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Children & Family Services Reviews



CFSR: Onsite Review Instrument
-

M. Why was/were the case(s) opened for services?

O Physical abuse O Abandonment 0 Domestic violence in child’s
O Sexual abuse O Mental/physical health of parent home
03 Emotional maltreatment 3 Mental/physical health of child O Child in juvenile justice system
01 Neglect (not including medical [ Substance abuse by parent(s) O Other (specify)
neglect) 03 Child’s behavior
O Medical neglect [ Substance abuse by child

Question M Instructions:

Indicate the reason(s) for case opening(s) by selecting all that apply. Consider all cases open during the
period under review. The reason for case opening should be based on whatever information is available
in the case record and from interviews that identifies why the agency opened the case. This would
include the maltreatment type that was substantiated or resulted in case opening and it could also
include other information that informed the agency’s decision to open the case. If “other” was checked
as a reason the case was opened for services, the circumstances and reason must be very clearly
documented in the narrative.

US Dept of Health and Human Services. (2016). Child and Family Services Reviews: Review Instrument and Instructions.
Retrieved from: https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/cb/cfsr_r3_osri.pdf
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When to Use Qualitative Data-Mining?

You seek information about something not captured
In categorical/quantitative data

You are exploring a topic about which little is
known

You wish to get inside the “black box” of practice,
programs, and interventions

You have reached an impasse in explaining or
understanding with quantitative data alone

You wish to study complex processes

Padgett, D.K. (2017). Qualitative Methods in Social Work Research (Third Edition). SAGE Publications, Inc.
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How do workers respond to allegations of CEDV?

Child Abuse & Neglect 86 (2018) 70-88
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Exposure to domestic violence as abuse and neglect: Constructions | #)

. . . . Come o
of child maltreatment in daily practice e

Colleen Henry

Silberman School of Social Work at Hunier College, Ciy University of New York, 2180 3rd Avenue, New Vark, NY, United States

ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Kepwards: Research finds that exposure to domestic violence can adversely affect the emotional, behavioral, =
Child welfare and physical health of children. These effects have led some child advocates and policymakers in

Child exposure to domestic vialence the United States to conclude that child exposure to domestic violence (CEDV) isa type of child

Co-ocaumence maltreatment warranting state intervention. However, few states have defined CEDV as a type of

m"“"‘:&:’_":"" maltreatment in statute and little is known about how child welfare agencies respond 1o alle-

F gations of CEDV in the absence of other safety threats. This study considers that CEDV itself

might prompt an initial child welfare referral and may be construed by workers as a type of
statutory maltreatment. Using a random sample (n = 295) of case records, this study analyzed
ane large child welfare agency’s respanse to referrals alleging CEDV between 2011 and 2012
Findings indicate that CEDV itself did trigger investigation. At time of referral, workers used
statutory maltreatment typalogies to construe alleged CEDV as a type of maltreatment; however,
CEDV was not consistently construed as a safety threat and few all egations were substantiated.
Instead most families were referred to community-based domestic vidence services. Findings
indicate that CEDV was not consistently construed as a type of statutory maltreatment and in-
frequently resulted in ongoing child welfare services, Findings suggest that training is needed to
help workers better assess CEDV-related safety threats. Findings also raise questions about what
types of interventions are needed to protect children from domestic violence and which types of
agencies are best positioned to deliver those interventions.

Dad &t Mene,

1. Introduction

In recent years increased attention has been given to how domestic viclence adversely impacts children. It is estimated that
‘between 16-25% of American children are exposed to domestic violence during childhood (Finkelhor, Turner, Shattuck, & Hamby,
2015; McDonald, Jouriles, Ramisetty-Mikler, Caetano, & Green, 2006). Researchers find that children exposed to this type of violence
exhibit hi rates of ional, i and physical health problems (Evans, Davies, & DiLillo, 2008; Felirt et al., 1998; Holt,
Buckley, & Whelan, 2008; Kitzmann, Gaylord, Holt, & Kenny, 2003), and are at greater risk for child maltreatment than their non-
exposed peers (Edleson, 1999; English et al., 2009; Osofsky, 2003). These findings have led some to conclude that child exposure to
domestic violence (CEDV) - the seeing, hearing, experiencing, or witnessing the aftermath of domestic violence - is a form of child
maltreatment warranting public intervention. To date, few states in the U.S. define CEDV as a type of child maltreatment in law
(Child Welfare Information Gateway, 2016); however, it is thought that child welfare workers (hereafter warkers) sometimes use

ing child tatutes CEDV as a type of child abuse or neglect (Coohey, 2007; Henry, 2017; Kantor & Little,

