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Executive Summary

The 2014 “Child Welfare Report” published by the Minnesota Department of Human Services
describes the state of children involved in Minnesota’s child welfare continuum during 2014 in
the areas of child maltreatment assessment and investigation, out-of-home care and adoption.

This report is provided by the Minnesota Department of Human Services, Children and Family
Services Administration, in response to a legislative directive, Minn. Stat., section 257.0725.
This report also fulfills reporting requirements under the Vulnerable Children and Adults Act,
[Minn. Stat., section 256M.80, subd. 2] and the Minnesota Indian Family Preservation Act.
[Minn. Stat., section 260.775]

This report has four main sections: Child Maltreatment, Out-of-home Care and Adoption,
followed by an appendix with local-level data, and finally a section with state and federal
performance measures. Each section begins with “At a Glance” to highlight key information.

In September 2014, an executive order from Governor Dayton created the Governor’s Task
Force on the Protection of Children. The task force conducted a comprehensive review of how
decisions are made to ensure child safety, and recommended specific ways to improve
Minnesota’s child protection system. Task force recommendations were published in March
2015 in the Governor’s Task Force on the Protection of Children, Final Report and
Recommendations. It includes short and mid-term steps, as well as laying the ground work for
longer-term system redesign. Additionally, recommendations for child welfare data reporting
were included; division staff is committed to transparency in child welfare reporting and working
to include all recommended data elements in future reports.

Additionally, Northstar Care for Children legislation, passed by the 2013 Minnesota Legislature,
was effective Jan. 1, 2015. “Northstar Care for Children is designed to help more children grow
up in safe and permanent homes. It consolidates and simplifies administration of three
programs: family foster care, Kinship Assistance (which replaced Relative Custody Assistance)
and Adoption Assistance. It realigned funds to provide a single program that focuses on the
needs of and supports permanency for children.” It is likely too early to see the impact of
Northstar Care for Children; future reports will examine changes in permanency as a result of
the legislation.

Section | — Child Maltreatment covers information about alleged and determined reports of
child abuse and neglect to local child welfare agencies. Data include counts of assessments
and investigations, and sources of reports; prevalence of maltreatment by age, race and
ethnicity; offender relationships; and use of Family Assessment and Family Investigative
responses and Structured Decision Making instruments implemented by case workers.

Summary of key findings from Section I:

e There were 72,022 child maltreatment reports recorded. Minnesota county agencies and
the Leech Lake and White Earth Bands of Ojibwe accepted 20,167 reports of
maltreatment involving 28,716 children in 2014.

e Seventy-seven percent of alleged offenders were the biological parents.


http://mn.gov/governor/images/EO_14_15.pdf
http://www.mcaa-mn.org/docs/CHIPS/Governor's%20Task%20Force%20on%20Child%20Protection/Governor's%20Task%20Force%20on%20Child%20Protection%20Final%20Report.pdf
http://www.mcaa-mn.org/docs/CHIPS/Governor's%20Task%20Force%20on%20Child%20Protection/Governor's%20Task%20Force%20on%20Child%20Protection%20Final%20Report.pdf

¢ Neglect (non-medical) was the most common allegation of maltreatment.

e Of all accepted maltreatment reports, 14,601 (72 percent) received a Family
Assessment child protective services response.

o Of the 5,214 Family Investigations, maltreatment was determined to have occurred in
2,848 investigations (with 4,087 associated victims).

e There were 19 deaths determined to be a result of maltreatment in 2014; 10 victims had
been known to child protection at some point prior to their death.

¢ American Indian and African-American/Black children had the highest rates of contact
with the child protection system. They were 5.5 and three times more likely to be
reported as abused or neglected than were White children, respectively.

e Approximately 5.6 percent of all determined victims had at least one subsequent
determined report of maltreatment within six months.

Section Il — Children in Out-of-home Care provides data on children in placement, including
gender, age, race and ethnicity; placement frequency and duration; and re-entry and discharge.

Summary of key findings from Section II:

e In 2014, 12,172 children spent time in out-of-home care. Trends show relatively stable
numbers of children in care for the past five years with a small increase of approximately
5 percent from 2013 to 2014.

¢ American Indian children continued to have the most disparate out-of-home placement
rates and were 17.5 times more likely to experience out-of-home care than White
children. Children who are African-American or identify as two or more races were 3.6
and 4.5 times more likely to experience care than White children. The Child Safety and
Permanency Division, Minnesota Department of Human Services, is engaged in multiple
strategies to better understand the reasons for such high disparities and make efforts
towards reducing them.

e Forty-five percent of children in placement were age 12 and older.
¢ Nearly 40 percent of children (37.8) in out-of-home care had at least one disability.
e Eighty-eight percent of children in care spent some time in a family foster care setting.

e About 18 percent of placement episodes ending in 2014 were one week or less, and 29
percent lasted more than one year.

e Seventy-one percent of reasons offered for entry into care were solely related to
children’s parents.



e A majority of children in care for less than 12 months (87 percent) lived in one or two
different placement locations. A majority of children in care for two or more years
experienced three or more different placement locations (66 percent).

e About 66 percent of discharges from care involved children returning to the caregivers
with whom they resided prior to placement; another 11.5 percent were adopted.

e About 23 percent of children who were reunified with parents or caregivers (with whom
they resided prior to placement) had a subsequent placement within 12 months.

Section Il — Adoption provides trend information about children under state guardianship,
including counts and the demographics of children awaiting adoption and of those adopted;
information regarding siblings; adoptions occurring in tribal courts; and the length of time from
when children became eligible for adoption to finalized adoption.

Summary of key findings from Section lll:

e [In 2014, 604 children came under state guardianship (became state wards) as a result of
court terminations of parental rights.

e Of all children entering guardianship, the majority (60 percent) were White, followed by
children of two or more races (16 percent) and African-American/Black children (14
percent). American Indian children who qualify under the Indian Child Welfare Act
(ICWA) are often under the jurisdiction of tribal courts and do not become state wards;
therefore, the number of American Indian children who enter state guardianship is much
smaller than might be expected. Despite this, American Indian children were still 4.1
times more likely to enter state guardianship than White children. Children of two or
more races and African-American/Black children were 3.9 and 2.0 times more likely to
enter guardianship than White children.

e The majority of children entering state guardianship were under age 5 (57.6 percent).

e Of the approximately 1,500 children who were state wards during 2014, 686
were adopted.

e There were 56 state wards who aged out of placement at age 18 without legal
permanency being achieved.

¢ Nearly three quarters of children in sibling groups were adopted with the sibling group
fully intact (70.7 percent).

¢ Twenty-two American Indian children who were tribal wards were adopted in 2014, just
over 90 percent of these children were under age 6.



Table of contents

Contents

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY .ottt eet e ettt ettt e e st e e e stt e e e e stte e e e s sae e e e asta e e e sastaeeeanssaeeesseaeeesnssaeaesanseneeas I
SECTION |: CHILD MALTREATMENT ..ottt ittt sttt a e s st e e e st e e e s st e e e s sbe e e e s nsbeeeeenraeaeennens 2
[N R 01010 o4 1 (o] N TSP PPPTPTPRTRPRPRN 3
CHILD MALTREATMENT REPORT: AT A GLANCE .....ciiit it e e e e e e e e 3
CHILD MALTREATMENT REPORTS . ..ettitttttttitttteesiuttteessstteeessstseeesastaeeessstaeeesastaeeessbseeesasseeessnsseesssnsseeessnsseeesans 4
Figure 1. Child MaltreatMent FEPOIMS .......eeeieeiiiiiiiieiieee e e ie s e e e e e e s s e e e e e e e s sstareeeeeeesssasresaeeeeeesesnnns 4
Table 1. Children with at least one maltreatment rEPOIt ..........ooii i 4
Figure 2. Trend of reports and Children iN rePOIS.......cocuuiiie i 5
Figure 3. Child maltreatment reports by maltreatment tyPe..........ccuvvveiiiiieiiiiiee e 5
Figure 4. Timeliness of response to victims in child protection reports ...........ccccccvverviviermrminrmininnn. 6
Table 2. Sources of accepted maltreatmMent FEPONS ............uuuruiirieieieieieieieieer .. 6
Table 3. Relationship of alleged offenders to child subjects of accepted reports..........ccccvcvveeeeiiieenenns 7
CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD SUBJECTS OF MALTREATMENT REPORTS ...coiiiiieie i 8
Figure 5. Child subjects of maltreatment reports by age and gender..........c..occcvviveeeeeeniiiiiieeee e 8
Table 4. Maltreatment type DY raCce/ethNICIty ..........cooiiiiiiiiiiiee e 8
Figure 6. Incidence per 1,000 in the Minnesota child population by race/ethnicity and maltreatment
L1 1 PP PPRTRT S 9
Figure 7. Disabilities in alleged victims by maltreatment type ..........coooviiiiiiiiie i 9
CHILD PROTECTION RESPONSES: ASSESSMENTS AND INVESTIGATIONS ...ooiiieieie e 10
Table 5. Child maltreatment reports and child subjects by response category ...........cccccvvvvvvverninnnnns 10
Figure 8. Child maltreatment reports by response category, 2005—2014...........cccccvvrvrmrmrmrmrnennnnnnnnnnn 11
Figure 9. Reports by child protection response and maltreatment type .........ccccovviieiiiiie e, 11
Figure 10. Child protection reSpPONSE tYPe DY FACE ......uuuuuuiuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieinieininrninrerernrnrrrerern——.. 12
Figure 11. Assignment to Family Investigation DY FaCe .............uuuuiuiiiiiiimiiiiiiiiiiiiieinieieiniereennnee. 13
RESULTS OF CHILD PROTECTION ASSESSMENTS AND INVESTIGATIONS .....uututururururnrnrnrnnnrnnnnnrnnnrnrnnnnnnnnnnnnnnes 14
Table 6. Determined family and facility investigations by maltreatment type .........cccocciveiiieienninen. 14
Figure 12. Deaths and life-threatening injuries, 2005—2014 ..............uuuuruiuimrmimimieinininieien————. 14
Table 7. Deaths with a determination of maltreatment by year of death and determination .............. 15
Figure 13. Maltreatment Risk Assessment Level by Response Category........cccovvveeerniieeeeiniieeeennnnn 16
Figure 14. Ongoing Child Protective Services Indicated by Response Category and Risk Level...... 16
Figure 16. Six- and 12-month maltreatment recurrence rate by race/ethniCity.............ccccccvvvvveininnnnn. 17
Table 7. Six- and 12-month (accepted) re-reporting rate by response category .........cccccevvvveeernnneen. 17
SECTION II: CHILDREN IN OUT-OF-HOME CARE ...ttt e e e e e e 18
[N g ale] 10 e 1 o] PP TS PPPPPPTPTR P 19
OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENT REPORT: AT A GLANCE ....oiii i et 19
CHILDREN IN OUT-OF-HOME CARE .....ciiiiiiii ittt e e e e s e e e s e e e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e e e e e 20
Table 8. Flow of children in OUt-0f-NOME CAre...........cooiiiiiii e 20
Figure 17. Children in out-of-home care, 2005—2014 ...........ouiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e 20
CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILDREN IN OUT-OF-HOME CARE ....ciiiiiieieieae e ae e a e a e a e 21
Figure 18. Children and youth in out-of-home care by age and gender ..., 21
Figure 19. Children in out-of-home care by age group, 2005—2014 ........ccccoiiiiiiiiieiieeeniiiiieeeee e 21
Table. 9 Flow of children in out-of-home care by race/ethniCity ............ccccoiiiiiii e, 22
Figure 20. Children in out-of-home care per 1,000 by race/ethnicity, 2005—-2014............ccccevvereennnne 22
FIGURE 21. DISABILITY STATUS OF CHILDREN IN OUT-OF-HOME CARE .......uuuttiiiireeessinsrnnneeeeessssnsnnnsnnneaessssnnns 23
PLACEMENT SETTINGS AND TIME IN CARE .....uuuutuuutututuiutnnnnnnntnnnnnnnsnnnennnsnnnsnnnsnnnsnsnsnsssssssssnsnsnsssssnsssnsnnnnnnnnns 24



Table 10. Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care.............cocccvvvvveveeennnns 24

