
Alaska Child and Family Services Review Data Profile: January 31, 2012 

CHILD SAFETY Fiscal Year2009ab Fiscal Year2010ab Fiscal Year20llab ot yet submitted 
PROFILE Reports % DupHc. % Unique % Reports % Duplic. % Unique % Repol1s % Duplic. % Unique 

Childn,l Chi ldn,! Childn,! Childn.! Childn.: Childn. l 

I. Total CAJN 
6,100 A 10,752 8,8 16 5,240 A 9,079 7,533 

Reuorts Disposed l 

II. Disposition of 
CAIN RepOl'ts3 

Substantiated & 2,2 15 B 36.3 3,959 36.8 3,544 40.1 1,845 35.2 3, 147 34.6 2,825 37.5 
Indicated 

Unsubstantiated 3,334 54.6 5,850 54.4 4,670 52.9 2,927 55.8 5,1 10 56.2 4, 145 55 .0 

Othoe 551 9.0 943 8.7 602 6.8 468 8.9 822 9.0 563 7.4 

III. Child Viclim 
Cases Opened for 1,155 29.1 989 27.9 \, 11 7

C 
3SA 974 34.4 

Post-I nvestigation 
Services~ 

IV. Child Victims 
Entering Foster 755 19.0 694 19.5 592 18.8 572 20.2 
Care 8ased on 
CAIN Repor~ 

V. C hild Fatalit ies 
Resultiug frolll 
l\IlIIIreatrnent6 

]) D 

STATEWIDE AGGREGATE DATA USED TO DI<:TERMINE SUBSTANTIAL CONI'ORI\IITY 

VI. Absence of 
Maltreatment 1,667 of 1,403 of 
Recurrence7 1,842 905 1,511 92.9 
IStandard; 94.6% or 
more; national 
median = 93.3%, 
25'h percentile '" 
91.50%1-

VII. Absence of 
Child Abuse and/or 
Neglect in Foster 
Care' (12 months) 2,784 of 98.93 2,706 of 99.49 
Istandard 99.68% or 2,814 2.720 
more; national 
median == 99.S, 25'h 
percentile = 99.301 
The Permanency Data for FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annual flies created on 1211 /2011 , and the Permanency Data for FFY 2011 was based on the annual file created on 11 /2812011 . The FY2010 NCANDS 
Child File was submitted on 1-31-2011. and the Agency File was submitted on 3-7-2011 . 

% 
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Additiomtl Safety Measures For Information Only (no standards arc associated with these): 
, I 

VIII. M,.'" Tim ' 
to Invesllgallon '" 
H""~(Chiid 

' iI,) 

X. ",," Tim~ to 

'" 

XI. Chihl ren 
Maltreated by 
Parents While in 

,"'oster Care, ll 

Hours 

E 

E 

F 

10. ,Safetv 

XII. R«urren('e of 
Maltrtalment lJ 

IStandard: 6.1 ';, 
or Ius) 

I XIII. , "r 
Child Abuse and/or 
Ntgle<:t in Foster 
Care'· (9 months) 

I ~s:~:~ird 0.57-;. 

R' pon< % 

50 of 
2,8 14 

175 of 

% 

1.78 

% 

1,842 9.5 

27 of 1.06 
2,553 

Hours 

E 

E 

F 

I for ' 

Rt.'portS 

% n ours 

43 of 
2,720 

108 of 

1.58 

% 

1,51 1 7. 1 

9 of 0. 36 
2,476 

lonlv) 

Reports 

, I 

% Unique 

""' i~"' % 

The Perm,neney 0.1. for FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annual files created on 121112011 , and the Permanency eata 101'" FFY 2011 was based on the Innull file created on 1112&12011. The FY2010 NCANOS 2 
Child File was submitted on 1·31.2011 , 10ld the Agency File was submitted on 3·7.2011. 
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NCANDS data completeness information for the CFSR 
Description of Dala Tests 

Fiscal Year 2009ab Fiscal Yrar 20tOlib 
Fiscal Vellr20llab 
(Not vel submitted) 

Percent of duplitllie victims In the submin ioo [At least I % of victims should be associated wilh multiple 
reports (same CUID). If 001, the Stale wou~~ appear to have frequent ly entered different IDs for Ihe samc 10 .32 10.15 
victim. This affects maltreatment recurrence 
Percent of victim!! with ~I~pelra lor reporled [File must ha\'c at least 95% to reasonably calculate 
maltreatment in fosler care· 100 100 

Percent of per petra ton wilh reialionshilllO victim rtportetllFi le must have 8lieasl95%lt 99.77 99.73 
Percent of records wilh investigation start date reported (Needed to compute mean and median time to E E 
investi!1:ationl Not Reported Not Reported 
Average time to Investigation in the Agency file WART measure ) Not Reported I' Not Reported t-

Percent of records with AFC ARS ID repor ted in the Ch ild "ile [Needed to calculate maltreatment in 
foster care by the pllrcnt~: also. All Child Fi le records should now have an AFCARS ID to allow ACF 10 

100 100 
link the NCAN DS darn with AFCARS. Thj~~S now an 1I 11-purpo~c un ique child identifier nnd n child tlou 
not hllve to be in foster titre to have this ID 

• • States sho uld s trive to reach IOO Yo In order to have maXlnl Um confidence to the absence o f maltreatme nt III foster care m eas ure . 

FOOTNOTES TO DATA ELEM ENTS IN CHILD SAFETY PROFILE 

Each maltreatment allegation reported to NCANDS is associated with a disposition or finding that is used to derive the counts prov ided in thi s safety 
profile. The safety profile uses three categories. The various terms that are used in NCANDS reporting have been collapsed into these three groups. 

