96. Are barriers to service delivery, such as location, schedule, transportation, disabilities, language, cost addressed, etc.  when needed for the: 
a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

97.      Is there timely linkage between identification of needs and referral/arrangement of services?

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

98.     Are the following stakeholders participating in ALL offered services? 

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB1 – Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children’s needs 

· Needs and Services of Child, Parents, Caretaker/Guardian, and Foster/Adoptive Parents, continued

99.     Are all of the services, currently in place, intensive enough to meet identified needs for the:

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

e. Foster parent/adoptive parent/subsidized guardian?

100.    Is the child placed in the least restrictive setting appropriate to his/her needs?
101.     Is there evidence of supervision guiding the ongoing process of assessment, identification of needs,  service provision and follow-up by the caseworker?


a.     Does the frequency of supervision reflect case dynamics and service needs?


· Child and Family Involvement in Case Planning (During the Period Under Review)
102. Are the parents or caretaker/guardian actively involved in the case planning process?

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

103. Is the child involved when age appropriate? 

104. Are reasons given for lack of involvement in case planning by parent(s), caretaker or child? 

105. When appropriate, are efforts being made by the worker to engage the: 

a. Mother?

b. Father?

c. Caretaker/guardian?

d. Child?

106. During the period under review, has the child’s case been assigned to the same: 

a. Agency?

b. Worker?

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB1 – Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children’s needs 

· Child and Family Involvement in Case Planning (During the Period Under Review), continued
107. If there has been a case assignment change(s), was the change(s) a barrier to: 

a. Engagement of the family in case planning?

b. Timely linkage to services?

c. Effective supervision?

108. Are parents or caretaker/guardian advised of their rights? 

109. Is the child advised of his/her rights? 

110. Are foster/adoptive parents involved in service planning? 

a. Advised of their rights?

· Worker Visits with Child

111. Does the current service plan identify the frequency of caseworker visits with child reflective of his/her current level of care?

112. Does the pattern of worker visits with the child reflect his/her current level of care? 

113. Does the caseworker visit the child in the placement at least monthly? 

a. When necessary, does the caseworker visit more frequently in accordance with case dynamics and child’s needs?

114. Are there other agency staff and service providers visiting the child in his/her placement at least monthly?

      a. Is the worker informed of the child’s welfare and case status by other parties visiting him/her?  
· Worker Visits with Parents

115. Does the current service plan identify the frequency of caseworker/parent visits that reflect case dynamics for the: 

a. Mother?

b. Father?

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB1 – Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children’s needs 

· Worker Visits with Parents, continued

116. Does the pattern of worker contact with the parent reflect the case dynamics for the: 

a. Mother?

b. Father?

117. Does the caseworker visit at least monthly, in their living arrangement, with: 
a. Mother?

b. Father?

118. Are there other agency staff and service providers who are meeting with the parent(s) at least monthly?

a. Mother?

b. Father?

119.      Is the worker informed of the parent(s)’s welfare and case status by other parties visiting the parent(s)?

QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome WB1:   Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the 

following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to Outcome WB1:  Families have enhanced capacity to provide for their 

children’s needs.  Evaluate the quality of service provider reports in relation to current and historical information about family’s enhanced capacity to provide for 

their children’s needs.  

· Documentation of engagement reflected in case notes and service plans

· Social histories and addendums

· Service plans (timeliness, comprehensiveness)

· Documentation that parties are informed of their rights

· Documentation of caseworker visits with the child in the placement

· Documentation of caseworker visits with the parent(s)

· Service provider reports, as related to Outcome WB1

· Documentation of supervision

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB2 – Children receive appropriate services to meet their educational and/or developmental needs
· Educational/Developmental Needs of the Child 
Developmental Needs of the Child (Ages 0 to 4 years)

120.  Was an Educational Profile (Assessment) completed on the child? 

121.  Is the child currently enrolled in an early intervention/enrichment program?

122.  In the last 12 months,  has absenteeism been an issue for the child?

123. Within the last 12 months, has the child experienced multiple program changes as a result of multiple placement changes?

124. Within the last 12 months, is there any indication that the child has needs related to developmental milestones?

125. Within the last 12 months, has the worker ensured that the following activities occurred to meet all of the child’s developmental milestones/needs: 

a. As needed, advocate with the education system

b. As needed, ensure that a surrogate parent is assigned (if the child is not placed in a foster home)

c. Testing/evaluation to determine developmental needs of the child

d. Incorporate developmental information into service plan

e. Timely linkage of services for identified needs

f. Monthly contact (in-person/phone) with the program

126. Are the child’s needs, related to developmental milestones, being addressed through:

a. Services for identified developmental needs

b. Early intervention/enrichment program

c. Inclusion of developmental reports in the case record

127.  Is there evidence of supervision that ensures ongoing assessment, timely identification of developmental needs, service provision and follow-up by           

      the caseworker?
WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB2 – Children receive appropriate services to meet their educational and/or developmental needs
Educational/Developmental Needs of the Child (Ages 5 and over)

128. Was an Educational Profile (assessment) completed on the child?

129.     Is the child currently enrolled in school or training program?

130.  In the last 12 months, is truancy an issue for the child?

131. Within the last 12 months, has the child experienced multiple school changes as the result of multiple placement changes? 