Table 11. Length of episodes ending iN 2014 ........cooi i e e e e e e 24
Figure 22. Moves within an episode of Out-0f-hOME Care...........cooiviiiiiiiiie e 25
REASONS FOR ENTRY, DISCHARGE AND RE-ENTRY RATE ......uuututttutututututuieiniureierernrararenernrennrererererereeanene 26
Table 12. Primary reasons for entry into out-0f-hOMe Care ...........ccccvvveeiei e 26
Figure 23. Primary reasons for out-of-home care entry episodes, 2010—2014 ..........ccoccvveeiivvreennnn 27
Table 13. Reasons for discharge from out-0f-hOme Care ..........cccoecvviiieiii e 27
Table 14. Re-entry rate for out-of-home care by race/ethnicCity ..........ccccceeeiiiiiiiiiice e, 28
SECTION HI: ADOPTION ...ttt ettt ettt st e e bt e sae e e s be e e sabe e asbeeaabeeesabe e e abbeeambeesbaeesabesanbeaan 29
1N g2 T0]010 g 1T N PSPPSR 30
ADOPTION REPORT: AT A GLANCE ....tttttttttetutetststsusssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssmsnsmnmnnns 30
GUARDIANSHIP AND ADOPTIONS . ...ttt ieieieeeee e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaas 31
Table 15. Flow of children under state guardianShip ..........cc.eeviiiiiiiiiiiie e 31
Figure 24. Children under state guardianship, 2010—2014..........cccooiiiirieeeeeeiiiiireee e e e e 31
CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILDREN ENTERING STATE GUARDIANSHIP ......vviiitiiaiieesiieeateeesiresaseessteeessneesssneesens 32
Figure 25. Children entering guardianship by age and gender...........ccocceiiiiiiiniiee e 32
Table 16. Children entering guardianship by race/ethniCity ............cccoouieiiiiiiiiiiii e 32
Figure 26. Children entering guardianship per 1,000 by race/ethnicity, 2009-2014 .............cccvvvvnnne 33
ADOPTION OF STATE VWARDS ....tettttttttteuestnsunssssssssnssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssnsnnnnnnns 34
Figure 27. State wards and adopted by age and gender............coouiieiiiiieiiiie e 34
Figure 28. State wards, adopted by age group, 2010—2014...........uuururmrmrmrmrmrmrnrernrnrnrnrninininrnn.. 34
Table 17. State wards adopted by race/ethnicity, 2010—2014............cuurermrmrmimimrmrnrenneninnnrnnnrnrnn. 35
Figure 29. Time from entering guardianship to adoption by age, 2010—2014 ...........cccoccvveiviiireennnn 35
AADOPTION OF SIBLINGS ...tttttttttttetseesesesssssssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssnnnns 36
Table 18. Sibling group preservation in adoptions, 2010—2014..............uuurrrmimimrmrmeminininreinrnn.. 36
TRIBAL WARD ADOPTIONS ....eiiiittetete ittt et ettt et et et et et et et ettt et et et et et et et et et e tetetetetete e et e tetetetetetetateteteteteteteeeaeteeeaereees 37
Table 19. Tribal wards adopted by age group, 2009—2014 ...........ovieiiiiiieiiiiiee e 37
SECTION IV: STATE AND FEDERAL PERFORMANCE MEASURES. ........ccccoi it 38
[N g ale] 10 e 1 o] PP TS PPPPPPTPTR P 39
FEDERAL PERFORMANCE INDICATORS ......utututututututatssatasasssssssssssssasssssssssassssssssssssssssssssssssbsssssbsssssbssnbnsnnnsnnns 40
Safety Indicator 1.1: Absence of Repeat Maltreatment ...............cceoe oo, 42
Safety Indicator 1.2: Absence of Maltreatment in Foster Care............ccceeeee e, 44
Permanency Indicator 1.1: Time to ReUNIfICAtION ........cccuuiiiiiiiii e 46
Permanency Indicator 1.2: Median Months to Reunification ............cccoociiiiiiiiiiiie e 48
Permanency Indicator 1.3: Reunification After First Removal .............cccccvivieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiniieieeninn, 50
Permanency Indicator 1.4: Placement RE-ENIIY .......cooiiiiiiiiiiiie et 52
Permanency Indicator 2.1: Adoption in Less than 24 MONthS ..........cccociiiiiiee e 54
Permanency Indicator 2.2: Median Months t0 AdOPLION ...........uuuuuiiieiiiiiiiiiiiiieieieieieiernreeee ... 56
Permanency Indicator 2.3: Discharges to AdOPLION...........uuuuuireieiiiiiiiiiiiiieieieinieierernrereeree ... 58
Permanency Indicator 2.4: Legally Free for AdOPLON.........coouuiieiiiiiieiie e 60
Permanency Indicator 2.5: Time to Adoption Once Legally Free .........cccccvvvvvvimiiieriiiieininiiinininreininnnnn, 62
Permanency Indicator 3.1: Permanency for Children in Care 24 or More Months ...........cccccvvvevvinnnn. 64
Permanency Indicator 3.2: Permanency for Children Legally Free for Adoption............cccccevvveeeennen 66
Permanency Indicator 3.3: Aging Out of LONG-term Care..........cooviiieiiiiiie et 68
Permanency Indicator 4.1: Placement Stability for Children in Care Less than 12 Months ............... 70
Permanency Indicator 4.2: Placement Stability for Children in Care More than 12 and Less than 24
/1 1 PSSR 72
Permanency Indicator 4.3: Placement Stability for Children in Care 24 Months or Longer ............... 74
STATE PERFORMANCE IMEASURES .....ciiie it ie i e ettt e e e e e s e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e a e e s aan e e s e e e s e s e anae s e aaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeananaeaenns 76
State Performance Measure: Timeliness to Initial Contact with Child Subjects of Maltreatment
=T 01 £ 3PP PP PSP PE PP 77



State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children Entering Out-of-Home Care .....79
State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children in Out-of-Home Care for at Least

OB Y BT .o 81
State Performance Measure: Children’s Mental Health Screenings............ccccccccccciivieeeeiiiicciinennnnnn 83
FA o N G PRSPPI 85
Child Subjects of Maltreatment Reports per 1,000 in the Child Population............cccccooviveiinineennn 86
Assessments and Investigations by Maltreatment Type and Response Category..........cccccceveeeeeennns 88
Assessments and Investigations by Maltreatment Type and Response Category (continued) ......... 89
Child Protection Services Needed or Supportive Services Offered...........cccocviiiniiiiiiie e 91
MatrEAMENT RECUITENCE ... .. ieiieie ettt e ettt e e e e ettt e et e e e s e e st be et e e ae e e e s anbebeeeeaaeeesaansnbaeeeaaeeeaanns 93
Re-reports for Alleged Maltr@atMeENT ...........ceeiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e e e s e e e e e s s nnrarreeeeeeeeannes 95
Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment by Initial ReSponse Category.........ceeeeeviicvireeeeeeeeiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeinns 97
Flow of Children in Out-0f-NOME Care ... 100
Children in Out-of-home Care per 1,000 in the County Child Population............cccccceveeiiiiciiiinnnnnn. 102
Children in Out-0f-home Care by AgQE GrOUP.......ccuuuiiiiiiee et iieeer e e e e sestntre e e e e e s s e e e e e e e s s snarraeeeees 104
Children in Out-of-home Care by Race and EthNiCity ...........oocoiiiiiiiiiii e 106
American Indian Children in OQUt-0f-NOME Care..........cooiuuiiiiiiie e 108
American Indian Children in Out-of-home Care by Tribe..........cccviiiiiiiiiiii, 109
Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care.........cccccccovviiiiiiiiee e, 110
Days in Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care..........ccccccevvvviiiiiennnnn. 113
Reasons for Entering Out-0f-NOME Care ............uuuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieeeieeereeeerererererererererarernrnne 116
Reasons for Discharge from Out-0f-home Care .............uuuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii . 119
Flow of Children in GUArdianShip ..........c..oeoiiiiiioi e 122

vi



Section I: Child Maltreatment



Introduction

The data in this section describe alleged and determined incidents of child maltreatment accepted for a
child protection response in Minnesota in calendar year 2014. The data show the number of total reports
received, screened out and accepted maltreatment reports and the number of child victims and
demographic information; the types and severity of maltreatment; recurrence and re-reporting of
maltreatment; as well as other information.

Unless otherwise specified, a child was counted as a “subject of a report” each time s/he was included in a
maltreatment assessment or investigation in 2014. However, if the counts were specified as “unique,” a
child was counted once in the specified category no matter how many times s/he was assessed during the
year.

This report mirrors the method in which the U.S. Census Bureau categorizes race and Hispanic
ethnicity. Individuals may indicate they are of more than one race. Hispanic ethnicity is specified
separately from race.

Anyone can and should report a suspected incident of child maltreatment. Some professionals, such as
those working directly with children, are mandated reporters and must report to local child protective
services if they observe or receive information about an abuse and/or neglect concern. Non-mandated
reporters voluntarily provide information of known or suspected child maltreatment to local child
protection agencies.

Child Maltreatment Report: At a Glance

e There were 72,022 Child Maltreatment reports recorded in 2014. Of these, Minnesota counties and
the Leech Lake and White Earth Bands of Ojibwe accepted 20,167 reports of maltreatment for
further assessment or investigation involving 28,716 children.

e Seventy-seven percent of alleged offenders were biological parents.
¢ Neglect (non-medical) was the most common allegation of maltreatment.

e Of all screened in maltreatment reports, 14,601 (72 percent) received a Family Assessment child
protective services response.

o Of the 5,214 Family Investigations, maltreatment was determined to have occurred in 2,848
investigations (with 4,087 associated victims).

e There were 19 deaths determined to be a result of maltreatment in 2014; 10 had been known to
child protection prior to their death.

¢ American Indian and African-American/Black children had the highest rates of contact with the
child protection system. They were 5.5 and three times more likely to be reported as abused or
neglected than were White children, respectively.

e Approximately 5.6 percent of all determined victims had at least one subsequent determined report
of maltreatment within six months.



Child Maltreatment Reports

Minnesota county and tribal agencies received 72,022 reports of child maltreatment in 2014. Figure 1
shows the percent of child maltreatment reports that were screened out and accepted for a child protection
response, both those where the assessment was completed and those that local agencies were unable to
conclude in 2014. Reports that were unable to be concluded were those where the local agency couldn’t
finish the assessment for reasons such as the family moved out of state. Local agencies screened out
70.5 percent of all child maltreatment reports. A legislative change in July 2014 requires local child
protection agencies to maintain detailed records on alleged victims in all reports, including those that are
screened out. Future annual reports will present more detailed information about the characteristics of
alleged victims in screened out reports. The 2014 “Annual Report” includes information on only those child
maltreatment reports that were accepted for a child protection response and where the assessment was

completed (N = 20,167).

Figure 1. Child maltreatment reports
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Table 1. Children with at least one maltreatment report

Number of reports in | Number of | Percent of
the year victims victims
1 23,554 90.7
2 2,140 8.2
3 237 0.9
4 34 0.1
5 7 0.1
Total unique victims 25,972 100.0

There were 25,972 unique children who
were alleged victims in the 20,167 child
maltreatment reports in 2014. However,
some children had more than one report in
the year. Table 1 identifies how many
children had one or more reports in 2014.
The overwhelming majority of children had
only one report (90.7 percent).



Figure 2 shows the 10-year trend of unique children and number of reports. Both the numbers of
reports and of children have been increasing since a 10-year low in 2009.

Figure 2. Trend of reports and children in reports
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Figure 3 shows that neglect was the most common type of maltreatment alleged in all reports. This
category includes emotional neglect, physical neglect, disregard for safety, inadequate supervision,
abandonment, expulsion from home, prenatal exposure to alcohol or drugs, educational neglect,
endangerment, failure to thrive, and chronic chemical abuse by a primary caretaker.

Figure 3. Child maltreatment reports by maltreatment type
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*Please note: A report could have more than one type of maltreatment associated with it; therefore, the total of all types is more than the number
of accepted reports.



Figure 4 provides information on the timeliness of child protection responses from the time a report was
screened by local agencies to the time children are seen face-to-face by a child protection case worker.
There are two response time frames, depending on the severity of alleged maltreatment. The majority of
children who are subjects of maltreatment reports require a face-to-face contact within five days (84.5
percent). Just over 15 percent of children had an allegation of substantial child endangerment (e.g.,
abandonment, malicious punishment, or sexual abuse). Minnesota has room for improvement with only 78
percent of victims in reports being responded to within the time frames established in statute. The 2015
Minnesota Legislature passed a bill in response to recommendations from the Governor’s Task Force on
the Protection of Children that includes an increase in state funding for child protection staff in county
agencies, along with a withhold of a percentage of those state funds based, in part, on performance on
this measure.

Figure 4. Timeliness of response to victims in child protection reports
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Figure 4, a stacked bar graph, shows that the majority (i.e., over 75 percent) of responses occur
within the required response time, which depends on the severity of the alleged maltreatment.
Note: the total of the two types of responses does not equal the unique count of alleged victims in
reports, as some children were in multiple reports with different response types.

Table 2. Sources of accepted maltreatment reports
Table 2 identifies the

Report source Reports Percent of reports sources of all maltreatment

Law enforcement or courts 5,013 24.9 reports accepted for a child
School personnel 4.876 242 protection response. About
Social worker or counselor 2,985 14.8 84 percent of reports were
Health oractit 5 181 108 from those mandated by law

s pract '(_mer : : to report suspected child
Parent or relative out of the home 1,312 6.5 maltreatment. Mandated
Friend, acquaintance or neighbor 677 34 reporters include those in
Parent or relative in the home 568 2.8 law enforcement, health
Non-relative caregiver 369 1.8 care, mental health, social
Other 1,607 8.0 services, education and child
Anonymous 579 29 care, among others who

work with children.