Disposition 
Category Safet y Pro file Disposition NCAN DS Maltreatment Level Codes Included 

A Substantiated or Indicated "Substantiated," " Indicated;' and "Alternative Response Disposition 
(Maltreatment Victim) Victim" 

B Unsubstantiated "Unsubstantiated" and "Unsubstantiated Due to Intentionally False 
Reporting" 

C Olher "Closed-No Finding," "Alternati ve Response Disposition - Not a 
Victim," "Other," "No Alleged Maltreatment," and " Unknown or 
Missing" 

Alternative Response was added starting with the 2000 data year. The two categories of Unsubstantiated were added starling with the 2000 data year. 
In earlier years there was only the category of Unsubstantiated. The di sposition of "No a lleged maltreatment" was added for FYY 2003. It primarily 
refers to children who receive an investigation or assessment because there is an allegation concerning a sibling or other child in the household, but 
not themselves, AN D whom are not found to be a victim of maltreatment. It applies as a Maltreatment Disposition Level but not as a Report 
Disposition code because the Report Disposition cannot have thi s value (there must have been a child who was found to be one of the other values. ) 

Tile Permanency Data for FFY 21l1l9 and 2010 were based on the annual flies created on lZ11/20ft , and thl PlrmaneM:Y Data for FFY 21111 was based on tile . nnual file cru t , d on 11/2812011 . Til, FY2010 NCANOS 3 
Child File w .. submitted on 1.31 .2011 , and the Agancy File WIS l ubmltted on 3-7_2011 . 
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Starting with FFY 2003, the data year is the fiscaJ year. 

Starting with FFY2004, the maltreatment levels for each child are used consistently to categorize children. While report dispositions arc 
based on the field of report disposition in NCANDS, the dispositions for duplicate children and unique children are based on the 
maltreatment levels associated with each child. A child victim has at least one maltreatment level that is coded "substantiated," "indicated," 
or ~'alternative response victim." A child classified as unsubstantiated has no maltreatment levels that are considered to be victim levels and 
at least one maltreatment level that is coded " unsubstantiated" or "unsubstantiated due to intentionally false reporting." A child classified 
as " other" has no maltreatment levels that are considered to be victim levels and none that are considered to be unsubstantiated levels. U a 
child has no maltreatments in the record, and report has a victim disposition, the child is assigned to "other" disposition. JI a child has no 
maltreatments in the record and the report has either an unsubstantiated disposition or an "other" disposition, the child is counted as 
having the same disposition as the report disposition. 

1. The data element, "Total CAIN Reports Disposed," is based on the reports received in the State that received a disposition in the reporting period 
under review. The number shown may include reports received during a previous year that received a disposition in the reporting year. Counts 
based on "reports," "duplicated counts of children," and " unique counts of children" are provided. 

2. The duplicated count of children (report-child pairs) counts a child each time that (s)he was reported. The unique count of chi ldren counts a chi ld 
on ly once during the reporting period, regardless of how many times the child was reported. 

3. For the column labeled "Reports," the data element, "Disposition of CAIN Reports," is based on upon the highest disposition of any child who 
was the subject of an investigation in a particular report. For example, if a report investigated two children, and one chi ld is found to be neglected 
and the other child found not to be maltreated, the report disposition will be substantiated (Group A). The disposition for each child is based on the 
specific finding related to the maltreatment(s). In other words, of the two children above, one is a victim and is counted under '''substantiated'' 
(Group A) and the other is not a victim and is counted under " unsubstantiated" (Group B). In determining the unique Counts of children, the 
highest finding is given priority. If a child is found to be a victim in onc report (Group A), but not a victim in a second report (Group B), the 
unique count of children includes the child on ly as a victim (Group A). The category of "other" (Group C) includes children whose report may 
have been "closed without a finding," children for whom the allegation disposition is "unknown," and other dispositions that a State is unable to 
code as substantiated, indicated, alternative response victim, or unsubstantiated. 

4, The data element, "Child Cases Opened for Services," is based on the number of victims (Group A) during the reporting period under review, 
"Opened for Services" refers to post-investigative services. The duplicated number counts each time a victim's report is linked to on-going 
services; the unique number counts a victim only once regardless of the number of times services are linked to reports of substantiated 
maltreatment. 

5. The data element, "Chi ldren Entering Care Based on CAIN Report," is based on the nunlber of victims (Group A) during the reporting period 
under review. The duplicated number counts each time a victim 's report is linked to a foster care removal date. The unique number counts a 
victim only once regardless of the number of removals that may be reported . 

The Permanency Data forffY 2009 and 2010 were based on tha annual flies created on 1211/2011. and the Permanency Data forFfY 2011 wae based on the annual nle created on 11 /2812011. The FY2010 NCANOS 4 
Child file was submlUed on 1-31-2011, and the Agency file was submitted on 3-7-2011. 
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6. The data element "Child Fatalities" counts the number of children reported to NCANDS as having died as a result of child abuse and/or neglect. 
Depending upon State practice, this munbcr may count only those children for whom a case record has been opened either prior to or after the 
death, or may include a number of children whose deaths have been investigated as possibly related to chi ld maltreatment. For example, some 
Stales include neglected-related deaths such as those caused by motor vehicle or boating accidents, house fires or access to fi rearms, under certain 
circumstances. The percentage is based on a count of unique victims of mallreatment for the reporting period. 

7. The data e lement "Absence of Recurrence of Maltreatment" is defined as fo llows: Of all children who were vict ims of substantiated or indicated 
maltreatment a llegation during the first 6 months o f the reporting period, what percent were not victims of another substantiated or indicated 
maltreatment allegation within a 6·rnonth period. This data element is used to determine the State's substwltial conformity with CFSR Safety 
Outcorne # I ("Children are, first and foremost, protected from abuse and neglect"). 

8. The data element "Absence of Child Abuse/or Neglect in Foster Care" is defined as follows: Of all chi ldren in foster care during the reporting 
period, what percent were not victims of substantiated or indicated maltreatrnent by fosler parent of facility staff member. This data element is 
used to determine the State's substantial conformity with CFSR Safety Outcome #1 ("Children are, first and foremost, protected from abuse and 
neglcct"). A chiJd is counted as not having been maltreated in foster care if the perpetrator of the maltreatment was not ident ified as a foster 
parent or residential facility staff. Counts of children not maltreated ill foster care arc derived by subtracting NCANDS count of chi ldren 
maltreated by foster care providers from AFCARS count of children placed in foster care. The observation period for this measure is 12 months. 
The number of children not found to be maltreated in foster care and the percentage of all chi ldren in foster care arc provided. 

