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The Braam Implementation Plan: Furthering Legislative Mandates

If fully realized, the Braam implementation plan will measure and ensure the compliance of the Department of Social and Health Services (DSHS) with laws that the Legislature passed to improve conditions for foster youth. The following provisions of state law correspond with the six major focus areas of the Braam settlement implementation plan, and the benchmarks and action steps created to measure DSHS’s progress in each. The following list provides a comprehensive – though not exhaustive – sample of the intersection between the objectives of Braam and the legislature’s intent. 

PLACEMENT STABILITY:
· RCW 74.13.290 (1990) requires that foster care placements be made with an eye toward stability, so that children are transferred between placements minimally if at all and RCW 74.14A.050 (1993 & 2001) requires the development of programs for multiply-placed foster children and requires the implementation of a statewide assessment tool (the Foster Care Assessment Program) designed to minimize placements.
· Braam benchmark A.1.4.1 required a 10% decrease by Fiscal Year 2006 (FY 06) in children experiencing three or more placements. Unfortunately, placement stability has not increased for children entering care in the last two years.

· Braam action step 1(c)(3) requires DSHS to implement strategies to increase appropriate matching between caregivers and children at the time of initial placement. DSHS has not completed this action step. 
· RCW 74.13.270 (1990) directs DSHS to design and implement a respite care program in order to provide relief to foster parents and promote placement stability. 

· Braam action step 1(c)(4)  requires DSHS to develop and implement a policy to provide emergency respite care to foster parents. DSHS is out of compliance and has only recently provided an adequate plan detailing how it plans to comply.
MENTAL HEALTH:
· RCW 74.14A.050 (3) (1993) mandates that children be evaluated for long-term needs within 30 days of placement, to improve services and increase placement stability.
· Braam benchmark B.1.2.1 required that 90% of children entering care be given a Child Health and Education Track (CHET) screen within 30 days of placement by FY 06. Unfortunately, only 29.5% of children entering care in FY 06 received a CHET screen within 30 days of placement.

· Braam benchmark B.1.2.2 required that 90% of children entering care be given a Early Prevention Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) screening within 30 days of entering care by FY 06. DSHS only managed to ensure that 36.2% of children entering care had an EPSDT completed within 30 days.
FOSTER PARENT SUPPORT AND INFORMATION:
· RCW 74.13.031(2) (1997) requires the Department to recruit an adequate number and array of foster homes and RCW 74.13.325 (1997) requires the Department to increase the number of available foster families through an intensive recruitment and retention program.

· Braam benchmark A.1.1.1 requires the department to increase the number of licensed beds in the state. DSHS data indicates that there were 160 fewer beds in FY 06 than in FY 05, despite the fact that more children entered care.

· Braam benchmark A.1.3.1 measures the average number of years that licensed foster homes are active. DSHS data shows it was unable to increase the average number of years to 5.20 by FY 06 as the benchmark required, indicating retention efforts are falling short.
· RCW 74.13.310 (1990) requires DSHS to create additional training and support for foster parents and RCW 74.14B.020 (1987) requires the Department to provide ongoing training and support services to foster parents.

· Braam benchmark C.1.1.1 measures the percentage of foster caregivers reporting adequate training for their role and responsibilities. The foster parent survey data, due soon, will determine a baseline and compliance for future years.

UNSAFE AND INAPPROPRIATE PLACEMENTS:

· RCW 74.13.013 (2001) finds that accreditation by an independent entity can significantly improve services provided to children and families, and RCW 74.13.260 (1998) establishes the importance of regular, on-site monitoring of foster homes.

· Braam benchmark D.1.5.1 mandated that 75% of children receive an individual face-to-face visit by a social worker every 30 days, as required by the Council on Accreditation, by FY 06. Action step 4(c)(1) also requires 30 day visits. DSHS has not complied or provided data on this area.

· Braam action step 1(c)(9) required DSHS to reduce caseloads to Council on Accreditation standards. DSHS has neither adequately reduced caseloads nor provided an approved compliance plan detailing how it plans to do so.

SIBLING SEPARATION:
· RCW 13.34.130 (3)(a)(2003) creates a presumption that it’s in the best interest of siblings to be placed together.

· Braam benchmark E.1.1.1 measures the percentage of children in the class placed with siblings. Although the benchmark is not yet due, DSHS data shows the percentage of children placed with siblings is decreasing since FY 05.

· RCW 13.34.025 (1)(a) (2007) mandates that DSHS ensure that siblings placed apart have regular visits with each other
· Braam benchmark E.2.1.1 measures the percentage of children receiving at least two monthly visits with siblings not placed in the same home. Benchmark data will be due in November, 2007.
ADOLESCENT SERVICES:
· RCW 74.13.550 (2003) establishes a policy that children should remain in enrolled in the schools they attended before entering foster care.

· Braam benchmark F.2.2.1 measures the percentage of school aged children whose placement allowed them to stay in the same school after entering care. DSHS failed to provide the data necessary to measure its performance in this area.
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