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- Jf]’fO’fmrI anadrEormal/PubliC (Report to Congress on Kinship
EREIEIRCare, 2000; Connolly, 2003; NRCFCPP, undated; Jones, Chipungu &
o (DLOYE zoo _Leos Urbel, Bess & Geen, 1999)

PRBTOad Versus Narrow

— JLL tIy less than half of states (24), including DC,

~define kin related to “blood, marriage or adoptlon
- {e“os) Urbel, Bess & Geen, 1999; Jantz Geen, Bess, Andrews & Russell,
e 0)0)2

== '—'f 22 states broadly deflne kin “beyond blood,

=

~  marriage or adoption;” (Jantz, Geen, Bess, Andrews & Russell,
- 2002)

!

*Hawall has used a broad definition of kin since the late 1990'’s.
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¢ Child Welfare Systems invAddition:
Feder licy Contilbuitiag o —

d Use of Publl Kinship Care

sufficient non-kin foster care to meet the
ng need fior out-of-heme care

:ragency philosophy/values and attitudes
5 2gths-based, family-centered services and

- ( ourt rulings such as Miller v. Youakim, 1979
=~ yhich supported kinship providers rlghts to
_t_' 'i,_r_ecelve the same funding as non-kin providers.
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(DHHS Report to Congress on Kinship Foster Care, 2000; Berrick, 1998)



NimER off Children In Eprmal
Gnship Care

)80/08- Children in' Care: 523,000

—~ _lz_I,O;f Jwere in a kinship family foster home (23%)
(BN nally

(JrJrl TF/ACYF/CB AFCARS Report, April 2005)

--H:-~ sstimated that this represents about half of

he total number of children in Kinship care

-vvhen the informal kinship care is included.
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Nurr PEr of Chlldren In Info

SMAGEreximately 2.3 Million children living with
feleln)y Nétional Survey of Families, 1999)
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- F\ge 3<1mately 1.4 Million children living with

e

= grandparents without parents (u.s. census, 1999)
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SECIRINSECUrtY Amendments of 1950
— r\llovv pl relatives to receive ADC (later AFDC) for the “child-only”
I ’lrm care (DHHS Report to Congress on Kinship Care, 2000)

L9719 supreme Court Decision, Miller v. Youakim

= UJ:J! oIS class action suit resulted in allowing relatives to receive

i3 same funding for foster care as non-kin. (DHHS Report to Congress
- -_f oI Kinship: Foster Care, 2000; Berrick, 1998)

'-'-:5 fSGCIaJ Security Amendments of 1994

~ _ — Authorized waivers for innovative programs within the states

-~ funding. Some states requested waivers for subsidized
guardianships to kinship providers. (N. C. developed “a kinship
care assessment tool for assessing relatives as potential

guardians.”) (DHHS, 2005)
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SEETSONal Responsibility and Work Opportunity
RECONC lliation Act of 1996 (PL 104-193)

— r\u ifiorizing legislation for states to consider giving
Térence for placement to kin

: éc 505. Kinship care added to Sec. 471(a) of the
‘Somal Security Act (42 U.S.C. 671(a): “(18) provides
- that the State shall consider giving preference to an
__' —  adult relative over a non-related caregiver when
determining a placement for a child, provided that the
relative caregiver meets all relevant State child
protective standards.”
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Fecarel S slatlon/PoI|C|es W
fo1Care 1

SAGBRIeN and Safe Families Act off 1997 (PL 105-89)
=RSupported foster care as temporary through expedited
PEMNANENCY. (See next slide for additional information. )

Priovidedimore flexibility in permanency for children in kinship
Gl -—e 0., timely termination of parental rights and concurrent
ra:— |tment for adoption not required.

s Supported! consideration of relatives for placement beyond initial
=== = placement, e.g., initial or subsequent permanency hearings

P ;_..-_-,_ “Required kinship advisory panel (Sec. 301)
- = Required Report to Congress on Kinship Foster Care
- (Sec. 301) (ASFA of 1997)
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— foJu care is the temporary placement of children
=y0uth with families outside of their own home

_. ’l:leﬁto child abuse or neglect. The goal IS to provide a
'-* ~ safe , stable, nurturing environment.”
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'-(Retrleved from http://www.nfpainc.org/aboutFP/htb_fp.cfm?page=2,
- 12/5/05)
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gl Regulations Addressmg Ki a—