9. Median Time to Investigation in hours is computed from the Child file records using the Report Date and the Investigat ion Start Date (currently 
reported in the Child f ile in mmddyyyy fonnat) . The result is converted to hours by multiplying by 24. 

10. Mean Time to investigation in hours is computed from the Child Fi le records using the Report Date and the Investigat ion Start Date (currently 
reported in the Child File in rnmddyyyy fonnat) . The result is converted to hours by multiplying by 24. Zero days difference (both dates are on 
the same day) is reported as "under 24 hours", one day difference (invest igation date is the next day after report date) is reported as '"at least 24 
hours, but less than 48 hours", two days difference is reported as "at least 48 hours, but less than 72 hours", etc. 

11. Average response time in hours between maltreatment report and investigation is available through State NCAN DS Agency or SDC File 
aggregate data. "Response tirne" is defined as the time from the receipt of a report to the time of the initial investigation or assessment. Note that 
many States calculate the init.ial investigation daLe as the first date of contact with the alleged victim, when this is appropriate, or with another 
person who can provide information essential to the disposition of the investigation or assessment. 

12. The data clement, "Children Maltreated by Parents while in Foster Carc" is defined as follows: Of all children placed in foster care during the 
reporting period, what percent were victirns of substantiated or indicated maltreatment by parent. This data element requires matching NCANDS 
and AFCARS records by AFCARS IDs. Only unique NCANDS chi ldren with substantiated or indicated maltreatments and perpetrator 
relationship "Parent" are selected for this match. NCANDS report date must fall within the removal period found in the matching AFCARS 
record . 

Th. Permlnency D;llllor FFY 2009 Ind 2010 wer. bu.d on thl ilnnu;l1 filII cr.;Illd on 12111201" .nd th. P.rmanency Oat. for FFY 2011 WJS butd on the ,nnu.1 m. cre.led on 1112812011. The FY2010 NCANO$ 5 
Child FII. w .. lubmltlf'd on 1·31 ·2011 , .nd the Agency File was submitted on 3·7-2011. 
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13. The data element, "Recurrence of Maltreatment," is defined as follows: Of aU children associated with a "substantiated" or " indicated" finding of 
maltreatment during the first six months of the reporting period, what percentage had another "substantiated" or "indicated" finding of 
maltreatment within a 6·month period, The number of victims during the first six-month period and the number of these victims who were 
recurrent victims within six months are provided. "This data element was used to determine the State's substantial conformity with Safety 
Outcome # I for CFSR Round One. 

14. The data element, "[ncidence of Child Abuse and/or Neglect in Foster Care," is defined as follows: Of all children who were served in foster care 
during the reporting period, what percentage were found to be victims of "substantiated" or "indicated" maltreatment. A child is counted as 
having been maltreated in foster care if the perpetrator of the maltreatment was identified as a foster parent or residential facility staff. Counts of 
children maltreated in foster care are derived from NCANDS, while counts of children placed in foster care are derived from AFCARS. The 
observation period for these measures is January-September because this is the reporting period that was jointly addressed by both NCANDS and 
AFCARS at the time when NCANDS reporting period was a calendar year. The number of children found to be maltreated in foster care and the 
percentage of all children in foster care are provided. This data element was used to determine the State's su·bstantial conformity with Safety 
Outcome #2 for CFSR Round One. 

Additional Footnotes 

A. For PFY20 1 0, AK provided the following comment: "The count of Screened-In reports decreased in FFY201 0 due to improved training at the 
intake process, resulting in more thorough intake interviews and therefore fewer disposed reports." 

B. Alaska discontinued its Alternative Response disposition during FFY2009. 
C. Alaska provided the following comment for FFY201 0: "Many services are provided through contracting providers; therefore analysis of the 

services array with Alaska's NCANDS child file is not advised." 
D. For fFY2010 Alaska provided the following comment: AK does not report fatalities in the Child File. Due to jurisdiction of law enforcement 

agencies, the AJaska Office of Children Services investigates child fatalities only in instances where there are siblings that are potentially in 
harm's way to determine if protective action should be implemented. Reports of child fatalities are reported to law enforcement agencies. 
For FFY 2009, Alaska reported I additional fatality in the Agency File (resubmitted data in March 2011). For FFY2010, AK provided the 
following comment: "There is no indication that any children in the state's SACWIS system died of Substantiated maltreatment in FFY2010. [The 
State] manually checked the case-notes for each child in the system who died in the year, and found no indication of Substantiated maltreatment 
being the cause of death for any of the children, followed by legal action against the perpetrator. One case· contains a child who died, and who 
was documented as having substantiated maltreatment related to the death. However, the perpetrator was never charged with a crime relating to 
the child's death." 

E. AK does not report on Investigation Start Date. For FFY20 I 0, the State provided the following comment: "Alaska is unable to provide this 
element, due to documentation inconsistencies - we are actively improving data currently." 

F. For FFY20LO, AK provided the following comment: "At this time, we are working to improve the documentation of the initial face-to~face visit 
with clients. A monthly report has been developed indicating which investigations need this data element documented. This report is distributed 
to management on a monthly basis, and documentation has improved. We anticipate being able to provide an accurate count of this datum in the 
future. " 

The Permanency Data for fFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annu~1 files created on 121112011 , and Ihe Permanency Dala lor FFY 2011 was baaed 0 ... the annual me croated on 1112812011 . The FY2010 NCANOS 6 
Child FII& was submitted 0 ... 1-31·2011, a ... d the Agency File was submitted on 3-7-2(111. 
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POINT-IN-TIME PERMANENCY PROFILE Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY 2010ab Federal FY 2011ab 
# of %of # of %of # of 0/0 of 

Children Children Child ren Children Children Child ren 
I. Foster Care Population Flow 
Children in foster care on first day of year 1,926 1,823 1,74 1 
Admissions during year 888 897 927 
Discharges during year 963 955 809 