Total reports 20,167 100.0




Table 3. Relationship of alleged offenders to child subjects of accepted

reports

Relationship

Percent of alleged
offenders (N=23,791)

Birth parent 77.2
Adoptive parent 1.1
Stepparent 34
Unmarried partner of parent 6.9
Legal guardian 1.4
Sibling 2.1
Other relative (non-foster parent) 3.4
Relative foster parent 0.3
Non-relative foster parent 0.4
Child daycare provider 0.7
Group home or residential facility staff 0.2
Friends or neighbors 0.5
Other 15
Unknown or missing 1.0

Table 3 presents the relationship of
alleged offenders to the children in
accepted maltreatment reports.
Birth parents accounted for 77.2
percent of alleged offenders.



Characteristics of Child Subjects of Maltreatment Reports

Figure 5 displays the number of children by age and gender who were alleged victims in accepted
maltreatment reports. Children under age 1 are most likely to be alleged victims in maltreatment reports.
Because children were sometimes in multiple reports, their age at the time of the first report is used in the

figure below.

Figure 5. Child subjects of maltreatment reports by age and gender’
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Table 4 shows the number of alleged victims within each race, as well as all Hispanic children from any
race, by maltreatment type. Statewide population estimates are also included for reference and are the
population numbers used to calculate the incidence per 1,000 in Figure 6.

Table 4. Maltreatment type by race/ethnicity

RacefEinmicty | population | umgue | (ron. | Physical | Sewsl | Mental | Medica
est. children | medical)

African-American/Black 110,137 4,907 3475 1319 498 14 56
American Indian 24,478 1,917 1551 378 154 26 24
Asian/Pacific Islander 76,569 662 392 212 73 6 8
White 1,001,557 14,625 9497 4392 1845 191 164
Two or more races 69,085 3,227 2336 826 392 31 33
Unknown/declined N/A 634 418 190 59 1 3
Total children 1,281,826 25,972 17,669 7,317 3,021 269 288
Hispanic ethnicity—any race 109,476 2,812 1942 755 325 20 35




Figure 6 illustrates the per-thousand rate of alleged victims, both by race and maltreatment type. Overall in
Minnesota, 20.3 children per thousand were alleged victims of child maltreatment in 2014. American
Indian and African-American/Black children were approximately 5.4 and 3 times more likely than a White
child to be subjects of an allegation of maltreatment in an accepted report, respectively. Children with two
or more identified races were also just over three times more likely than a White child to be subjects in an
accepted maltreatment report. Mental injury and medical neglect categories were excluded from the graph
due to small numbers.

Figure 6. Incidence per 1,000 in the Minnesota child population by
race/ethnicity and maltreatment type
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Figure 7 presents the percent of children with known disabilities by maltreatment type. While 17 percent of

children reported to child protection had a known disability, only an estimated 3.7 percent of Minnesota’s

population under age 18 had a disability. [U.S. Census Bureau, 2013 American Community Survey]

Figure 7. Disabilities in alleged victims by maltreatment type
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Child Protection Responses: Assessments and Investigations

If an allegation meets statutory criteria, an agency determines if allegations require a Family
Investigation (Fl) or a Family Assessment (FA). By law, reports that include allegations of sexual abuse,
egregious harm, homicide, felony assault, abandonment, neglect due to failure to thrive and malicious
punishment, must be assigned to a Family Investigation. Maltreatment allegations that occur in family
foster homes or family child care homes are assigned to a Facility Investigation. Maltreatment occurring
in state-licensed residential facilities, institutions and child care centers is investigated by the Minnesota
Department of Human Services, Licensing Division, and is not included in this report.

In both a Family Investigation and a Family Assessment, county/tribal child protection workers
interview or talk to persons involved with a report, including the alleged victims, alleged offenders and
family members. Workers assess child safety, the risk of future maltreatment, and work to connect families
to services when necessary. In all assessments and investigations, family strengths are identified so that
they can be used to address the deficits that brought them to the attention of the child welfare system. In a
Family Investigation, if the evidence suggests that it is more likely than not that a child has been a victim
of maltreatment, and harm was caused by an act, or failure to act, by a person responsible for a child’s
care, the county/tribal child protection worker makes a determination that maltreatment has occurred. In
a Family Assessment, no determination of maltreatment is made.

Table 5 includes the counts of alleged and determined child maltreatment reports and child subjects by child
protection response category. Some children were assessed more than once during the year. The “unique
child subjects of reports” column counts them only once within the stated category. Seventy-two percent of
reports alleging maltreatment were referred to Family Assessment response. Maltreatment was determined
to have occurred in 54 percent of Family Investigations and in 30 percent of Facility Investigations.

Table 5. Child maltreatment reports and child subjects by response category

Reports Unique child suf)jects of

Response category reports
Alleged Determined Alleged Determined
Family Assessment 14,601 NA 18,957 NA
Family Investigation 5,214 2,826 7,323 4,058
Facility Investigation 352 920 523 162
Total 20,167 2,916 25,972 4,219

*The total unique child subjects does not equal the sum of unique children across response types, as some children were in more than
one type of assessment.

Figure 8 shows the 2005-2014 trend in the number of maltreatment reports assessed or investigated by
county or tribal agencies. The use of Family Assessment response has increasingly replaced Family
Investigation since it began statewide in 2004. Until changes were made in legislation in 2015, Family
Assessment was the statutorily preferred response to reports of child maltreatment.
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Figure 8. Child maltreatment reports by response category, 2005-2014
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Figure 9, a bar graph, shows the number of reports in each of the three child protection responses by
maltreatment type at the time of case closure. Neglect and physical abuse were the most commonly
reported maltreatment types that result in a Family Assessment or Family Investigation.

Figure 9. Reports by child protection response and maltreatment type
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As state law requires a Family Investigation for all sexual abuse allegations, further examination of the 270
cases that included allegations of sexual abuse assigned for a Family Assessment was deemed
necessary.

e In 109 of the 270 cases (40.3 percent), the case had been opened as a Family Investigation as
required. Agencies have the authority to track switch from a Family Investigation to a Family
Assessment if they obtain information during the investigation that the investigation is not needed
and a Family Assessment would be appropriate. This is what occurred in these 109 cases.

¢ Through communication with local agencies, the following challenge in the Social Services
Information System (SSIS) was identified:

o Screening decisions cannot be made at the individual allegation level. In other words, if a
reporter makes a maltreatment report that includes allegations of physical abuse, neglect
and sexual abuse and only the allegation of neglect met statutory criteria for a child
protection response (which may be appropriately assigned for a Family Assessment), the
agency cannot indicate in SSIS that only the allegation of neglect was screened in.

In mid-2015, the Department of Human Services began monitoring reports including allegations of sexual
abuse that were assigned for a Family Assessment response. The department reviews these cases,
contacts local agencies for discussion, and ensures agencies have a clear understanding of response
requirements.

Figure 10 shows the percentage of children that were assigned a Family Investigation or a Family
Assessment response within each race category. White children were more likely to be in reports assigned
to Family Assessment than children of other races.

Figure 10. Child protection response type by race
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Figure 11 illustrates the percentages of cases that were assigned to a Family Investigation for mandatory
or for discretionary reasons within each race category. Reasons that mandate an assignment to Family
Investigation include sexual abuse, egregious harm, homicide, felony assault, abandonment, neglect due
to failure to thrive, and malicious punishment. Discretionary reasons include a recent or frequent history of
child maltreatment reports, child protective services, or legal intervention due to violent activities in the
household. Overall, 57 percent of assignments to Family Investigation are for reasons mandated by law.
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Children of color are more likely than White children to be assigned to Family Investigation for
discretionary reasons.

Figure 11. Assignment to Family Investigation by race
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Results of Child Protection Assessments and Investigations

Table 6 shows the percent of investigated reports that resulted in a determination that maltreatment
occurred. In Family Investigations, non-medical neglect allegations were the most likely to receive a

determination. Facility Investigations were less likely to be determined, with 30 percent demonstrating a
preponderance of evidence that maltreatment occurred. No determination of maltreatment is made in a
Family Assessment response.

Table 6. Determined family and facility investigations by maltreatment type

Family Investigation Facility Investigation
Maltreatment type Alleged | Determined d Percent Alleged | Determined percent

etermined determined
Neglect (non-medical) 2,806 1,750 62.4 163 56 34.4
Physical abuse 1,328 655 49.3 165 27 16.4
Sexual abuse 2,016 670 33.2 48 13 27.1
Mental injury 37 20 54.1 6 16.7
Medical neglect 86 40 46.5 0.0
Total reports 5,214 2,920 56.0 352 90 25.6

Figure 12 shows the 2005-2014 trend in the number of deaths and life-threatening injuries determined to
be the result of maltreatment by a caretaker. Table 7 provides more detailed information about the deaths
determined to be the result of maltreatment by a caretaker for 2014.

Figure 12. Deaths and life-threatening injuries, 2005-2014
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Table 7. Deaths with a determination of maltreatment by year of death and

determination
Det(lagritq?ncgtion Date of Death Age Race Gender

1/11/2014 11/21/2013 7 years, 7 months African American/Black M
1/11/2014 11/21/2013 5 years, 5 months African American/Black F
2/4/2014 11/15/2013 2 months White M
3/6/2014 3/2/2014 4 months African American/Black F
3/21/2014 2/27/2014 1 month African American/Black F
4/14/2014 9/8/2013 6 years, 6 months White F
4/28/2014 9/4/2013 Less than 1 month White F
5/1/2014 3/24/2014 1 year, 11 months White M
5/2/2014 3/28/2014 1 year, 2 months White F
8/5/2014 7/28/2014 Less than 1 month African American/Black F
9/11/2014 7/5/2014 7 months White F
9/15/2014 5/9/2014 1 year, 1 month White M
10/13/2014 3/15/2014 1 month White F
10/15/2014 9/11/2014 1 year, 1 month Two or more races F
10/20/2014 3/22/2012 8 months American Indian F
10/23/2014 10/3/2014 2 months Asian or Pacific Islander M
10/29/2014 7/31/2014 3 months White M
12/18/2014 12/9/2014 1 year, 11 months Two or more races M
12/31/2014 12/14/2014 2 months African American/Black M
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During an assessment or investigation, child protection workers are required to complete a Structured
Decision Making®© Family Risk Assessment instrument to identify families with high, moderate, or low
probabilities of future child abuse or neglect. Risk is determined based on quantifying and weighting of
family conditions such as past child protection involvement, parental characteristics, domestic violence,
and vulnerability of the child. The purpose of the risk assessment is to assist in determining a family’s
need for ongoing services. Families assigned for a Family Investigation tended to be more high risk.
Figure 13 illustrates this difference using a bar graph.

Figure 13. Maltreatment Risk Assessment Level by Response Category
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At the conclusion of every child protection response, a determination is made if child protective services
are needed (case management services), based on safety needs and risk of future maltreatment. The
stacked bar graph in Figure 14 shows the percentage of Family Assessment and Family Investigation
cases by risk level where the child protection worker indicated ongoing child protective services were
needed. High risk cases were more likely to receive ongoing child protection services compared to
moderate and low risk cases.

Figure 14. Ongoing Child Protective Services Indicated by Response Category
and Risk Level

R owedll 366% |
(n = 4,350) 36.6% 63.4%

Family Investigation

(n =2,702) 79.7% 20.3%

High

Fam("rf fgfg?g;“em 10.2% 89.8%

Moderate

Family Investigation _
(n=1,778) 25.0% 75.0%

Family Assessment

(n = 1.868) 97.4%

Low

Family Investigation E

n = 725) 95.3%

m Percent CP services indicated = Percent no CP services indicated

16



In Figure 15 of all victims in investigations that resulted in a determination that maltreatment occurred
between July 1, 2013, and Dec. 31, 2013, (2,114 victims), 3.4 percent had a subsequent determined
report of maltreatment within six months, and 5.6 percent within 12 months. African-American children
had the highest rates of maltreatment recurrence in the six- and 12-month time frames. Data should
be interpreted with caution because of the small numbers in both the numerators and denominators.

Figure 15. Six- and 12-month maltreatment recurrence rate by race/ethnicity
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Family Assessment does not result in a determination of maltreatment; therefore, recurrence as a
measure does not apply. Table 7 and the corresponding tables in the Appendix refer to the rate of re-
reporting (additional screened in reports) that can be applied across Family Investigation and Family
Assessment for purposes of monitoring the effectiveness of interventions as a result of initial and
subsequent reports of maltreatment. A slightly higher percentage of children with an initial response that
was a Family Assessment had an additional accepted report within 12 months than did children who
received an initial response that was a Family Investigation (17 versus 14.5 percent).