2003).
Email address: colleenhenry@hunter cuny.edu.
hitps:///doi.org/10.1016/] chisbu.2018.08.018

Received 3 May 2018; Received in revised form 18 July 2018; Accepted 22 August 2018
0145-2134/ © 2018 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

Henry, C. 2018. Exposure to domestic violence as abuse and neglect: Constructions of child maltreatment in daily practice. Child Abuse &
Neglect, 86, 79-99. https://doi.org/10.1016/].chiabu.2018.08.018
Art: Minnesota Center Against Violence & Abuse.
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How do workers make the case that substance use IS
a threat to child safety?

Children and Youth Services Review 93 (2018) 60-78
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Parental substance use: How child welfare workers make the case for court |
intervention
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ABSTRACT

Parental sibstnee e (PSLU) b & facter in sany ol welfire cases however, linke i knows sbout how child welfare agrncies snd thele werkers ke the case 10
Juvenile or family courts thi PSU-related acs mnd omisdons are hrsful s childres, This qualitsive dst.mining shidy explores the ways in which child secliare
workers daw on child salvestment statutes, fisk mament wols, wd practics guidelions © fnme evidasces and suke the case tat FSU is hamibsl or poses a
smubaransial risk of harm to children. Narrative dats were extrscted from child wellare court reparts loaited in electmnie case roands from twa Caliienia conntied.
Analysis reveabed that woekers cibed types ol evidence to L due e, pasents bad [aiked to prodect thelr children
Frees harm o risk of harm and/er had Giled 1o provide for their chldren's hasic need. an woekers noted that these failures coninnd negloct nder

Califoenia law. 1o sdditioe, Smilaites wd ged within s

that children were mmnrm«m

which suggested (hat state sod local policy-practice guuemu influenced
policy and peactice are discussed asd recommendations

npem-m Tor state

for futere research are identifiod.

1. Intresduction

Substance mbuse 5 a widespread soclal problem In the Unred
States. The 2012-2013 National Epidemiviogic Survey on Alcohol and

Murphy-Cikonen, 2016),

How child welfane systems should responsd to parental substance
wse, and the impact of parental submance use on Infants and children,
has been the subject of extemsive detute. Concerns in the late 1980s

FRelnted Conditlons found that 29.1% of adul i
aleohol use disorder {Grant = al, 2015) and 9.9% of adults

exp o ernck L d the potentinl effect of the

o dingnemble drug use disorder (Grane et al., 2018) st some poins in
their lifetime, Substance miuse amomg parents has been shown to
disrupt family mabiliry and cobedon (fyan & Huang, 2014; Ryun,
Marsh, Testa, & Louderman, 2006) and affect children's shon- and lang-
term physical and emodonal health and cognitve development
(Boustress & Chassin, 2015; Felitti et al,, 1998; Smith & Wilsun, 2016}
Seudies have found that parental substance misuse mn adversely affect
parents’ ability to meel their chidren’s basic needs (Haywand,
Defanfilis, & Woodruff, 2010; Suchman, Pajula, DeCoste, & Mayes,
2006) and that children whose parents use sublances are at elevated
risk of child malrenement (Berger, Slack, Waldfogel, & Bruch, 2000;
Staton Tindall, Sprang, Chrk, Walker, & Craiy, 2013), Moveover, each
yenr nn essimated 400,000 infants are afibered by prenaml cxpasire w

crack epidemic federal legisktors o adopt
mew lows thar criminnlired perenarsl and parenml subsmnee use
(Gustavason, 1991; Hacl Ll ng, 1991; Korm, 2016, parental
use of f the 21 yand the
impact of the upmdu-u o children in nwre recent yes have again
encouraged federal and mae lawmakers to eraer new criminal and
child welfare stalutes regasding the use, manufac wring. amd disribu-
tlon of controlled substances by parents (Gurtmacher Insiuse, 2017
Kexm, 2016; Price et al, 2012 US Department of Health and Human
Services, 2017 Weher, 2006),