Chi ldren discharging from Fe in fewer than 8 days 45 4.7% of the 36 3.8% of the 34 4.2% of the 
(These cases are excluded from length of stay discharges di scharges discharges 
calcu lations in the composite measures) 

Children in care on last day of year 1,85 1 1,765 1,859 
Net change during year , 75 ,58 118 

ll. Placement Types for Children in Care 
Pre-Adoptive Homes 386 20.9 356 20.2 454 24.4 
Foster Fami ly Homes Relative) 455 24.6 442 25.0 397 2 1.4 
Foster Family Homes Non-Relati ve) 704 38.0 713 40.4 69 1 37.2 
Group Homes 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Institutions 94 5. 1 94 5.3 106 5.7 
Supervised Independent Living 0 0.0 2 0.1 4 0 .2 
Runaway 7 0.4 6 0.3 4 0.2 
Trial Home Visit 205 11.1 152 8.6 203 10.9 
Missing Placement Information 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not Applicable (Placement in subsequent year) 0 0.0 0 0 .0 0 0.0 

Ill_ Permanency Goals for Children in Care 
Reunification 878 47 .4 868 49.2 8 14 43.8 
Live with Other Relatives 5 0.3 8 0.5 3 0.2 
Adoption 655 35.4 629 35.6 678 36.5 
Long Term Foster Care 39 2. 1 51 2.9 50 2.7 
Emancipation 17 0.9 6 0.3 4 0.2 
Guardianship 80 4.3 69 3.9 97 5.2 
Case Plan Goal Not Established 177 9 .6 134 7.6 213 11.5 
Missing: Goal Information 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

The Permanency Data for FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on tilt allnual flits created on 1211/2011 , and the Permanency Data for FFY 2011 was based on the annual file created on 1112812011. The FV201 0 NCANDS 7 
Child File was submitted on 1·31-2011, and the Agency File wu submitted on 3_7.2011. 
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I'OINT-IN-TIME PERMANENCY PROFILE Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY 2010ab Federal FY 2011ab 
• of %of #of %of • of %of 

C hildren Children Children Children Children Children 
IV. Number of Placement Settine:s in Current Episode 
One 939 50.7 956 54.2 988 53. 1 
Two 289 15.6 279 15.8 302 16.2 
Three 158 8.5 137 7.8 180 9.7 
Four 131 7.1 92 5.2 94 5.1 
Five 76 4.1 75 4.2 83 4.5 
Six or more 258 13.9 226 12.8 2 12 11.4 
Missing placement settings 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

V. Number of Removal Episodes 
One 1,546 83.5 1,492 84.5 1,592 85.6 
Two 275 14.9 241 13.7 223 12.0 
Three 2 1 1. 1 26 1.S 36 1.9 
Four 9 0.5 6 0.3 5 0.3 
Five 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.2 
Six or more 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Missing removal episodes 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

VI. Numbe r ofchildren in care 17 of the most recent 22 months~ 
222 30.5 231 32.8 225 29.3 I (percent based on cases with sufficient information for computation) 

VII. Median Length of Stay in Foster Care 
I (of children in care on last day of FY) 

15.9 14.4 14.3 

VIII. Length of Time to Achieve Perm. Goal # of Median • of Median # of Median 
Children Months 10 Children Months 10 Childrcn Months to 

Discharl!:ed Discharge Discharged Discha.-ge Discharged Discharge 
Reunification 476 12.9 483 11.7 442 12.7 
Adoption 329 33.6 335 32.0 289 31.3 
Guardianship 35 35.3 38 33.5 22 30.7 
Other 123 30.2 99 32.1 56 26.4 
Missi n2. Discharge Reason (footnote 3, page 16) 0 -- 0 -- 0 --
Total discharges (excluding those wi problematic dates) 963 2 1.2 955 21.2 809 20.4 

Dates are problematic (footnote 4, page 16) 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 N/A 

The Permanency Data lorFFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annualliles created on 121112011, and the Permanency Data for FFV 2011 wall baaed on tile annual file created on 1112812011 . The FY2010 NCANDS 8 
Child File was submitted on 1·31·2011, and the Agency File was lIubmltted on 3·7.2011. 



as a I AI k Ch 'ld an dF '1 S amuy ervlces R eVlew a a ro I e: DtPfiI J anuary 31 2012 • 
Statewide Aggregate Data Used in Determining Substantial Conformity: ComDosites 1 throll h4 

Federal FY FederalFY Federal FY 
2009ab 2010.b 20llab 

IX. Permanency Composite 1: Timeliness and Permanency of Reunification 
State Score = State Score = State Score = 

[standard: 122.6 or higherl. 106.1 11 4.6 105.0 
Scaled Scores for this compos ite incorporate two components 

National Ranking of State Composite Scores (see footnote A on page 12 fo r details) 36 of 47 22 of 47 37 of 47 

Component A: Timeliness of Reunification 
The timeliness component is composed of three timeliness ind ividual measures. 

Measure CI - 1: Exits to reunification in less than 12 months: or all children discharged from foster care 
to reunification in the year shown, who had been in foster care for g days or longer, what percent was 

55.7% 63.0% 57.8% 
reunified in less than 12 months from the dale of the latest removal from home? (Includes !rial home vis it 
adiustment) [national median ~ 69.9%., 75th Dcrccntile ~ 75.2°/~i 
Measure C I ·2: Exit.'i to reunification, median stay: Of all chi ldren discharged from foster care (FC) to 
reunification in the year shown, who had been in Fe fo r 8 days or longer, what was the median length of stay 

Median = 10.5 Med ian = 8.9 M edian = 10.1 (in months) from the dale of the latest removal from home until the date o[ discharge 10 reuoification? (This 
includes uial home visit adjustment) (nationa l median = 6,5 months, 25th Percentile = 5.4 months (lower months months month s 

score is prderable in this measureR)] 
Measure CI p 3: Entry cohort reunification in <; 12 months; Orall children entering foster care (FC) for 
the fi rst time in the 6 month period j ust prior to the year shown, and who remained in FC for 8 days or 
longer. whal percent was discharged from Fe to reunification in less than 12 months from the date of the 2 1.7% 34.1 % 28.4% 
latest removal from home? (Includes trial home visit adjustment) [national median = 39.4%, 75th 

Percentile = 48.4%1 
Component B: Permanency of Reunification The pcnnanency component has one measure . 