Table 7. Six- and 12-month (accepted) re-reporting rate by response category

. Percent
Total unique Re- Percent
hild subi d re- Re-reported d
Response type child subjects reportec reported within 12 re-reporte
7/1/2013- within six within six months within 12
12/31/2013 months months
months
Family Assessment 9,660 950 9.8 1643 17.0
Family Investigation 3,937 339 8.6 569 145
Facility Investigation 309 25 8.1 33 10.7
Total* 12,845 1,209 9.4 2,061 16.0

*Total is less than the sum of each response type as children may have been in more than one response type.
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Section lI: Children in Out-of-home Care
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Introduction

” o«

This section focuses on children in out-of-home placement. The terms “out-of-home placement,” “out-of-
home care,” “foster care,” and “in care” are used interchangeably in this report. All terms refer to children
who experienced one or more days in a placement setting outside of their home during the 2014 calendar
year. Not all children in out-of-home care were placed as a result of child protection involvement. Some
children were placed in out-of-home care as a result of juvenile delinquency, developmental disabilities or
to access needed mental health treatment. Various tables and figures feature data about child
demographics, removal episodes out of the original home, number of placement settings within a removal
episode, length of time in care, reasons for entry, discharge and re-entries into care. Comparisons are
made to the child population by race or ethnicity in Minnesota to understand racial disparities in numbers
of children in placement.

An episode of care is defined as an entry into, and an ultimate discharge from, out-of-home care. An
episode could have more than one living arrangement, called a placement setting. A child may experience
one or more placement locations, or moves, which may occur in different types of settings.

Out-of-home placement report: At a Glance

e In 2014, 12,172 children spent time in out-of-home care. Trends show relatively stable numbers of
children in care for the past five years with a small increase of approximately 5 percent from 2013
to 2014.

¢ American Indian children continued to have the most disparate out-of-home placement rates and
are 17.5 times more likely to experience out-of-home care than White children. Children who are
African-American or identify as two or more races were 3.6 and 4.5 times more likely to experience
care than White children, respectively. The Child Safety and Permanency Division is engaged in
multiple strategies to better understand the reasons for such high disparities and efforts towards
reducing them.

e Forty-five percent of children in placement were age 12 and older.

e Nearly 40 percent of children (37.8) in out-of-home care had at least one disability.

e Eighty-eight percent of children in care spent some time in a family foster care setting.

e About 18 percent of placement episodes ending in 2014 were one week or less, and 29 percent
lasted more than one year.

e Seventy-one percent of reasons offered for entry into care were solely related to children’s parents.
e A majority of children in care for less than 12 months (87 percent) lived in one or two different
placement locations. A majority of children in care for two or more years experienced three or more

different placement locations (66 percent).

e About 66 percent of discharges from care involved children returning to the caregivers with whom
they resided prior to placement; another 11.5 percent were adopted.

e About 23 percent of children who were reunified with parents or caregivers (with whom they
resided prior to placement) had a subsequent placement within 12 months.
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Children in Out-of-home Care

Table 8 shows that in 2014, 12,172 children experienced 12,945 episodes of removal from home for
placement in out-of-home care, indicating that some children experienced multiple removals from their
home during the year. Nearly 95 percent of children experienced just one out-of-home care episode during
the year, while 5 percent experienced two, and less than 1 percent experienced more than two out-of-
home care episodes during 2014. The number of children in care on the last day of 2014 (6,858) was
about 15 percent higher than the number of children in care on the first day of 2014 (5,838), reflecting a
growing trend of more children in out-of-home care.

Table 8. Flow of children in out-of-home care

Children Episodes
Entered care 6,621 7,106
Continued in care (from prior year) 5,838 5,839
Left care 5,756 6,087
Remained in care 6,858 6,858
Unigue counts* 12,172 12,945

*Children may be counted in more than one category.

Figure 16 shows the total unique count of children experiencing placement over the past 10 years.
Seventeen percent fewer children experienced out-of-home care in 2014 as compared to 2005. However,
placements have slowly increased from a low in 2010, with a 6 percent increase from 2013 to 2014.

Figure 16. Children in out-of-home care, 2005-2014
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Characteristics of Children in Out-of-home care

As figure 17 illustrates, boys comprised 53.2 percent of children in out-of-home care in 2014. The largest
age group in care was 16—17-year-olds. These primarily represented placements related to child behavior.
The largest group of children in care for parental reasons was children under age five, and birth to age
three in particular (see Table 12 on p. 26 for more information about primary reasons for entry into out-of-
home care).

Figure 17. Children and youth in out-of-home care by age and gender
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Figure 18 shows the trend of different age groups of children touching out-of-home care in the last 10
years. Although children ages 12—17 continue to comprise the largest group in out-of-home care,
Minnesota has seen decreasing numbers of older children and increasing numbers of children under age
12. This may be due to policy and practice changes over the years related to reasons for removal specific
to older children, including issues around truancy and juvenile corrections.

Figure 18. Children in out-of-home care by age group, 2005-2014
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Table 9 provides information on the flow of children in out-of-home care by race/ethnicity, as well as
providing the population estimates by race for children in Minnesota. American Indian, African-
American/Black, and children of two or more races are over-represented at all points in the out-of-home
care flow.

Table. 9 Flow of children in out-of-home care by race/ethnicity

RacelEthnicity | population | unigue | EMered | continued | o oo | Remained
est. children
African-American/Black 110,137 2,200 1,268 999 1,215 1,086
American Indian 24,478 2,360 1,056 1,338 764 1,651
Asian/Pacific Islander 76,569 243 161 89 140 114
White 1,001,557 5,507 3,069 2,575 2,793 2,920
Two or more races 69,085 1,727 966 800 762 1,029
Unable to determine N/A 135 101 37 82 58
Total children 1,281,826 12,172 6,621 5,838 5,756 6,858
Hispanic ethnicity—any race 109,476 1,097 621 755 325 20

Figure 19 shows the rate of children per 1,000 who experienced out-of-home care between 2005-2014 by
race and ethnicity. American Indian children have consistently shown disparate participation in out-of-
home care. With the exception of American Indian and children of two or more races, all other racial/ethnic
groups decreased in out-of-home care from 2005-2014.

Figure 19. Children in out-of-home care per 1,000 by race/ethnicity, 2005-2014
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Nearly 38 percent of children in out-of-home care had at least one known disability as shown in Figure 20
compared to 3.7 percent in the general Minnesota child population and 17 percent among children in
accepted child protection reports in 2014. The disability condition most common among children in out-of-

home care was emotional disturbance (26.7 percent).

Figure 20. Disability status of children in out-of-home care
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Placement Settings and Time in Care

Being placed in the least restrictive setting possible, while maintaining safety of a child, is a requirement of
any out-of-home placement made by local agencies; family foster care settings are generally considered
the least restrictive option. Table 10 shows the types and placement settings that children experienced in
care. A child is counted once each time they experienced a placement setting type. Nearly half of all
children in care in 2014 spent some time in a non-relative family foster home. Just over one quarter spent
time in a relative foster home (28.2 percent). Seventeen percent of children spent time in a residential
treatment center, while 10 percent spent time in a group home.

Table 10. Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care

Unique
Placement setting children* Percent
Pre-adoptive home — relative 568 4.7
Pre-adoptive home — non-relative 765 6.3
Foster family home — relative 3,433 28.2
Foster family home — non-relative 5,888 48.4
Pre-kinship home — relative 100 0.8
Group home 1,322 10.9
Foster home — corporate/shift staff 371 3.0
ICF-DD 16 0.1
Residential treatment center 2,055 16.9
Juvenile correctional facility (non-secure, 12 or fewer children) 187 15
Juvenile correctional facility (non-secure, 13 or more children) 468 3.8
Correctional facility (locked) 648 5.3
Supervised independent living 366 3.0

* Totals are less than the sum of the categories, as a child may have spent time in more than one setting.

Table 11 depicts the duration of episodes that ended in 2014 that were one day or longer. About 17.5
percent of episodes that ended in 2014 were one week or less, many of which were a result of short-term
emergency placements; 28.7 percent lasted more than a year.

Table 11. Length of episodes ending in 2014

Number of Percent of

Days in care episodes episodes

1-7 1,047 17.5
8-30 576 9.6
31-90 640 10.7
91-180 715 11.9
181-365 1,292 21.6
366 or more 1,721 28.7
Total* 5,991 100.0

*Does not include episodes that were opened and closed on the same day.
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When a child is placed in out-of-home care, a goal of the social service agency is to maintain as much
stability in that child’s living situation as possible. The stacked bar graph in Figure 21 shows that as
children were in care longer, the likelihood that they experienced multiple placement settings increased.
For children who were in care for 12 or fewer months, the majority lived in one home or facility (58.8
percent), with 87.3 percent living in one or two homes or facilities. Children in care for two years or more
were far more likely to move multiple times. A trial home visit is not considered a placement and is not
counted as a move in the episode in Figure 21.

Figure 21. Moves within an episode of out-of-home care
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Reasons for Entry, Discharge and Re-entry Rate

Table 12 indicates the number of total episodes experienced by children in Minnesota in 2014, and the
primary reason for entry into each out-of-home care episode. Note that children may have entered care
multiple times during the year, for multiple primary reasons. Reasons for entry are counted for each entry
episode (see Table 8 on p. 20 that shows the flow of both children and episodes in out-of-home care).

Alleged neglect (25.2 percent) was the most common reason for placement, followed by parental drug
abuse. In response to tragedies involving abandoned infants in recent years, the 2012 Minnesota
Legislature strengthened the Safe Place for Newborns law. In 2014, five newborns entered out-of-home
care for the primary reason of Safe Place for Newborns relinquishment.

Table 12. Primary reasons for entry into out-of-home care

Primary reasons for entry (l\?giig%iSS) Percent
Abandonment 315 2.4
Alleged neglect 3,257 25.2
Alleged physical abuse 1,082 8.4
Alleged sexual abuse 433 3.3
Caretaker's inability to cope (illness or other) 359 2.8
Caretaker's inability to cope — physical health 59 05
Caretaker's inability to cope — mental health 313 2.4

Parental | Death of parent(s) 42 0.3
Inadequate housing 208 1.6
Incarceration of parents 333 2.6
Parental alcohol abuse 332 2.6
Parental drug abuse 2,333 18.0
Relinquishment or termination of parental rights 84 0.6
Safe Place for Newborns 5 0.0
Total parent reasons 9,155 70.7
Child alcohol abuse 19 0.1
Child drug abuse 133 1.0
Child's behavior problem 964 7.4

Child Child's behavior problem — delinquency 1,065 8.2
Child's behavior problem — family conflict 540 4.2
Child's disability 354 2.7
Child's mental health issues 547 4.2
Total child reasons 3,622 28.0
Primary reason for entry not indicated 168 1.3

The graph in Figure 22 shows the primary reason categories for entering out-of-home care for all entry
episodes for years 2010-2014. Between 2010 and 2014, the number of entry episodes has remained fairly
stable. The number of placement episodes solely for child reasons decreased by 26 percent since 2010.
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The number of new placement episodes for parental reasons has steadily increased since 2010, a 27

percent increase.

Figure 22. Primary reasons for out-of-home care entry episodes, 2010-2014
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*Note that the total number of child and parent reasons for entry does not add up to the total number of entry episodes because there were a small

number of entry episodes where there was no one primary reason of entry given.

Table 13 shows that, in 2014, 65.5 percent of the reasons for discharge when children left an episode of
care were for reunification with a parent or primary caregiver with whom they resided prior to placement.
Another 9.1 percent had permanent transfer of legal and physical custody to a relative, while 11.5 percent
were discharged to adoption. Note that children may have been discharged from care multiple times
during the year, for multiple discharge reasons. Reasons for discharge are counted for each episode

discharged.

Table 13. Reasons for discharge from out-of-home care

Reasons for discharge Episodes discharged Percent
Reunification with parents/primary caretakers 3,985 65.5
Adoption or tribal customary adoption 704 11.6
Permanent transfer of legal and physical custody to a relative 554 9.1
Living with other relatives 203 3.3
Guardianship 21 0.3
Reached age of majority or emancipated 351 5.8
Runaway from placement (placement no longer planned) 93 15
Death of child 6 0.3
Transfer to another agency 170 2.8
Total episodes discharged 6,087 100.0
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Table 14 presents the out-of-home placement re-entry rate by race and ethnicity. Re-entry means that a
child was discharged from out-of-home care to either reunification with parents or primary caretakers or
with relatives in 2013 (prior calendar year), and re-entered care within 12 months of that discharge.
African-American and American Indian children had the highest rates of re-entry.

Table 14. Re-entry rate for out-of-home care by race/ethnicity

. Left care | R&entry
Race/ethnicity . within 12 Percent
in 2013

months
African-American/Black 959 260 271
American Indian 495 135 27.3
Asian or Pacific Islander 142 27 19.0
White 1,962 425 21.7
Two or more races 562 128 22.8
Unable to determine 51 2 3.9
Total 4,172 977 23.4
Hispanic ethnicity—any race 423 90 21.3
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Introduction

A primary goal of the Minnesota Department of Human Services (department) is to ensure that all children in
foster care have safe, stable, loving and permanent families. When a child’s physical, emotional, and mental
health needs are met, they are more successful in their homes, schools and communities.