Dhespite decades of cocem, few states have explicitly defived par-
enml subsance use (PSU) irself ns & type of ehild maloearment war-
ranling dependency; however, nearly all stales now incorporate lan-
guage ahour P intn their child malrearment smoures (Child Welfnre

substances (Young et al., 2009). [ o i wa
range of nd behnvioral from rone m
severe) based on the type of prenatal expoure and the dwativn amd
timing of that cxpasure (Behnke & Smith, 201% Frank, Augustym,
Knight, Pell, & Zuckerman, 2001; Lambert & Bawer, 2012; McQueen &

E-mal address: colleen henrpighssare cuny adu (€. Hesey)

Bitp ol ong /10, 10165 chikiyousth 201 B.07.003

Information Gateway, 2016; US. Department of Health, & Human
Services, Administrarion for Children and Families, 018). Terms such
as substance and,/or drug mésuse or abuse are used i gatulory Langaage
 convey legidnrive concerns relared m parenmsl wse, dependenee, and
adliction and the resulting impcd on children, Review of state statutes

Received 26 January 2018; Received in revised form 3 July 2018 Acceped 5 July 2018

Available online 05 July 2018
01907409/ € 2018 Elsevier Lid. All rights reserved.

Henry, C. Liner-Jigamian, N., Carnochan, S., Taylor, S., & Austin, M. (2018). Parental substance use: How child welfare workers make
the case for court intervention. Children & Youth Services Review, 93, 69-78. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2018.07.003
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Are some children born to mothers in care at higher risk
for child welfare involvement than others?

Contents lists available at Sciencelirect
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An examination of child protective service involvement among

children born to mothers in foster care =
Andrea Lane E: ", Emily Putnam-Hi s

* Childeas Dets Network, School of Socl e, Work, Ursmeraity of Umtrd Sctes

*Califrsa (hid Wellore St ators Project, School of \nnd Wlfers, Umrwraty of Caltfrmia, Rerkeley, Unied Sase

ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Erpwank: Objective This sdudy Mentified children born 1o mothers in loater care and documented Child
ChiM prowetive services Prodective Service {CPS) ivodvement smong children.

T gresvarion Methods Probuhilistically limked birh and OFS mooedh from California (00201 2) were used.
Motlrers in o e 1o emtify all mothers bn foter care on o epticn. Children

wsing linked reconds 10 idenlify COPS involvessent ocourring during the firs thee yeass of life.
Diffrromers betwors sepuried snd unrrparind childon weer cxmmined wing x2 ot The Latent
Clats Analysis (LCA) dentified classes of chi b mthers in lecreased
tisk of CFS involversent. Model fit was assessed wing the Bayesian Information Criverion, en-
tropy, and 1kelibed rth tmts. Por mach of the dases, the relatkmhip o the disal outme
e, & makireatment report by age threel, was examined,

Resuber: Findings indicare that 53% of children borm 1o mothers in care were reponed. The

progurtian of chiklmen reporind o CPS far malirastment declined aver tme, from 1% of kil
dren bom b0 mothers in ater case in 2009, 10 46% in 2012 The LCA documented theee distinet
e of muiber-child dyady with varyieg, dak af report. More thas oo ikind of childon in Clas
1 and neary 70K of childrm in Claws 3 were seported

Conclusions: This sasdy was the flst 1 develop muli-dimessional class profiles of wwo-geners
thon CPS vl vement. sy mathes child dyads. This study documnents that mothers’ exper
‘mces in care and mental heakh condition vary widely, underscoring the imporance of pro-
viding services thas fit the needs of dyads.