Measure C l - 4: Re-entries to roster care in less than 12 months: Of all children discharged from fosler 
care (FC) to reunification in the 12-month period prior to Ihe year shown, what percent re-entered FC in less 
than 12 months fi·om the dute of discharge? [national median = 15.0%, 25th Percentile = 9.9% (lower 

7.4% 8.5% 8.8% 

score is preferable in tbis measure)] 

The Permanency Dala for FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annuel flies created on 121112011 , and 1he Permanency Oala lor FFY 2011 was based on the annual me created on 1112812011 . The FY2010 NCANO$ 9 
Child File was submitted on 1-31·2011 , and the Agency File wa!! submitted on 3.7-2011. 



Alaska Child and Family Services Review Data Profile: January 31, 2012 

Federal FY 
Federal FY 2010ab 

Federal FY 
2009ab 2011ab 

X. Permanency Composite 2: Timeliness of Adoptions [standard: 
106.4 or higher]. Stale Score = 128.8 State Score = 138.5 Stale Score.= 136.2 

Sca led Scores for th is composite incorporate three components. 
National Ranking of State Composite Scores (see footnote A on page 12 for details) 30f47 10[47 20f47 

Component A: Timeliness of Adoptions of Children Discharged From Foster Care. 
There arc two individual measures of (his component. Sec below. 

Measure C2 - I: Exits to adoption in less than 24 months: Of all children who were discharged 
!rom foster care to a fina lized adoption in the year shown. what percent was discharged in less than 
24 months from the date oflhe latest removal from home? [national median = 26.8%, 75th 23.1% 29.0% 24.9% 

Percentile = 36.6% 1 
Measure C2 - 2: Exits to adoption, median length of stay: Of all children who were discharged 
from foster care (FC) to a finalized adoption in the year shown, what was the median length of stay 

Median = 33.6 Median = 32.0 M edian = 31.'3 
in FC (in months) from the date of latest removal from home to the date of discharge to adoption? 

months months months [national median = 32.4 months, 25th Percentile = 27.3 months(lower score is preferable in 
this measure)l 

Component B: Progress Toward Adoption for Children in Foster Otre for 17 Months or 
L oneer . T here are two individual measures . See be low. 

Measure C2 - 3: Children in care 17+ mont hs, adopted by the end of the year: Of all children 
in foster care (Fe) on tbe first day of the year shown who were in FC for 17 continuous mOlllhs or 
longer (and who, by the last day of the year shown, were not discharged from FC wilh a discharge 

32.8% 34.8% 33.4% reason ofl ive with relative, reunifY, or guardianship), what percent was discharged from FC to a 
fi nalized adoption by the last day of the year shown? [nationalmcdian = 20.2%, 75th Percentile = 

22.7%] 
Measure C2 - 4: C hildren in care 17+ months achieving legal freedom with in 6 months: Of 
all children in foster care (FC) on the first day of the year shown who were in FC for 17 continuous 
months or longer, and were not legally free for adopt ion prior to that day, what percent became 
legally free for adoption during the first 6 months of the year shown? Legally free means that there 

23.3% 22.5% 25 .9% was a parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both mother and father. This 
ca lculation excludes ch ildren who, by the end of the first 6 months of the year shown had 
discharged from FC to "reunification," "live with re lative," or "guardianship." [national median = 

8.8%, 75'h Percenti le = 10.9%] 
Component C: Progress Toward Adoption of Children Who A re Legally Free for 
Adoption. There is one measure ror this component. See be low. 

Measure C2· 5: L.egally rree chiltJrCJI adopted in less than 12 months: Of all children who 
became legal ly free jor adoption in the 12 month period prior to the year shown (i.e., there was a 
parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both mother and fathe r), what percent was 58 .2% 64 .9% 63.0% 
discharged from toster care to a fi nalized adoption in less than 12 months of becoming lega lly free? 
rnational median = 45.8%, 75th Percentile = 53.7'%1 

The Permanancy Oala for FFV 2009 and 2010 were based on Ihe annuel files created on 121112011. and the Permanency Oala lor FFV 2011 was based on the annual me created on 1112812011. The FY2010 NCANOS 10 
Child File was submitted on 1·31·2011. and the Agency File was submitted on 3·7·2011. 
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Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY 20tOab Federal FY 201 lab 

Xl. Permanency Composite 3: Permanency for Children and 
Youth in Foster Care for Long Periods of Time [standard: 121.7 State Score = 124.1 State Score =- \30.1 State Score = 137.0 
or higher1. 
Sca led Scores for this composite incorporate two components 

National Rankine of State Composite Scores (see footnotc A on paee 12 for deta ils) 140f 51 60f 51 30f 51 
Component A: Achieving permanency for Children in Foster Care for Long 
Periods of Time. This component has two measures. 

Measure C3 - I: Exits to permanency prior to 18th birthday for children in care for 24 
+ months. Of all children in fos ler care for 24 months or longer on the first day of the year 
shown, what percent was discharged to a permanent home prior to the ir 181h birthday and by 
the end oflhe fisca l year? A permanent home is de fined as having a discharge rcason of 40.1% 42 .7% 42.8% 
adoption, guardianship, or reuni fication (inc luding li ving with relative). Inatiol1al media n 
25.0%, 75th I'ercentile -.: 29.1 'Yo I 

Measure C3 - 2: Exits to permanency for children with TPR: Of all children who were 
discharged from foslcr care in the year shown, and who were legally free for adoption at the 
time of discharge (i .e., there was a parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for 
both mother and fat her), what percent was discharged to a pellTlanent home prior to their 18th 93.1% 94.8% 96. 1% 
birthday? A permanent home is defined as having a discharge reason of adoption, 
guardianship. or reunification (including living with relative) Illalional media n 96.8%. 75'b 

Percentile = 98.00/. 1 

C omponent B: Growing up in foster care. T his component has one measure. 
Measure C3 - 3: C hildren Emancipated Who Were in Foster Ca re for 3 Years or More. 
Of all children who, during the year shown, either (I) were discharged frolll fosler care prior 
to age 18 with a discharge reason of emancipation, or (2) reached their 18th binhday while in 48.4% 51.9% 44.3% 
foster care, what percent were in foster care for 3 years or longer? Inational med ia n 47.8%, 
2S'· I'crccnlile " 37.5% (lowc r scorc is pre£erable)l 

The PermalWlncy Dati lor FFY 2009 and 2010 we ... bued on the Innuil i lilfl crlltfiS on 1211/2011 , and th. Permamlney Oata for FFY 201 1 was based on the annual file crllled on 11 /2812011 . The FY2010 NCANOS I I 
Child Fill WU Iubmltted on 1·31-2011, and the Agency FUe was s ubmitted on 3·7·2011 . 