The public child protection system provides support and services to parents and children to safely reunify
children who enter foster care with their families whenever possible. For some children, parents cannot safely
care for them and reunification cannot occur. When that happens, one possible outcome is for courts to order
Termination of Parental Rights (TPR), which severs the legal parent-child relationship and transfers
guardianship of a child to the commissioner of the Minnesota Department of Human Services. These children
are under state guardianship and are referred to as state wards in this section. It is anticipated that the
commissioner, or state, will be the temporary guardian of children until they are adopted. As designated agents
of the commissioner, county and tribal social service agencies are responsible for safety, placement, and well-
being of these children, including identifying appropriate adoptive parents and working with adopting parents,
court, and others to facilitate the adoption process. It is the department’s responsibility to partner with county
social service agencies to carry out the tasks required to legally finalize adoptions of children under
guardianship of the commissioner.

This report uses county data from the department’s Adoption Information System, and includes data from
court, county, and tribal social service documents entered at the department. Issues with reliability and
consistency of data prior to 2009 due to updating of the data systems does not allow for 10-year trends used in
prior reports; instead five-year trends are provided.

Adoption Report: At a Glance

¢ In 2014, 604 children came under state guardianship (became state wards) as a result of court
terminations of parental rights.

e Of all children entering guardianship, the majority (60 percent) were White, followed by children of two
or more races (16 percent) and African-American/Black children (14 percent). American Indian children
who qualify under the Indian Child Welfare Act (ICWA) are often under the jurisdiction of tribal courts
and do not become state wards; therefore, the number of American Indian children who enter state
guardianship is much smaller than might be expected. Despite this, American Indian children were still
4.1 times more likely to enter state guardianship than White children. Children of two or more races and
African-American/Black children were 3.9 and 2.0 times more likely to enter guardianship than White
children.

e The majority of children entering state guardianship were under age five (57.6 percent).
e Of the approximately 1,500 children who were state wards in 2014, 686 were adopted.

e There were 56 state wards who aged out of placement at age 18 without legal permanency being
achieved.

¢ Nearly three quarters of children in sibling groups were adopted with the sibling group fully intact
(70.7 percent).

o Twenty-two American Indian children who were tribal wards were adopted in 2014, just over 90 percent
were under age 6.
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Guardianship and Adoptions

Table 15 provides an overview of the guardianship continuum in which children entered guardianship as state
wards, then left when adopted or reached the age of majority. Of the approximately 1,500 children who

touched guardianship at some point during the year, just under half were adopted (N = 686).

Table 15. Flow of children under state guardianship

Figure 23 illustrates the five-year trends of the flow of children under state guardianship. As can be seen, there
has been a small increase in both the numbers of children entering guardianship and being adopted. After a
dramatic decrease from 2010 to 2011, the number of children leaving guardianship by reaching the age of

Children
Entered guardianship 604
Continued guardianship 802
Aged out of guardianship 56
Adopted 686
Unique count* 1,509

*Children may be counted in more than one category.

majority has remained mostly stable.

Figure 23. Children under state guardianship, 2010-2014
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Characteristics of children entering state guardianship

Figure 24 shows the age and gender of children who entered state guardianship in 2014. The majority of
children entering guardianship were under age five (57.6 percent).

Figure 24. Children entering guardianship by age and gender
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Table 16 illustrates that, in 2014, about 60 percent of children entering guardianship were White, followed by
children of two or more races (16 percent), and then African-American/Black children (14 percent). The number
of American Indian children entering state guardianship continues to be small; however, data do not include
American Indian children under guardianship of a tribe.

Table 16. Children entering guardianship by race/ethnicity

Race/ethnicity sgrl)ﬁlg?ilcl)?\ Children | Percent Perra%;)OO
est.

African-American/Black 110,137 85 14.1 0.8
American Indian 24,478 36 6 1.5
Asian/Pacific Islander 76,569 14 2.3 0.2
White 1,001,557 361 59.8 0.4
Two or more races 69,085 97 16.1 1.4
Unable to determine N/A 11 1.8 N/A
Total children 1,281,826 604 100 0.5
Hispanic ethnicity—any race 109,476 59 9.8 0.5
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Figure 25 shows the over/under representation of children of color who entered guardianship in 2014 (note that
wards of tribal courts are not included in this table). U.S. Census estimates from 2010-2014 were used for the
population comparisons. The number of White children entering guardianship was much higher than those of
other races/ethnicities; however, they were under-represented when compared to the overall state population.
In 2014, African-American/Black children were 2.0 times more likely to enter guardianship, American Indian
children were 4.1 times, and children of two or more races were 3.9 times more likely to enter guardianship.

Figure 25. Children entering guardianship per 1,000 by race/ethnicity, 2009-2014
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Adoption of State Wards

Figure 26 displays the number of children who were state wards and were adopted by age and gender in 2014.
Younger children were more likely to be state wards who were adopted, and boys and girls were equally likely
to be adopted over all, with great variability at any single age.

Figure 26. State wards and adopted by age and gender
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As seen in the accompanying line graph (Figure 27), younger children under age 6 were the most likely state
wards to be adopted, and have been for the last five years. Northstar Care for Children legislation was passed
in 2014 and became effective Jan. 1, 2015. One of the goals of Northstar Care for Children is to improve
permanency outcomes for children, particularly older children.

Figure 27. State wards, adopted by age group, 2010-2014
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Table 17 shows an increase in adoptions of about 23 percent from 2013 to 2014. The largest group of children

adopted in 2014 were White (60.8 percent), followed by African-American/Black children (16 percent), and
children of two or more races (13.7 percent).

Table 17. State wards adopted by race/ethnicity, 2010-2014

Total African- American | Asian/Pacific hi Two or Unkl)own H;]spamc

d American/Black Indian Islander White more : ethnicity—

Year | wards races Declined any race
adopted

N % N % N % N % N % N % N %

2010 588 117 199 23] 39 15)311 1529 | 84)|143[ 44| 75| 49| 83

2011 521 93 179 | 22| 4.2 121318 | 61.0 [ 74| 14.2 8 15 55| 10.6

2012 524 95 18.1| 33| 6.3 9 1.7 324 |1 618 [ 60| 115 3| 06 59 [ 113

2013 539 89 165| 34| 6.3 16 3.0([338(627] 55 10.2 71 13 66 | 12.2

2014 686 110 160 54179 6 091417 | 608 | 94 | 13.7 5] 07 821 120

Figure 28 shows the average number of days between entering guardianship and adoption from 2010-2014
by children’s age group. Older children who were adopted during the five years experienced a greater
average number of days under state guardianship than younger children. Although procedurally each step of
the adoption process is recorded by the department as a discrete event for data reporting purposes (e.g.,
entering guardianship, placement in a pre-adoptive home, adoption finalization), these procedural events may
not accurately reflect the experience of a child, who often has been living with an adoptive family from early in
their removal. Regardless, timeliness to establishing permanency (as measured by these discrete events) is a
goal of the department, and is embedded in federal performance measures section of this report.

Figure 28. Time from entering guardianship to adoption by age, 2010-2014
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Adoption of Siblings

Minnesota law! requires siblings to be placed together for foster care and adoption at the earliest possible
time, unless it is determined not to be in the best interests of a sibling, or unless it is not possible after
appropriate efforts by the responsible social services agency. The 2008 federal Fostering Connections to
Success and Increasing Adoptions Act of 2008 also requires siblings to be placed together whenever possible.
Keeping siblings together contributes to maintaining family relationships and cultural connections. Separating
siblings in foster care and adoption may add to the trauma experienced by separation from birth parents and
other family members.

Table 17 shows the number and percentages of sibling groups that were adopted fully intact, and either
partially or fully intact for the years 2009-2014. In 2014, 70.7 percent of sibling groups were preserved in their
entirety in adoptions. The total number of sibling groups adopted fully intact increased from 97 groups in 2013
to 130 in 2014. About 82.6 percent of sibling groups were adopted either partially or fully intact in 2014. These
percentages have had only minor fluctuations between 2009 and 2014.

The department defines siblings through the biological mother, so siblings placed with, or separated from
paternal siblings are not included in the data. In addition, siblings who are 18 years of age or older, who were
previously adopted, or who were never under guardianship of the commissioner, are also not counted as part
of a sibling group in this data table. Because percentages of sibling groups preserved are calculated for
adoptions within a calendar year, some intact adoptions may not be counted if adoptions of the individual
children took place over the span of more than one year. Note that the percentages for sibling group
preservations are smaller than those reported in previous years due to increased accuracy in determining
sibling groups. The current method includes all sibling groups available for adoption during a given year in
which one or more siblings were adopted.

Table 18. Sibling group preservation in adoptions, 2010-2014

Year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Sibling groups available for adoption
with at least one child adopted 153 133 135 135 184
Sibling groups adopted fully intact 111 920 97 97 130
Sibling groups adopted partially
intact 18 14 13 16 22
Percent of sibling groups adopted
fully intact 72.5 67.7 71.9 71.9 70.7
Percent of sibling groups adopted
partially or fully intact 84.3 78.2 81.5 83.7 82.6

1 Minn. Stat., section 260C.212, subd. 2 [d].
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Tribal Ward Adoptions

Table 18 includes tribal wards adopted from 2009-2014 by age group. Although there are minor fluctuations in
numbers by age group across years, the relatively small number of tribal court wards within each group limits
interpretation of these trends.

Most tribes in Minnesota offer culturally appropriate permanency through tribal court in place of state ward
status for their children. One of the tribal court permanency options is customary adoption, which does not
include terminating parental rights. In addition to the 36 American Indian state wards adopted in 2014 reported
previously, 22 American Indian wards of tribal court were adopted through tribal customary adoptions during
this time period. The majority of these children were members of the White Earth Band of Ojibwe.

Table 19. Tribal wards adopted by age group, 2009-2014

Age
Year Birth to age 5 Age 6 and older Total
N % N % N
2010 14 60.9 9 39.1 23
2011 23 60.5 15 39.5 38
2012 22 73.3 8 26.7 30
2013 10 47.6 11 524 21
2014 20 90.9 2 9.1 22
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Section IV: State and Federal
Performance Measures
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Introduction

The Child Safety and Permanency Division of the Minnesota Department of Human Services is
committed to improving the lives of children and families touched by the child protection system,
out-of-home care and/or adoption. One strategy for improving the lives of children and families
is to monitor the performance of the local agencies providing child protection services, out-of-
home care services and adoption services. This report includes the federal performance
measures, and other performance measures established at the state level.

The Federal Child and Family Service Reviews examine state performance in child safety and
permanency. To inform this process, the Administration for Children and Families created two
child safety performance measures and 15 permanency performance measures. The
permanency measures can be grouped into the categories of:

Timeliness and permanency of reunification

Timeliness of adoptions of children discharged from foster care

Achieving permanency for children in care for extended periods of time

Placement stability.

Performance measures established at the state level include:
¢ Timeliness to alleged victim contact with a social worker in child protection reports
e Physical health exams provided for children entering foster care
e Physical health exams provided for children who have been in care for at least a year
¢ Mental health screenings for children receiving child protection case management
services or who are in out-of-home care

This section includes a statewide summary of these individual measures, followed by
performance on these measures by county, Leech Lake and White Earth Bands of Ojibwe for
calendar year 2014. Caution should be used in drawing conclusions from measures with small
numbers. These data fulfill reporting requirements for the Vulnerable Children and Adults Act
[Minn. Stat., section 256M.80, subd.2].
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Federal Performance Indicators

. Minnesota Federal
Federal Performance Indicators results, 2014 standards
Safety Measure 1.1: Absence of Maltreatment Recurrence 94.4% 94.6% or
Of all who were victims of determined maltreatment during the last six months of 2013, percent who did not have another (1,981 6f 2,098) hi her
determined report within six months ' ' 9
Safety Measure 1.2: Absence of Maltreatment in Foster Care 99.6% 99.68% or
Of all children who were served in foster care during the reporting period, the percent who were not the subjects of determined (12,163 of Hi her
maltreatment by a foster parent or facility staff 12,207) 9
Permanency Measure 1.1: Time to Reunification 86.2% 75.9% or
Of children discharged to reunification with primary caretakers, percent reunified in less than 12 months from the time of the (2,823 c‘)f 3,274) hi her
latest removal from home ' ' 9

Permanency Measure 1.2: Median Months to Reunification

5.4 months or

Median length of stay in care from removal from home until the date of discharge to reunification 4.9 months less
Permanency Measure 1.3: Reunification After First Removal 48.8% 48.4% or
Of children in care for the first time, percent discharged from foster care to reunification in less than 12 months (909 of 1,864) higher

Permanency Measure 1.4: Placement Re-entry
Of children discharged to reunification, percent re-entered foster care in less than 12 months

23.4%
(965 of 4,130)