: doptlon aﬂéﬁﬂfe EFamilyAc

Ol Je RuaRy 25, 20 O DHES publlshed a final rule In the
e Recuster addressmg foster care requirements
relel ed tarlicensing of kinship care.

o [C I the Federal foster care program, States are

Seoguired to have the same licensing or approval

“Yequirements for relative foster homes as they do for

-_:—~ jﬁon -relative homes, with some exceptions for

—  reguirements not related to safety. The State cannot
receive Federal reimbursement for foster care

-~ expenses for children placed in temporarily licensed
foster homes or in foster homes that fail to meet all
licensing or approved requirements.” (DHHS, 2000)
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(omorr IsoN| of| States I Natlonal S _ :

RET -erence  forKin >

qum— ——

=

e Unban [nstitute conducted national surveys
of k]nJr' ‘policies in all'50 states and DC in
| 99/ 1999/ and 2001.

= 48 states + DC gave preference to kin in
=D acmg a child

_L '~ 19909; Only 2 states did not give preference to kin in
-Z_'_j- ':—_ placing a child
— 2001: 49 states required preference for kin in placing
a child

*Since the last national survey, all 50 states + DC have developed
kinship preference policies.
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REsEANC mdmgs Stﬂgport Kin care..

in) F 1d|ng Safé@'*

eiildren N kinship homes are less likely to be abused
irieinl 1n) r'n-kin NOMES. (Zuravin, Benedict & Sommerfield, 1993)

K (] 998) concluded from a review of another study
Wy en kin caregivers are screened and supported,

cannot only protect children from harm but foster
:.:i—— e1r development 2

_,-f

=15 'Klnshlp caretakers are required to meet state licensing

~~ standards. No safety requirements may be waived. (ASFA
Final Rules, 2000)
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sealich FIndings Suppert Kinship
romo"r' C ermangc \/ o) Ghﬂdrm
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RESEANCHI TINAINGS suppert kinship care as providing more
; re_rJ ﬂncludlng fewer placement changes for children

| lfcare than non-kin care. (Berrick, 1998; George, 1990;
Te;s :I” » 1998; Benedict, Zuravin & Stallings, 1996; Iglehart, 1994;
WEICZyI &George 1992; Courtney & Needell, 1997; Webster, Barth &

NEeedell, 2000; Scannapieco & Jackson, 1996; Scannapieco, Hegar &
= 'ﬁalne 1997; National Abandoned Infants Resource Center, 2005)

—
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#Kmshlp care has been found to support quality

~ relationships. (Hunt, 2003; Altshuler, 1999; Stelmaszuk, 1999; GAO,
~ 1999)

e Altshuler (1999) found “greater depths of bonding” of
children in kinship care.
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RESEAICH FINAINgs Suppert Kinship Ca@
PIOMeUING PErman gg CYy/ fer Childrertin Their™
care -

o -

SRESERICH TINAINGS Indicate Kinshiprcare Is less traumatic
irje) ells uptlve than non-kin fester care. (Gleeson and Craig,
991' Jorr 1sony, 1994; Zwas, 1993; Billing, Ehrle & Kortenkamp, 2002)
eildren in kinship care have more continuity in family
relrt T]ShIpS and community ties. (DHHS Report to Congress on
_}’£J; ‘Care, 2000; GAO, 1999)

_,:__,_:v:- Jildrens in: kinship care visit siblings and birth parents

s “more frequently than in non-kin care. (GAO, 1999, Chipungu,

=

= Everett, Verdieck & Jones, 1998)

~ ® Federal policy provides for more flexibility permanency
options for children in kinship care, e.g., subsidized
guardianships and long-term foster care without

termination of parental rights. (GAo, 1999; Jantz, Geen, Bess,
Andrews & Russell, 2002)



REsearciNEinGings Support Kinship Care in,

Jonioting Well-Being for ChWﬂeﬁv
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J]OJ]HJ alie more likely placed together in kinship care
EIIoNC ng the family bond. (Berrick, 1994; Testa and Rolock,
LI9SR rn also) relates to permanency.

IiiErcontact with siblings and other family members
SUpPoNts family connections for children in kinship care
SOVE Bl nen-kin care. (GAO, 1999; LeProhn and Pecora, 1994) This
~ . rels tES L0 permanency, too.