Alaska Child and Family Services Review Data Profile: January 31, 2012 

Federal FY 2009ab 
Federal FY Federal FY 2011ab 

2010ab 

XII. Permanency Composite 4: Placement Stahility [national 
standard: lOI.5 or higherl. State Score = 109.0 

State Score = 
State Score = 107.4 

Scaled score<l for this composite incorporates no components but three individual 111.2 

measures (be low) 
National Rankin2 of State Composite Scores (see footnote A on page 12 for details) 90f51 60f5 1 90f5 1 

Measure C4 - 1) Two or few~r placement settings for children in care for less than 12 
months. Of al l children served in fos ler care (FC) during the 12 month target period who were 

92.2% 92.8% 87.2% 
in Fe for at lC8S18 days but less than 12 months, what percent had two or fewe r placement 
settings? Inational median = 83.3''/0, 75th Percentile = 86.0%1 
Measure C4 - 2) Two or fewer placement sett ings for children in care for 12 to 24 months. 
or all children served in foster care (Fe) during the 12 month target period who were in Fe for 

76 .2% 76.3% 75.7% 
alleast 12 monlhs bUllcss than 24 months, what percent had two or fewer placement settings? 
Inational median = 59.9%, 75th Percentile = 65.4%1 
Measure C4 - 3) Two or fewer placement settings for chi ldren in care for 24+ months. Of 
all chi ldren served in foster care (Fe) during the 12 month target period who were in Fe for al 

37.9% 41. 1% 42.4% 
least 24 months, what percent had two or lewer placement settings? Ina tiona l med ian = 

33.9'% 75th Percelltile - 41.8% 1 

Special Footnotes for Composite Measures: 

A. These National R~lDkings show your State's performance on the Composites compared to the performance of all the other States that 
were included in the 2004 data. The 2004 data were used for establishing the rankings because that is the ycar used in calculating the 
National Standards. The order of ranking goes from 1 to 47 or 51, depending on the measure. '~~or example, •• J of 47" would indicate 
this State performed higher than all the States in 2004. 

B. [n most cases, a high score is preferable on the individual measures. In these cases, you will see the 75111 percentile listed to indicate 
that this would be considered a good score. However, in a few instances, a low score is good (shows desirable performance), such as 
re-entry to foster care. In these cases, the 2SI11 percentile is displayed because that is the target direction for which States will want to 
strive. Of course, in actual calculation of the total composite scores, these "lower ~Ire preferable" scores on the individual measures 
are reversed so that they can be combined with all the individual scores that are scored in a positive direction, where higher scores 
arc preferable. 

The Permanency Dala lor FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annuel liles cll!ated on 121112011 , and lhe Permanency Data for FFY 2011 was based on the annual file crealed on 1112812011. The FY2010 NCANDS 12 
Child File was submltled on 1.31.2011 , and Ills Agency FUe was submitted on 3·7·2011 . 
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PERMANENCY PROFILE Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY 2010ab Federal FY 2011ab 
FIRST-TIME ENTRY COHORT GROUP # of Chi ldren % of Children II of Children % of Children Ii of Children % of Children 

I. Number of children entering care for the first time in 
cohort group (% = 1 Sl ti me entry of a ll entering with in first 368 87.0 362 89.6 384 85 .0 
6 months) 

II. Most Recent Placement Types 
Pre-Adoptive Homes 39 10.6 48 13 .3 76 19.8 
Foster Fam ily Homes Re lat ive 73 19.8 93 25.7 91 23 .7 
Foster Fami ly Homes Non-Relative 136 37.0 127 35.1 125 32.6 
Group Homes 0 0 .0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Institutions II 3.0 10 2.8 8 2.1 
Supervised Independent Living 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Runaway I OJ 4 1.1 0 0.0 
Trial Home Visit 108 29.1 80 22. 1 84 21.9 
Missing Placement Information 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not Applicable Placement in subsequent yr) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

m. Most Recent Permanency Goal 
Reun ification 278 75 .5 276 76.2 30 1 78.4 
Live with Other Relatives I OJ 3 0.8 2 0.5 
Adoption 28 7.6 51 14.1 32 8.3 
Long-Tenn Poster Care 2 0 .5 6 1.7 I OJ 
Emancipation 2 0 .5 0 0 .0 0 0.0 
Guardianship 2 0.5 5 1.4 4 1.0 
Case Plan Goal Not Established 55 14.9 21 5.8 44 11.5 
Missing Goal Information 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

IV. Number of Placement Settings in Current Episode 
One 298 81.0 293 80.9 277 72. 1 
Two 40 10.9 36 9.9 54 14.1 
Three 12 3.1 \3 3.6 30 7.8 
Four 8 2.2 13 3.6 15 3.9 
Five 4 1. 1 3 0.8 3 0.8 
Six or more 6 1.6 4 1.1 5 1.3 
Missing p lacement settings 0 0 .0 0 0 .0 0 0.0 

The Permanency Data for FFY 2009 and 2010were based on the annual fllu created on 121112011, and the Permanency Data forFFY 2011 was baaed on Ihe annual file crealed on 11/28/2011. The FY2010 NCANDS 13 
Child File was submitted on 1-31-2011, and Ihe Agency File was submitted on 3·7·2011. 
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PERMANENCYPROF~E Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY 20tOab Federal FY 201lab 
FmST-TIME ENTRY COHORT GROUP (continued) # of Chi ldren % of C hild rcn # of C hildren % or Children # of C hildren % of Children 