132. Within the last 12 months, is there any indication that the child has needs related to school performance, developmental milestones, or further                                                                       

             education?

133. Within the last 12 months, has the worker ensured that the following activities occurred to meet all of the child’s educational/developmental needs:

a. As needed, advocate with the education system

b. As needed, ensure that a surrogate parent is assigned (if the child is not placed in a foster home)

c. As needed, testing/evaluation to determine education/developmental needs of the child

d. Incorporate educational/developmental information into the service plan(s)

e. Timely linkage of services for identified needs

f. Monthly contact (in-person or phone) with school

134. Are child’s needs, related to school performance or developmental milestones, being addressed through:

a. Regular education

b. Special education

c. Services for identified educational/developmental needs

d. Inclusion of educational/developmental reports in the case record

e. GED services

f. College

g. Vocational training

135. Is there evidence of supervision that ensures ongoing assessment, timely identification of educational/developmental needs, service provision and   

              follow-up by the caseworker.

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB2 – Children receive appropriate services to meet their educational and/or developmental needs
QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome WB2
Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to 

Outcome WB2  Children  receive appropriate services to meet their educational/developmental needs.  Evaluate the quality of service provider reports in relation

to current and historical information about provision of services to meet the child’s educational and/or developmental needs.  
· Inclusion of IEPs and educational/developmental reports in case record

· Caseworker documentation of child’s educational/developmental needs and functioning

· Service provider reports as related to Outcome WB2

· Documentation of supervision

OUTCOME WB3 –Children will receive adequate services to meet physical and mental health needs
· Physical Health of the Child 
136. Was the child born substance exposed?

137.    Was an initial health screening completed?

a. Within 24 hours of DCFS assuming legal custody? (i.e. protective/temporary custody, voluntary  placement, etc.)     

138. Was a comprehensive health evaluation completed?

a. Within 21 days of DCFS assuming legal custody? 

139. During the last 12 months, were the child’s physical health needs met through: 

a. Enrollment in HealthWorks

b. Vision screening/care

c. Hearing screening/care

d. Regular medical examinations

e. Regular dental examinations

f. Immunizations

g. Identification of physical health needs

h. Incorporation of needed physical health recommendations/treatment into service plan(s)

i. Inclusion of health records in the case record

j. Provision of records to caregiver/ongoing communication between worker and caregiver

WELL-BEING
OUTCOME WB2 – Children receive appropriate services to meet their educational and/or developmental needs
· Physical Health of the Child, continued 
140.   Is there evidence of supervision that ensures ongoing assessment,  timely identification of physical health needs, service provision and follow-up by the                        
   caseworker?  

· Mental Health of the Child 

141.
 Was the child’s mental health assessed as part of the initial health screening?

142.  Was the child’s emotional/mental health assessed as a part of the ongoing assessment process? 

 a.  Was the child’s mental health assessed within 21 days of DCFS assuming legal custody? 
143.  During the last 12 months, has there been any indication that the child has needs related to emotional/mental health? 

144.  Is this child receiving services specific to ALL identified emotional/mental health needs? 

145.  If emotional/mental health issues are identified, are all the recommendations and treatment needs incorporated into service plan(s)? 

146.  Is there evidence of supervision that ensures ongoing assessment, timely identification of emotional/mental health needs, service provision and 

                     follow-up by the caseworker?

 QUALITY OF CASE RECORD DOCUMENTATION for Outcome WB3

Based on information contained in the case record only, assess which of the following areas of the documentation are strengths (S) or weaknesses (W) as they pertain to

Outcome WB3: Children receive adequate services to meet physical and  mental health needs.  Evaluate the quality of service provider reports in relation to current 

and historical information regarding provision of services to meet the child/youth’s physical & emotional/mental health needs.  

· Inclusion of health records in the child/youth’s case record, including Immunization records, Health Passport, full completion of the service plan

· Inclusion of evaluations of mental health/substance abuse, including recommendations into service plans

· Caseworker documentation of physical health needs and services

· Caseworker documentation of emotional/mental health needs and services

· Service Provider reports as related to Outcome WB3

· Documentation of supervision
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