‘Research findings support less serious mental health and

- behavioral problems for children in kinship care. (Berrick,
~  Barth & Needell, 1994; Le Prohn, 1994; Thorton, 1991)
e Kinship care “can offer growth and development within
the context of the child’s culture and community.”
(Ingram, 1996)
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Cujit]ee tIces and Statutes Suppe
Cirisnllg F-awmmuﬂy
elfje) G ﬂJ-TIES =
NICIERIChITd Welfare Act of 1978 (PL 95-608)

= AborU]nmr-' hild Placement Principle in Australia (Spence, 2004)

SINEW Zealand Children, Young Persons, and Their Families Act of
U”D orrall 2001)

iy

- l\/ 20 atlon “drawing from ancient Chinese, Japanese, and African

i ..___,..—-___

e cul ures among others” (wilhelmus, 1998)

Fam|ly Group Conferencing in New Zealand; Ohana Conferencing in
~ Hawaii

® Prevalence of kinship care greater “in African American
communities, and...in Hispanic communities than the U. S.
population as a whole” (Hegar & Scannapieco, 2005)
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; In terests of Childr -~
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ives are now the fastest-growing source
PE manent adoptive homes for foster
~ chl dren

. g
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_- ;,Q'L-Résearch shows that placement of foster
-~ children with their kin is preferable and more
beneficial in the long-run for these children,

even If a change in placement is necessary.
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1ts to fathers and other non-maternal
. as well as to mothers.

a from http://aspe.hhs.qgov/hsp/prison2home02/parke-
art tm)

i {achment theory has developed considerably
;-ﬁéyond Bowlby’s initial formulations. From

_-I"’

g

~  Bowilby's early basis of maternal deprivation and

-— o

=~ the centrality of the mother-child relationship, it is
now accepted that children can and do form
multiple attachments.

(Retrieved from http://www.vuw.ac.nz/mckenzie-
centre/research/complete/reports/Changing-family.doc)



http://aspe.hhs.gov/hsp/prison2home02/parke-stewart.htm
http://aspe.hhs.gov/hsp/prison2home02/parke-stewart.htm
http://aspe.hhs.gov/hsp/prison2home02/parke-stewart.htm
http://www.vuw.ac.nz/mckenzie-centre/research/complete/reports/Changing-family.doc
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fecating Kin- ..~ J""" '

SINERPIETEraie 1o locate Kin andfestablish'a strong

e

o

-

SONIECTION early after a child is taken into the
Jeornrrr Ent's custody.

INIENDE partment has made significant changes in the
Ier “endl of our child welfare system to intensify our
ot to lecate kin. This includes new confidentiality
4-4 €S allewing CWS staff to share the identity of foster
“'c‘mldren with genealogists who can find the children’s
~Kin, expanding Ohana Conferencing for effective family
‘mediation to find Kin, and partnerships with faith-based
an(C:iI ﬁpmmunlty organlzatlons to locate absent parents
and Kin.

® The Department Iis developing a new RFP (Request for

Proposal) for a statewide contract to search, locate,
study, approve and train kin for placement of foster
children.
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JJQ Ullcy would not apply on cases, where
department has placed a child for adoption,

g Ihe Department has exhausted all
-‘l'- onable efforts to locate kin, with PRIDE-

-

= —--=approved applicants who only want to adopt,

P

S

and not foster, a child.
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puien rs Paolicy = Exception To What
IFChFA nd Evidence-Based Best Practice Tells
___Jr: t e Best Interests Of Children



(rnJr Velfare Serwces Branch i,
Adiministrative R@iew Panel™

e

SHEVAdminiStrative Review: Panel IS the process
Wigle rw W/SB workers should use to seek an
,,«Jejc en to any policy on a specific case.

SRIHIE review process is designed to respect the
= 2ssigned! CWSB worker’s professional opinion
==and utilize a hierarchy of examination by the
~worker’s professional peers. This helps CWSB
- reach a final consensus decision that becomes
the Department position in a specific case that
may be an exception to our existing policy.
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MBIl Care

-

Ve are i iplications for practice?

> \Wpler ,nrf'o uestlons concerns, Issues for
ilkore training and research?
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