V. Reason for Discharge 
Reunification/Relative Placement 9 1 92 .9 60 78.9 77 93 .9 
Adoption 0 0.0 I 1.3 2 2.4 
Guardianship 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 1.2 
Other 7 7. 1 IS 19.7 2 2.4 
Unknown (miss ing d ischarge reason or N/A) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Number or Months Number of Months Number of Months 
VI. Median Length of Stay in _Foster Care 16.8 23.4 not yet determinable 

AFCARS Data Completeness and Quality Information (2% or more is a warning sign): 
Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY lOlOab Federal FY 2011ab 

N As a Oft, of Exits Reported N As a % of Exits Rcpo ... ted N As a % or Exits Reported 

File contains children who appear to have been in 
0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

care less than 24 hours 
File contain s ch ildren who appear to have exiled 

0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 
before they entered 
Missi ng dates of latcst removal 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 
File contains "Dropped Cases" between report 

0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 
periods with no indication as to discharge 
Missing discharge reasons 0 0 .0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

N As a % of adoption exits N As a % of adoption edts N As a % of adoption ex its 
File submitted lacks data on Termination of 

0 0,0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 
Parental Rights for finalized adoptions 
Foster Care fi Ie has different count than Adoption 

1.5% fewer in the 0.3% fewer in the 0.7% fewer in the 
File of (public agency) adoptions (N= adoption 5 

unofficial adoption file . 
I 

unofficial adoption file . 
2 

unofficial adoption file . 
count disparity).' 

N Percent of cases in file N Percent of cases in file N Percen t of cases in file 
File submitted lacks cOllnt of number of 

0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 
. placement settings in episode for each chi ld . .. .. .. The adoption dahl companson "as made u~mg the di scharge reason of adOption [rom the AFCARS fosler care filc alld an !II/official COUllt 01 adopuons finali zed durmg the period of mleresl Ihal \\cre placed by publ ic 
agency" reported in Ihe AfCARS Adopt ion fi les. 

The Permanency Data for FFY 2009 i!lnd 2010 were based on tile annual liles created on 1211120" , and Ihe Permanency Data for FFY 2011 was based on the annual me created on 11 /28/2011 . The FY2010 NCANOS 14 
Child File was submitted on 1.31.2011, and the Agency File was submitted on 3·7.2011. 
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Note: T hese are CFSR Round One permanency measures. They are provided for informational purposes only. 

Federal FY 2009ab Federal FY ZOl Oab Federal FY 2011ab 
# of %of # of % of #Of %of 

Children Children Children Children Child ren Children 
IX. Of all children who were reunified with their parents or caretakers 
at the t ime of discharge from foster care, what percentage was 

2 18 45.8 246 50.9 2 12 48.0 
reu nified in less than 12 months from the time of the latest removal 
from home? (4.1) (Standard: 76.2%. or morel 
X. Of a ll children who exited care to a fi na lized adoption, what 
percentage exited care in less than 24 months from the time of the 76 23. 1 97 29.0 72 24.9 
latest removal from home? (5.1) [Standard: 32.0% or morel 
Xl. or all ch ildre n served who have been in foster care less than 12 
months from the t ime of the latest removal from home, what 

904 92.7 973 93 .2 914 87.8 
percentage have had no more than two placement settings? (6. 1) 
(Standard: 8b.7% or morel 
XU. Of all chi ldren who entered care during the year, what percentage 

5. 1 (85.4% 4.2 (89.2% 5.6 (87.4% 
re-entered foster care within 12 month s ofa prior foster care epi sode? 4; 38 52 
(4.2) IStandard: 8.6% or less I 

new entry) new entry) new entry) 

The Permanency cata lor FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annual fllell created on 121112011, and the Permanency Data 10r FFY 2011 was based on the annual file c::realed on 1112812011. The FY2010 NCANDS J 5 
Child File was submitted on 1·31 ·201 1. and the Agenc::~ File was submitted on 3·7·201 1. 
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FOOTNOTES TO DATA ELEMENTS IN THE PERMANENCY PROFILE 

'The FY 09, FY 10, and FY I I counts of children in care at the slart of lhe year exclude 27, 18, and 22 children, respectively. They were excluded 
to avoid counting them twice. That is, although they were actually in care on the first day. they also qualify as new entries because they left and rc­
entered again at some point during the same reporting period. To avoid counting them as both "in care on the first day" and "entries," the 
Children's Bureau se lects onl y the most recent record. That means they get counted as "entries," not "in care on the first day." 

lWe designated the indicato r, 17 oj the most recent 22 months, rather than the statutory time frame for initiating termination of parental rights 
proceedings at 15 o/Ihe mosl 22 months, si nce the AFCARS system cannol' detemline the dale the child is considered to have enteredjoster care 
as defined in the regulation. We used the outside date for determining the date the child is considered to have entered/osler care, which is 60 days 
from the actual removal date. 

3Thi s count only includes case records miss ing a discharge reason, but which have calculable lengths of stay. Records missing a discharge reason and with 
non-calculable length s of stay are included in the cell "Dates are Problematic". 

"The dates of removal and exit needed to ca lculate length of stay are problematic. Such problems include: I) missing data, 2) faulty data (chronologically 
impossible), 3) a child was in care less than I day (length of stay = 0) so the child should not have been reported in foster care file, o r 4) child's le ngth of stay 
would equal 2 1 years or more. These cases are marked Ntl\ = Not Applicable because no length of stay can legitimately be calculated. 

5This FiJSt-Time Entry Cohort med ian length of stay was 16.8 in FY 09. This includes 0 children who entered and exiled 0 0 the same day (who had a zero 
length of stay). Therefore, the median length of stay was unaffected by any 'same day' children. 

6Thi s First-Time Entry Cohort med ian length of stay was 23.4 in FY 10. This incl udes 0 chi ldren who entered and ex ited on the same day (who had a zero 
lenglh of stay). Therefore, the median length of stay was unaffected by any 'same day' children. 