9.9% or lower

Permanency Measure 2.1: Adoption in Less than 24 Months 59.9% 36.6% or
Of children discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption, percent adopted in less than 24 months (430 of 718) higher
Permanency Measure 2.2: Median Months to Adoption 21.7 months 27.3 months
Of children discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption, median length of stay in care ' orless
Permanency Measure 2.3: Discharges to Adoption 20.3% 22 7% or
Of children in care for 17 continuous months or longer on Jan. 1, 2014, percent discharged from care to a finalized adoption by (306 of 1,504) higher

Dec. 31, 2014

Section IV — 2014 Performance Measures
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Federal Performance Indicators (continued)

Federal Performance Indicators Minnesota Federal
results, 2014 standards
Permanency Measure 2.4: Legally Free for Adoption 4.0% 10.9% or
Of children in care for 17 continuous months or longer on Jan. 1, 2014, and who were not legally free for adoption prior to that 35 (‘)f 869) hi her
day, percent who became legally free for adoption during the first six months of 2014 9
Permanency Measure 2.5: Time to Adoption Once Legally Free 42.9% 53.7% or
Of all children who became legally free for adoption during 2013, percent discharged from care to a finalized adoption in less (338 6f 788) hi her
than 12 months from the date of becoming legally free 9
Permanency Measure 3.1: Permanency for Children in Care 24 or More Months 17.4% 29.1% or
Of children in care for 24 months or longer on Jan. 1, 2014, percent discharged to a permanent home by Dec. 31, 2014, and (195 0+ 1,119) hi her
prior to their 18" birthday : 9
Permanency Measure 3.2: Permanency for Children Legally Free for Adoption 92 9% 98.0% or
Of children discharged from care during 2014, and who were legally free for adoption (i.e., a parental rights termination for both (708 6f 762) higher

parents) at the time of discharge, percent discharged to a permanent home prior to their 18" birthday

Permanency Measure 3.3: Aging Out of Long-term Care
Of children who aged out of care or reached their 18™ birthday while in care, but had not yet been discharged, percent in foster
care for three years or longer

37.2%
(171 of 460)

37.5% or lower

Permanency Measure 4.1: Placement Stability for Children in Care Less than 12 Months 87.3% 86.0% or
Of children in care during 2014 for at least eight days, but less than 12 months, percent with two or fewer placement settings (5,701 of 6,531) higher
Permanency Measure 4.2: Placement Stability for Children in Care More than 12 and Less than 24 Months 64.1% 65.4% or
Of children in out-of-home care during 2014 for at least 12 months, but less than 24 months, percent with two or fewer 0 70

. (1,634 of 2,550) higher
placement settings
Permanency Measure 4.3: Placement Stability for Children in Care 24 Months or Longer 34.4% 41.8% or
Of children in out-of-home care during 2014 for at least 24 months, percent with two or fewer placement settings (655 of 1,905) higher

Section IV — 2014 Performance Measures
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Safety Indicator 1.1: Absence of Repeat Maltreatment

Of all who were victims of determined maltreatment during the last six months of 2013, what
number did not have another determined report within six months? The national standard is 94.6

or higher.

Unique determined Victims—no Percent not
County/Tribe victims July 1, recurrence within recurring within six
2013-Dec. 31, 2013 six months months

Aitkin 9 9 100.0
Anoka 79 76 96.2
Becker 53 49 92.5
Beltrami 40 40 100.0
Benton 24 24 100.0
Big Stone 2 2 100.0
Blue Earth 18 18 100.0
Brown 6 6 100.0
Carlton 9 9 100.0
Carver 14 14 100.0
Cass 6 6 100.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 10 10 100.0
Clay 43 42 97.7
Clearwater 5 5 100.0
Cook 1 1 100.0
Crow Wing 13 10 76.9
Dakota 79 74 93.7
Douglas 27 23 85.2
Fillmore 1 1 100.0
Freeborn 15 13 86.7
Goodhue 14 12 85.7
Grant 6 6 100.0
Hennepin 636 586 92.1
Houston 2 2 100.0
Hubbard 1 1 100.0
Isanti 8 8 100.0
Itasca 12 12 100.0
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 66 61 924
Kittson 0 N/A N/A
Koochiching 1 1 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 1 1 100.0
Lake 0 N/A N/A
Lake Of The Woods 1 1 100.0
Le Sueur 1 1 100.0
McLeod 5 5 100.0
Mahnomen 0 N/A N/A
Marshall 0 N/A N/A
Meeker 1 1 100.0
Mille Lacs 31 31 100.0
Morrison 12 12 100.0
Mower 5 5 100.0
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Safety Indicator 1.1: Absence of Repeat Maltreatment (continued)

Unique determined Victims—no Percent not
County/Tribe victims July 1, recurrence within recurring within six
2013-Dec. 31, 2013 six months months

Nicollet 4 4 100.0
Nobles 5 5 100.0
Norman 4 4 100.0
Olmsted 23 22 95.7
Otter Tail 26 25 96.2
Pennington 10 10 100.0
Pine 14 14 100.0
Polk 11 11 100.0
Pope 5 5 100.0
Ramsey 174 165 94.8
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 14 14 100.0
Rice 5 5 100.0
Roseau 7 6 85.7
St. Louis 167 157 94.0
Scott 22 21 95.5
Sherburne 30 29 96.7
Sibley 11 10 90.9
Stearns 82 79 96.3
Stevens 0 N/A N/A
Swift 7 5 714
Todd 9 9 100.0
Traverse 4 4 100.0
Wabasha 8 8 100.0
Wadena 5 5 100.0
Washington 43 42 97.7
Watonwan 2 1 50.0
Wilkin 1 1 100.0
Winona 10 9 90.0
Wright 40 40 100.0
Yellow Medicine 4 4 100.0
Southwest HHS 12 12 100.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 7 7 100.0
Faribault-Martin 41 36 87.8
MN Prairie 31 31 100.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 2 2 100.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 1 1 100.0
Total 2,098 1,981 94.4
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Safety Indicator 1.2: Absence of Maltreatment in Foster Care

Of all children who were served in foster care during calendar year 2014, what percent were not the
subjects of determined maltreatment by a foster parent or facility staff? The national standard is 99.68

percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children in foster care

Children not
maltreated by a foster

Percent not

in 2014 parent/facility staff maltreated
Aitkin 45 43 95.6
Anoka 448 444 99.1
Becker 173 173 100.0
Beltrami 706 705 99.9
Benton 106 106 100.0
Big Stone 14 14 100.0
Blue Earth 99 99 100.0
Brown 53 53 100.0
Carlton 99 99 100.0
Carver 106 103 97.2
Cass 107 107 100.0
Chippewa 4 4 100.0
Chisago 92 92 100.0
Clay 236 229 97.0
Clearwater 38 38 100.0
Cook 12 12 100.0
Crow Wing 187 187 100.0
Dakota 257 257 100.0
Douglas 47 47 100.0
Fillmore 25 25 100.0
Freeborn 70 70 100.0
Goodhue 65 64 98.5
Grant 16 14 87.5
Hennepin 2,395 2,394 99.9
Houston 22 22 100.0
Hubbard 99 98 99.0
Isanti 97 97 100.0
Itasca 190 189 99.5
Kanabec 27 27 100.0
Kandiyohi 119 119 100.0
Kittson 12 12 100.0
Koochiching 44 44 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 25 25 100.0
Lake 32 32 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 8 8 100.0
Le Sueur 38 38 100.0
McLeod 86 86 100.0
Mahnomen 16 16 100.0
Marshall 15 15 100.0
Meeker 36 36 100.0
Mille Lacs 194 194 100.0
Morrison 61 61 100.0
Mower 109 109 100.0
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Safety Indicator 1.2: Absence of Maltreatment in Foster Care (continued)

County/Tribe

Children in foster

Children not
maltreated by a foster

Percent not

care in 2013 parent/facility staff maltreated
Nicollet 58 58 100.0
Nobles 68 68 100.0
Norman 18 18 100.0
Olmsted 197 196 99.5
Otter Tail 72 72 100.0
Pennington 58 58 100.0
Pine 96 93 96.9
Polk 94 94 100.0
Pope 30 30 100.0
Ramsey 1,428 1,427 99.9
Red Lake 5 4 80.0
Renville 56 56 100.0
Rice 89 85 95.5
Roseau 16 16 100.0
St. Louis 905 903 99.8
Scott 85 85 100.0
Sherburne 102 102 100.0
Sibley 25 25 100.0
Stearns 392 390 99.5
Stevens 9 9 100.0
Swift 52 52 100.0
Todd 82 82 100.0
Traverse 11 11 100.0
Wabasha 41 41 100.0
Wadena 36 36 100.0
Washington 223 223 100.0
Watonwan 25 25 100.0
Wilkin 7 7 100.0
Winona 61 60 98.4
Wright 159 159 100.0
Yellow Medicine 30 30 100.0
Southwest HHS 201 201 100.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 52 52 100.0
Faribault-Martin 148 147 99.3
MN Prairie 125 125 100.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 172 172 100.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 349 344 98.6
Total 12,207 12,163 99.6

Section IV — 2014 Performance Measures

45



Permanency Indicator 1.1: Time to Reunification

Of all children discharged from foster care to reunification in calendar year 2014, and who had been in
foster care for eight days or longer, what percent were reunified in less than 12 months from the time of

the latest removal from home? The national standard is 75.2 percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children reunified

Children reunified
within 12 months

Percent reunified
within 12 months

Aitkin 27 27 100.0
Anoka 100 106 94.3
Becker 49 52 94.2
Beltrami 74 130 56.9
Benton 33 34 97.1
Big Stone 7 7 100.0
Blue Earth 19 22 86.4
Brown 18 20 90.0
Carlton 17 19 89.5
Carver 30 34 88.2
Cass 25 30 83.3
Chippewa 4 4 100.0
Chisago 22 25 88.0
Clay 50 55 90.9
Clearwater 14 15 93.3
Cook 2 3 66.7
Crow Wing 35 37 94.6
Dakota 59 68 86.8
Douglas 10 11 90.9
Fillmore 8 9 88.9
Freeborn 24 28 85.7
Goodhue 10 10 100.0
Grant 4 6 66.7
Hennepin 520 614 84.7
Houston 4 4 100.0
Hubbard 22 30 73.3
Isanti 18 19 94.7
Itasca 62 66 93.9
Kanabec 7 8 87.5
Kandiyohi 40 44 90.9
Kittson 5 6 83.3
Koochiching 12 13 92.3
Lac Qui Parle 6 7 85.7
Lake 5 5 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 7 7 100.0
Le Sueur 5 5 100.0
McLeod 36 38 94.7
Mahnomen 2 2 100.0
Marshall 4 4 100.0
Meeker 5 8 62.5
Mille Lacs 45 47 95.7
Morrison 4 6 66.7
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Permanency Indicator 1.1: Time to Reunification (continued)

County/Tribe Children reunified Svr;t”hdiaegzr?nuonr:ftlﬁg \l/:)vietrr?i?lnizrenlegmﬁ(sj
Mower 12 14 85.7
Nicollet 19 22 86.4
Nobles 20 24 83.3
Norman 10 10 100.0
Olmsted 46 52 88.5
Otter Tail 20 21 95.2
Pennington 10 22 45.5
Pine 14 24 58.3
Polk 31 31 100.0
Pope 7 8 87.5
Ramsey 373 421 88.6
Red Lake 4 4 100.0
Renville 21 23 91.3
Rice 12 15 80.0
Roseau 10 10 100.0
St. Louis 210 256 82.0
Scott 22 25 88.0
Sherburne 39 39 100.0
Sibley 7 8 87.5
Stearns 107 116 92.2
Stevens 2 3 66.7
Swift 6 6 100.0
Todd 21 27 77.8
Traverse 1 1 100.0
Wabasha 13 13 100.0
Wadena 16 17 94.1
Washington a7 56 83.9
Watonwan 6 8 75.0
Wilkin 2 2 100.0
Winona 15 17 88.2
Wright 25 28 89.3
Yellow Medicine 11 11 100.0
Southwest HHS 56 62 90.3
Des Moines Valley HHS 12 17 70.6
Faribault-Martin 38 47 80.9
MN Prairie 33 36 91.7
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 35 45 77.8
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 40 48 83.3
Total 2,823 3,274 86.2
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Permanency Indicator 1.2: Median Months to Reunification

Of all children who were discharged from foster care to reunification in calendar year 2014, and
who had been in foster care for eight days or longer, what was the median length of stay in
months from the date of the latest removal from home until the date of discharge to

reunification? The national standard is 5.4 months or less.