1. Introduction

The rate of teen births has dropped over the past quarter century and stands a1 & historic low (Hamilon & s, 2016), yas
mq...ru.n.m.— sumbver of youth in Fster eare still beeome pasents during their teen years. Using o notionsl m..,.lr g
ardi, o 161 found that ameong females emancipating from foster care, one in five had ghven birth by age 19. A m.dy
of l"A'Mm\u hirth rates found that among females in foster care at ay- 17, 19.0% had glwn birth at 'Irmv once before age 19 and
35.2% hiad given birth before age 21 (Putmam-Hornstein, Har astman, McCroskey, & Webs 016), A & result, many
youths in rmn cane are ransitoning {mn ujulumu into ulu'lﬂlnll u-h:n uu:;- arrd.su beecuen xpﬂl\!!ls.id -gng oul of care
(\. veibe: B mly parenthood ,ﬂ..nmr“.m bath the msother (flevrs i Holl L
W) and ol klld atte, 006} Inpmmrl,- -nl, m.-l—mn! n.‘lm.‘«matm with an

; Boden, Fergusson, B Horwood,

MY Pogarky, Thomberry, &

n.m;....a.“ awthor ag |'\.\“|; ds-.-mu-\mu 1180 Sosth Olive Sireet, Suite 1400, Los Angeles, CA 80015, United Staies.
u (AL, Eastman},

revisnd form 30 October 20K Accepted 1 Novessher 2018
18 Elsevier Lid AN rights reserved.

Eastman, A.L. & Putnam-Hornstein, E. (2019). An examination of child protective service involvement among children born to mothers in
foster care. Child Abuse & Neglect, 88, 31—325. hitps://doi.org/10.1016/].chiabu.2018.11.002
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Why are some children born to mothers in care at
higher risk for child welfare involvement than others?
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Eastman, A.L. Schelbe, L. & McCroskey, J.. (2019). A content of analysis of case records: Two-generations of child protective services
involvement. Children & Youth Services Review, 99, 308—318. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2018.12.030
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Qualitative Data-Mining for Training
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PUBLIC CHILD

WELFARE

A CASEBOOK FOR LEARNING
AND TEACHING |

Carnochan, S. Molinar, L. Brown, J., Botzler, L., Gunderson, K., Henry, C. & Austin, M. (2018). Public child welfare: A casebook for learning and teaching. USA: Cognella
Henry, C., Carnochan, S., & Austin, M. (2017).



In Summary

Utilizes existing data to better understand and
enhance agency practice

Fosters new knowledge about client populations
and emerging problems

Generates new knowledge about practice, case
complexity, and the factors underlying system
outcomes

Compliments and enhances the CQI process

Contributes to continuous learning about practice &
outcomes
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PUBLIC CHILD

- Using Qualitative Data-Mining for
Practice Research in Child Welfare
A CASEBOOK FOR LEFRN[NG
AND TEACHING |

Colleen Henry Qualitative data-mining (QDM), using the
Hhunter Calleg, narrative data contained in child welfare case
City Untversity af . B
NewYork records, enables researchers to examine child

welfare practice using relatively non-intrusive
Sarah Carnochan methods. QDM can increase our under-
;’2:::}"3' of Califormia, randing of client populations and problems,

child welfare worker actions, and case com-
Michael J. Austin plexity. This paper reports on experiences
Untversity of California, from the Child Welfare (lua"talivc Data-
Berkeley

Mining Project; outlines a seven-step guide
to QDM methods; and describes how
QDM can be used to enhance child welfare practice, research,

and education.

Carnochan, S. Molinar, L. Brown, J., Botzler, L., Gunderson, K., Henry, C. & Austin, M. (2018). Public child welfare: A casebook for learning and teaching. USA: Cognella
Henry, C., Carnochan, S., & Austin, M. (2017). Using qualitative data-mining for practice research in child welfare. Child Welfare, 93(6), 7-26
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Thank You

colleen.henry@hunter.cuny.edu
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