7This First-Time Entry Cohort median length of stay is Not Yet Determinable for FY II. This includes 0 children who entered and exited on the same day 
(they had a zero length of stay). Therefore, the median length of stay would still be Not Yet Detenninable, but would be unaffected by any 'same day' 
children. The designation, Not Yet Determinable occurs when a true length of stay for the cohort cannot be calculated because fewer than 50% o f the ch ildren 
ha ve exited . 

The Permanency Data lor FFY 2009 and 2010 were based on the annual flies created on 1211/2011 , and the Permanency Dala for FFY 2011 was bued on tile annual fil e created on 11/28/2011. Tile FY2010 NCANDS 16 
Cll jld Fila was submItted on 1.31·2011, and Ille Agency FIla was l ubmllted on 3·1·2011. 



Permanency Composite 1 I • County's score Is above or below (whichever Is less preferable) the overall State scar • . 

Timeliness & Permanency of Reunification • - • -. , 
SOOfce: Children's Bureau, ACF, HHS 1/2412012 

Timeliness of Reunification 
Permanency of 
ReunificaUon 

Overall State Performance 

Alaska FY2011 
Children of 

%ofChlldren 
MlKlt." nme 10 

Entry Cohort 
Children of 

Reunl!lc:atJon EIlIt Cohort 
Who 

of Thole -
Reunify In % Who Reunify 

-
Show Standardized, Weighted, Children % Who ReEnter In 

& Unse.led Scor •• ChiNj'erJ Served < 12 Months 
WlloReunlfy '" < 12 Months 

< 12 Months 

Tip: Click on any column heading to sort. ~ - """""'" - ~\!ml 

~ 

"""'- Natlooa' State Raokiog 
P.noan.ncy Slindard 

Composlt.1 

--
SCIIed """""" 

STATE OVERALL FIPS 2,658 57.8% 10.1 28.4% 8.8% 105.0 ~ 122.6 37 

Anchorage Municipality 2020 973 62.8% 10.4 , 31.9% 8.7% 

Bothel Census Area 2050 210 47.1% I 25.4 I 30.8% 20.3% , 
Dillingham Census Area 2070 10 -- NA -- NA 0.0% , 0.0% 

Fairbanks North Star Borough 2090 307 62.7% '.5 35.3% 8.2% 

Juneau City and Borough 2110 140 64.3% 9.6 16.7% I 7.7% 

Kenai Peninsula Borough 2122 178 41.2% , 16.2 , 20.0% I 5.3% 

Matanuska-Su$ltna Borough 2170 437 54.1 % I 11 .1 , 17.9% I 9.8% I 
Nome Census Area 2180 50 37.5% , 18.1 , 0.0% I 0.0% 

Northwest Arctic Borough 2188 32 41.7% I 18.0 I 60.0% 0.0% 

Rolled Up County 2600 133 69.6% '.2 22.2% I 7.7% 

Rolled Up County 2601 122 37.9% I 14.4 I 40.7% 4.0% 

Rolled Up County 2602 66 83.3% 5.9 60.0% 5.3% 
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Permanency Composite 1: Timeliness and Permanency of Reunification 

Component A Wghts Component B Wghts Mean Standard Deviation 

Percent Of Chitdren Who Reunify In less 
0.462 0.09 0.72 0.18 

Than 12 Months 

Median Time To Reunification Of Those 
0.451 0.07 7.01 4.28 

CIlIIdren Who Reunify 

Children Of an N Cohort - Percent Who 
0.295 -0.01 0.43 0.22 

Reunify In less Than 12 Months 

Children Of X Cohort - Percent Who 
0.129 1.03 0.13 0.11 

ReEnter Care In less Than 12 Months 



Pennanency Composite 2: Timeliness of Adoptions 

Component A Wghts Component B Wghts Component C Wghts Mean Standard Deviation 

Of Children Exiling To Adoption· Percent 
0.533 -0.032 -0.026 0.33 0.29 

Who Exit In Less Than 24 Months 

Median TIme For All Adoptions 0.551 0.106 ·0.032 32.50 13.20 

Of Those Children In Care 17 Or More 
Months As OrThe First Day Of The Year· 

-0.087 0.526 0.255 0.23 0.15 Perecent Who Exit To Adoption By The 
End or The Year 

Of Those Children In Care 17 Or More 
Months As Of The First Day Of The Year · 

0.140 0.699 -0.256 0.10 0.14 Percent Who Become Legally Free Within 
Six Months Of The First Day 

Of Those Children Who Become Legally 
Free(LF) During A Year - What Percent 

.f).030 -0.059 0.930 0.48 0.31 Are Adopted Within 12 Months of 
Becoming LF 



Pennanency Composite 3: Pennanency for Children and Youth In Foster Care for Long Periods of Time 

Component A Wght Component B Wght Mean Standard Deviation 

In Care 24 Months As Of The First Day Of The Year And Then 
0.545 0.131 0.26 0.17 

Achieve Permanency By The End Of The Year 

Of Those Children Discharging Care Who Are Legally Free - Percent 
0.146 -0.22 0.91 0.20 

Discharging To Permanent Homes 

Of Those Who Emancipate Prior To Age 18 or Turn 18 Years Of Age 
-0.108 0.979 0.45 0.29 

While In Care - Those Who Had Been In Care 3 Or More Years 



Permanency Composite 4: Placement Stability 

Component A Wghts 

Of Those Children In Care Less Than 12 Months - Percent With 2 
0.398 

Placements or Less 

Of Those Children In Care For 12 But Less Than 24 Months · 
Percent With 2 Placements or Less 

0.417 

Of Those Children In Care 24 Or More Months - Percent With 2 
0.' Placements or Less 

Source: 
[Federal Register: June 7, 2006 (Volume 71, Number 109)] 

From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov] 

Children's Bureau, Administration on Children, Youth and 

Families, Administration for Children and Families. Department of 

Health and Human Services. 

Mean Standard Deviation 

0.83 0.12 

0.59 0.20 

0.35 0.21 