County/Tribe Children reunified Median months in care
Aitkin 27 3.8
Anoka 106 5.3
Becker 52 5.2
Beltrami 130 10.7
Benton 34 4.3
Big Stone 7 4.5
Blue Earth 22 5.7
Brown 20 4.5
Carlton 19 7.6
Carver 34 6.1
Cass 30 3.4
Chippewa 4 0.7
Chisago 25 3.8
Clay 55 2.2
Clearwater 15 8.5
Cook 3 5.4
Crow Wing 37 6.2
Dakota 68 5.1
Douglas 11 3.8
Fillmore 9 7.7
Freeborn 28 3.8
Goodhue 10 5.7
Grant 6 6.3
Hennepin 614 5.2
Houston 4 34
Hubbard 30 2.1
Isanti 19 6.8
Itasca 66 3.8
Kanabec 8 4.8
Kandiyohi 44 3.0
Kittson 6 2.3
Koochiching 13 1.2
Lac Qui Parle 7 5.6
Lake 5 5.7
Lake Of The Woods 7 1.9
Le Sueur 5 8.3
McLeod 38 6.2
Mahnomen 2 5.5
Marshall 4 3.2
Meeker 8 9.8
Mille Lacs 47 2.8
Morrison 6 6.6
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Permanency Indicator 1.2: Median Months to Reunification
(continued)

County/Tribe Children reunified Median months in care
Mower 14 2.8
Nicollet 22 5.7
Nobles 24 4.1
Norman 10 2.5
Olmsted 52 5.2
Otter Tail 21 3.1
Pennington 22 14.3
Pine 24 10.3
Polk 31 4.3
Pope 8 4.1
Ramsey 421 4.5
Red Lake 4 2.3
Renville 23 2.0
Rice 15 8.3
Roseau 10 1.4
St. Louis 256 5.7
Scott 25 15
Sherburne 39 1.8
Sibley 8 3.9
Stearns 116 4.8
Stevens 3 6.0
Swift 6 2.8
Todd 27 7.3
Traverse 1 1.5
Wabasha 13 7.0
Wadena 17 2.4
Washington 56 4.6
Watonwan 8 1.8
Wilkin 2 5.8
Winona 17 1.9
Wright 28 4.2
Yellow Medicine 11 5.3
Southwest HHS 62 4.6
Des Moines Valley HHS 17 7.0
Faribault-Martin 47 4.6
MN Prairie 36 2.2
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 45 6.5
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 48 5.9
Total 3,274 4.9
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Permanency Indicator 1.3: Reunification After First Removal

Of all children who entered foster care for the first time in the six-month period just prior to calendar year
2014, and who remained in foster care for eight days or longer, what percent were discharged from foster
care to reunification in less than 12 months from the date of latest removal from home? The national
standard is 48.4 percent or higher.

County/Tribe Enteredfpc))lfcement _ Reunified P(_arc_ent reunified
the first time within 12 months within 12 months
Aitkin 13 10 76.9
Anoka 86 60 69.8
Becker 29 15 51.7
Beltrami 105 29 27.6
Benton 20 17 85.0
Big Stone 2 2 100.0
Blue Earth 17 8 47.1
Brown 7 4 57.1
Carlton 10 6 60.0
Carver 20 14 70.0
Cass 15 2 13.3
Chippewa 1 1 100
Chisago 19 5 26.3
Clay 23 12 52.2
Clearwater 3 2 66.7
Cook 4 3 75.0
Crow Wing 40 12 30.0
Dakota 44 31 70.5
Douglas 6 4 66.7
Fillmore 7 3 42.9
Freeborn 11 5 45.5
Goodhue 19 7 36.8
Grant 0 N/A N/A
Hennepin 315 155 49.2
Houston 1 1 100.0
Hubbard 15 1 6.7
Isanti 16 11 68.8
Itasca 37 22 59.5
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 19 10 52.6
Kittson 2 0 0
Koochiching 5 2 40.0
Lac Qui Parle 6 4 66.7
Lake 6 5 83.3
Lake Of The Woods 2 1 50.0
Le Sueur 7 1 14.3
McLeod 22 14 63.6
Mahnomen 7 1 14.3
Marshall 2 1 50.0
Meeker 0 N/A N/A
Mille Lacs 30 13 43.3
Morrison 16 0 0
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Permanency Indicator 1.3: Reunification After First Removal (continued)

County/Tribe Entered p'Iacer.nent for . Reunified P(lerclent reunified
the first time within 12 months within 12 months
Mower 10 7 70.0
Nicollet 6 3 50.0
Nobles 11 4 36.4
Norman 4 4 100.0
Olmsted 56 22 39.3
Otter Tail 17 4 23.5
Pennington 10 2 20.0
Pine 9 2 22.2
Polk 16 7 43.8
Pope 1 1 100.0
Ramsey 142 87 61.3
Red Lake 1 1 100.0
Renville 10 6 60.0
Rice 14 4 28.6
Roseau 0 0 N/A
St. Louis 148 70 47.3
Scott 14 4 28.6
Sherburne 18 9 50.0
Sibley 9 4 44.4
Stearns 68 33 48.5
Stevens 3 1 33.3
Swift 1 1 100.0
Todd 17 9 52.9
Traverse 4 0 0
Wabasha 5 5 100.0
Wadena 5 3 60.0
Washington 30 14 46.7
Watonwan 2 2 100.0
Wilkin 1 1 100.0
Winona 11 6 54.5
Wright 26 13 50.0
Yellow Medicine 9 4 44.4
Southwest HHS 27 19 70.4
Des Moines Valley HHS 5 1 20.0
Faribault-Martin 23 16 69.6
MN Prairie 29 14 48.3
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 14 8 57.1
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 79 24 30.4
State Total 1,864 909 48.8
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Permanency Indicator 1.4: Placement Re-entry

Of all children who were discharged from foster care to reunification in the 12-month period prior to
calendar year 2014, what percent re-entered foster care in less than 12 months from the date of

discharge? The national standard is 9.9 percent or lower.

County/Tribe

Reunified in 2013

Re-entered in less

Percent re-entered in

(prior CY) than 12 months less than 12 months
Aitkin 15 3 20.0
Anoka 215 41 19.1
Becker 41 7 17.1
Beltrami 127 29 22.8
Benton 29 8 27.6
Big Stone 5 0 0.0
Blue Earth 53 12 22.6
Brown 8 2 25.0
Carlton 32 14 43.8
Carver 30 8 26.7
Cass 29 10 34.5
Chippewa 3 0 0.0
Chisago 28 4 14.3
Clay 95 23 24.2
Clearwater 6 3 50.0
Cook 5 0 0.0
Crow Wing 57 14 24.6
Dakota 125 24 19.2
Douglas 11 1 9.1
Fillmore 9 1 11.1
Freeborn 26 5 19.2
Goodhue 17 2 11.8
Grant 1 0 0.0
Hennepin 822 166 20.2
Houston 5 1 20.0
Hubbard 19 8 42.1
Isanti 19 4 21.1
Itasca 76 24 31.6
Kanabec 13 1 7.7
Kandiyohi 50 16 32.0
Kittson 4 0 0.0
Koochiching 23 5 21.7
Lac Qui Parle 0 N/A N/A
Lake 1 0 0.0
Lake Of The Woods 5 1 20.0
Le Sueur 5 3 60.0
McLeod 29 3 10.3
Mahnomen 1 0 0.0
Marshall 5 1 20.0
Meeker 22 3 13.6
Mille Lacs 24 13 54.2
Morrison 11 1 9.1
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Permanency Indicator 1.4: Placement Re-entry (continued)

County/Tribe

Reunified in 2013

Re-entered in less

Percent re-entered in

(prior CY) than 12 months less than 12 months
Mower 28 1 3.6
Nicollet 26 4 15.4
Nobles 19 6 31.6
Norman 5 1 20.0
Olmsted 47 8 17.0
Otter Tail 20 5 25.0
Pennington 9 2 22.2
Pine 26 2 7.7
Polk 48 6 12.5
Pope 10 3 30.0
Ramsey 737 223 30.3
Red Lake 1 0 0.0
Renville 21 1 4.8
Rice 29 7 24.1
Roseau 17 4 23.5
St. Louis 249 57 22.9
Scott 47 8 17.0
Sherburne 28 9 32.1
Sibley 5 3 60.0
Stearns 127 42 33.1
Stevens 3 0 0.0
Swift 10 4 40.0
Todd 18 5 27.8
Traverse 2 0 0.0
Wabasha 14 3 21.4
Wadena 7 0 0.0
Washington 98 30 30.6
Watonwan 13 1 7.7
Wilkin 1 0 0.0
Winona 24 5 20.8
Wright 66 9 13.6
Yellow Medicine 12 2 16.7
Southwest HHS 85 18 21.2
Des Moines Valley HHS 17 3 17.6
Faribault-Martin 40 6 15.0
MN Prairie 59 14 23.7
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 35 8 22.9
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 26 4 154
Total 4,130 965 23.4
T
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Permanency Indicator 2.1: Adoption in Less than 24 Months

Of all children who were discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption during calendar year 2014, what
percent were discharged in less than 24 months from the date of the latest removal from home? The
national standard is 36.6 percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children adopted
in 2014

Adopted less than 24
months from removal

Percent adopted less
than 24 months from

from home removal from home
Aitkin 0 N/A N/A
Anoka 23 12 52.2
Becker 18 14 77.8
Beltrami 12 7 58.3
Benton 6 6 100.0
Big Stone 4 4 100.0
Blue Earth 14 12 85.7
Brown 4 4 100.0
Carlton 5 4 80.0
Carver 10 4 40.0
Cass 0 N/A N/A
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 4 4 100.0
Clay 11 5 45.5
Clearwater 2 1 50.0
Cook 0 N/A N/A
Crow Wing 24 21 87.5
Dakota 24 17 70.8
Douglas 0 N/A N/A
Fillmore 0 N/A N/A
Freeborn 1 0 0.0
Goodhue 2 1 50.0
Grant 6 0 0.0
Hennepin 131 84 64.1
Houston 3 0 0.0
Hubbard 1 0 0.0
Isanti 10 5 50.0
Itasca 4 4 100.0
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 13 9 69.2
Kittson 0 N/A N/A
Koochiching 4 3 75.0
Lac Qui Parle 4 4 100.0
Lake 3 0 0.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 3 0 0.0
McLeod 7 7 100.0
Mahnomen 1 1 100.0
Marshall 1 1 100.0
Meeker 6 5 83.3
Mille Lacs 4 4 100.0
Morrison 11 10 90.9
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Permanency Indicator 2.1: Adoption in Less than 24 Months (continued)

County/Tribe

Children adopted

in 2014

Adopted less than 24
months after removal

Percent adopted less
than 24 months after

from home removal from home

Mower 13 3 23.1
Nicollet 3 3 100.0
Nobles 4 4 100.0
Norman 2 0 0.0
Olmsted 28 24 85.7
Otter Tail 1 0 0.0
Pennington 6 1 16.7
Pine 10 4 40.0
Polk 16 10 62.5
Pope 0 0 N/A
Ramsey 73 33 45.2
Red Lake 0 0 N/A
Renville 0 0 N/A
Rice 7 5 71.4
Roseau 0 0 N/A
St. Louis 54 18 33.3
Scott 3 0 0.0
Sherburne 9 8 88.9
Sibley 0 0 N/A
Stearns 27 15 55.6
Stevens 1 0 0.0
Swift 2 0 0.0
Todd 6 4 66.7
Traverse 0 0 N/A
Wabasha 4 1 25.0
Wadena 3 2 66.7
Washington 8 5 62.5
Watonwan 1 1 100.0
Wilkin 0 0 N/A
Winona 4 0 0.0
Wright 6 3 50.0
Yellow Medicine 4 4 100.0
Southwest HHS 7 4 57.1
Des Moines Valley HHS 7 4 57.1
Faribault-Martin 9 1 11.1
MN Prairie 13 12 92.3
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 1 1 100.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 10 7 70.0
Total 718 430 59.9
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Permanency Indicator 2.2: Median Months to Adoption

Of all children who were discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption during calendar year 2014,
what was the median length of stay in foster care in months from the date of latest removal from home
to the date of discharge to adoption? The national standard is 27.3 months or less.

County/Tribe

Children adopted

Median months in care

in 2014 before adoption
Aitkin 0 N/A
Anoka 23 23.9
Becker 18 19.9
Beltrami 12 20.9
Benton 6 20.9
Big Stone 4 17.6
Blue Earth 14 19.1
Brown 4 22.4
Carlton 5 16.6
Carver 10 26.4
Cass 0 N/A
Chippewa 0 N/A
Chisago 4 17.1
Clay 11 32.8
Clearwater 2 25.1
Cook 0 N/A
Crow Wing 24 16.7
Dakota 24 21.9
Douglas 0 N/A
Fillmore 0 N/A
Freeborn 1 37.5
Goodhue 2 26.0
Grant 6 29.9
Hennepin 131 21.0
Houston 3 31.1
Hubbard 1 25.1
Isanti 10 23.1
Itasca 4 13.7
Kanabec 0 N/A
Kandiyohi 13 23.2
Kittson 0 N/A
Koochiching 4 14.0
Lac Qui Parle 4 20.4
Lake 3 28.1
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A
Le Sueur 3 24.8
McLeod 7 16.6
Mahnomen 1 7.4
Marshall 1 12.2
Meeker 6 18.2
Mille Lacs 4 17.3
Morrison 11 20.1
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Permanency Indicator 2.2: Median Months to Adoption (continued)

County/Tribe

Children adopted
in 2014

Median months in care

before adoption

Mower 13 29.0
Nicollet 3 15.4
Nobles 4 19.5
Norman 2 27.8
Olmsted 28 15.0
Otter Tail 1 27.7
Pennington 6 35.5
Pine 10 27.3
Polk 16 19.8
Pope 0 N/A
Ramsey 73 26.3
Red Lake 0 N/A
Renville 0 N/A
Rice 7 23.2
Roseau 0 N/A
St. Louis 54 26.8
Scott 3 35.8
Sherburne 9 16.4
Sibley 0 N/A
Stearns 27 22.7
Stevens 1 40.4
Swift 2 25.5
Todd 6 18.9
Traverse 0 N/A
Wabasha 4 24.6
Wadena 3 22.6
Washington 8 16.3
Watonwan 1 22.3
Wilkin 0 N/A
Winona 4 28.0
Wright 6 23.9
Yellow Medicine 4 18.4
Southwest HHS 7 19.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 7 16.8
Faribault-Martin 9 25.2
MN Prairie 13 16.5
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 1 175
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 10 21.6
Total 718 21.7
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Permanency Indicator 2.3: Discharges to Adoption

Of all children in foster care on the first day of calendar year 2014 who were in foster care for 17 continuous
months or longer, what percent were discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption by the last day of
calendar year 2014? The national standard is 22.7 percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children in care 17
months or longer
on Jan. 1, 2014

Adopted by
Dec. 31, 2014

Percent adopted by
Dec. 31, 2014

Aitkin 1 0 0.0
Anoka 57 13 22.8
Becker 23 8 34.8
Beltrami 201 4 2.0
Benton 12 3 25.0
Big Stone 2 0 0.0
Blue Earth 11 2 18.2
Brown 4 0 0.0
Carlton 13 1 7.7
Carver 7 4 57.1
Cass 9 0 0.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 4 1 25.0
Clay 21 6 28.6
Clearwater 1 0 0.0
Cook 3 0 0.0
Crow Wing 19 4 21.1
Dakota 25 12 48.0
Douglas 7 0 0.0
Fillmore 7 0 0.0
Freeborn 7 1 14.3
Goodhue 8 1 12.5
Grant 4 3 75.0
Hennepin 272 54 19.9
Houston 7 3 42.9
Hubbard 6 0 0.0
Isanti 10 3 30.0
Itasca 6 0 0.0
Kanabec 1 0 0.0
Kandiyohi 11 7 63.6
Kittson 2 0 0.0
Koochiching 7 1 14.3
Lac Qui Parle 2 0 0.0
Lake 4 3 75.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 1 0 0.0
McLeod 7 2 28.6
Mahnomen 3 0 0.0
Marshall 3 0 0.0
Meeker 7 1 14.3
Mille Lacs 9 0 0.0
Morrison 4 1 25.0
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Permanency Indicator 2.3: Discharges to Adoption (continued)

Children in care 17

County/Tribe months or longer D’Zi?gtfdzgi/g Perggz? gfogéig by
on Jan. 1, 2013
Mower 17 8 47.1
Nicollet 2 0 0.0
Nobles 3 0 0.0
Norman 4 2 50.0
Olmsted 15 2 13.3
Otter Tail 7 1 14.3
Pennington 13 5 38.5
Pine 11 8 72.7
Polk 16 8 50.0
Pope 4 0 0.0
Ramsey 153 42 27.5
Red Lake 0 0 0.0
Renville 2 0 0.0
Rice 10 4 40.0
Roseau 2 0 0.0
St. Louis 132 33 25.0
Scott 7 3 42.9
Sherburne 11 1 9.1
Sibley 2 0 0.0
Stearns 43 15 34.9
Stevens 2 1 50.0
Swift 4 2 50.0
Todd 10 3 30.0
Traverse 1 0 0.0
Wabasha 8 3 375
Wadena 5 2 40.0
Washington 18 3 16.7
Watonwan 4 0 0.0
Wilkin 2 0 0.0
Winona 2 2 100
Wright 21 3 14.3
Yellow Medicine 6 2 33.3
Southwest HHS 22 3 13.6
Des Moines Valley HHS 8 3 37.5
Faribault-Martin 12 4 33.3
MN Prairie 8 2 25.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 44 0 0.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 65 3 4.6
Total 1,504 306 20.3
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Permanency Indicator 2.4: Legally Free for Adoption

Of all children in foster care on the first day of calendar year 2014, who were in foster care for 17 continuous months
or longer, and who were not legally free for adoption prior to that day, what percent became legally free for adoption
during the first six months of calendar year 2014? The national standard is 10.9 percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children in care 17
months or longer

Legally free for adoption
by June. 30, 2014

Percent legally free for
adoption by June 30,

on Jan. 1, 2014 2014
Aitkin 2 0 0.0
Anoka 31 0 0.0
Becker 6 0 0.0
Beltrami 200 1 0.5
Benton 6 1 16.7
Big Stone 1 0 0.0
Blue Earth 5 0 0.0
Brown 3 0 0.0
Carlton 12 0 0.0
Carver 1 0 0.0
Cass 8 4 50.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 2 0 0.0
Clay 18 2 11.1
Clearwater 3 0 0.0
Cook 3 0 0.0
Crow Wing 9 0 0.0
Dakota 14 0 0.0
Douglas 6 0 0.0
Fillmore 1 0 0.0
Freeborn 6 0 0.0
Goodhue 7 0 0.0
Grant 1 0 0.0
Hennepin 125 12 9.6
Houston 1 0 0.0
Hubbard 5 0 0.0
Isanti 7 1 14.3
Itasca 4 0 0.0
Kanabec 1 0 0.0
Kandiyohi 3 0 0.0
Kittson 2 0 0.0
Koochiching 6 0 0.0
Lac Qui Parle 1 0 0.0
Lake 1 0 0.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 1 0 0.0
McLeod 3 0 0.0
Mahnomen 2 0 0.0
Marshall 2 0 0.0
Meeker 6 0 0.0
Mille Lacs 8 0 0.0
Morrison 1 0 0.0
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Permanency Indicator 2.4: Legally Free for Adoption (continued)

' Children in care 17 Legally free for adoption Percent legally free for
County/Tribe months or longer by June. 30, 2014 adoption by June 30,
onJan. 1, 2014 2014

Mower 7 1 14.3
Nicollet 2 0 0.0
Nobles 4 0 0.0
Norman 1 0 0.0
Olmsted 7 0 0.0
Otter Tail 4 0 0.0
Pennington 9 1 11.1
Pine 8 3 375
Polk 3 0 0.0
Pope 5 0 0.0
Ramsey 34 0 0.0
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 2 0 0.0
Rice 8 0 0.0
Roseau 2 0 0.0
St. Louis 73 4 5.5
Scott 2 0 0.0
Sherburne 8 0 0.0
Sibley 2 0 0.0
Stearns 14 1 7.1
Stevens 1 0 0.0
Swift 3 0 0.0
Todd 3 0 0.0
Traverse 1 0 0.0
Wabasha 2 0 0.0
Wadena 2 0 0.0
Washington 10 0 0.0
Watonwan 4 0 0.0
Wilkin 1 0 0.0
Winona 1 0 0.0
Wright 8 0 0.0
Yellow Medicine 4 0 0.0
Southwest HHS 14 0 0.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 3 0 0.0
Faribault-Martin 7 0 0.0
MN Prairie 5 0 0.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 44 0 0.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 37 4 10.8
Total 869 35 4.0
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Permanency Indicator 2.5: Time to Adoption Once Legally Free

Of all children who became legally free for adoption during 2013, what percent were discharged from foster care to a
finalized adoption in less than 12 months from the date of becoming legally free? The national standard is 53.7

percent or higher.

Became legally free for Adopted less than 12 Percent adopted less

County/Tribe adoption in 2013 months after becoming than 12 months after

(prior CY) legally free becoming legally free
Aitkin 0 N/A N/A
Anoka 23 9 39.1
Becker 29 12 41.4
Beltrami 3 1 33.3
Benton 8 2 25.0
Big Stone 0 N/A N/A
Blue Earth 15 13 86.7
Brown 2 1 50.0
Carlton 1 0 0.0
Carver 11 1 9.1
Cass 3 0 0.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 2 1 50.0
Clay 12 7 58.3
Clearwater 2 0 0.0
Cook 0 N/A N/A
Crow Wing 16 13 81.3
Dakota 28 15 53.6
Douglas 3 3 100.0
Fillmore 4 0 0.0
Freeborn 1 0 0.0
Goodhue 8 3 37.5
Grant 4 1 25.0
Hennepin 134 66 49.3
Houston 4 0 0.0
Hubbard 4 3 75.0
Isanti 10 7 70.0
Itasca 20 13 65.0
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 12 10 83.3
Kittson 0 0 N/A
Koochiching 1 1 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 8 0 0.0
Lake 3 3 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 2 0 0.0
McLeod 3 0 0.0
Mahnomen 0 N/A N/A
Marshall 1 0 0.0
Meeker 4 4 100.0
Mille Lacs 4 2 50.0
Morrison 14 10 71.4
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Permanency Indicator 2.5: Time to Adoption Once Legally Free (continued)

County/Tribe

Became legally free for

adoption in 2013

Adopted less than 12
months after becoming

Percent adopted less
than 12 months after

(prior CY) legally free becoming legally free
Mower 6 0 0.0
Nicollet 4 1 25.0
Nobles 4 2 50.0
Norman 3 0 0.0
Olmsted 37 25 67.6
Otter Tail 1 0 0.0
Pennington 3 0 0.0
Pine 9 4 44.4
Polk 11 2 18.2
Pope 0 N/A N/A
Ramsey 105 31 29.5
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 0 N/A N/A
Rice 10 8 80.0
Roseau 0 N/A N/A
St. Louis 51 14 275
Scott 2 1 50.0
Sherburne 8 4 50.0
Sibley 0 N/A N/A
Stearns 23 4 174
Stevens 1 1 100.0
Swift 2 0 0.0
Todd 9 4 44.4
Traverse 0 N/A N/A
Wabasha 11 7 63.6
Wadena 2 1 50.0
Washington 3 1 33.3
Watonwan 1 0 0.0
Wilkin 0 N/A N/A
Winona 4 0 0.0
Wright 18 3 16.7
Yellow Medicine 4 4 100.0
Southwest HHS 8 1 12.5
Des Moines Valley HHS 6 5 83.3
Faribault-Martin 9 3 33.3
MN Prairie 5 4 80.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 1 1 100.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 28 6 214
Total 788 338 42.9
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Permanency Indicator 3.1: Permanency for Children in Care 24 or More

Months

Of all children who were in foster care for 24 months or longer on the first day of calendar year 2014, what
percent were discharged to a permanent home by the last day of calendar year 2014 and prior to their 18"
birthday? The national standard is 29.1 or higher.

Children in care 24 Permanency Percent permanency
County/Tribe months or longer on achieved by Dec. 31, achieved by
Jan. 1, 2014 2014 Dec. 31, 2013
Aitkin 1 0 0.0
Anoka 48 10 20.8
Becker 16 5 31.3
Beltrami 158 15 9.5
Benton 4 0 0.0
Big Stone 1 0 0.0
Blue Earth 8 0 0.0
Brown 4 0 0.0
Carlton 12 2 16.7
Carver 1 0 0.0
Cass 4 1 25.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 0 N/A N/A
Clay 13 2 154
Clearwater 3 2 66.7
Cook 4 1 25.0
Crow Wing 16 3 18.8
Dakota 20 4 20.0
Douglas 8 0 0.0
Fillmore 5 1 20.0
Freeborn 7 1 14.3
Goodhue 7 1 14.3
Grant 4 3 75.0
Hennepin 195 23 11.8
Houston 3 2 66.7
Hubbard 5 0 0.0
Isanti 6 0 0.0
Itasca 3 0 0.0
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 5 1 20.0
Kittson 2 0 0.0
Koochiching 8 2 25.0
Lac Qui Parle 2 0 0.0
Lake 1 0 0.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 1 0 0.0
McLeod 5 0 0.0
Mahnomen 2 0 0.0
Marshall 3 0 0.0
Meeker 8 2 25.0
Mille Lacs 5 0 0.0
Morrison 3 1 33.3
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Permanency Indicator 3.1: Permanency for Children in Care 24 or More Months

(continued)

Children in care 24 Permanency Percent permanency
County/Tribe months or longer on achieved by Dec. 31, achieved by
Jan. 1, 2013 2013 Dec. 31, 2013
Mower 15 8 53.3
Nicollet 1 0 0.0
Nobles 3 0 0.0
Norman 0 N/A N/A
Olmsted 7 0 0.0
Otter Tail 3 1 33.3
Pennington 13 6 46.2
Pine 5 2 40.0
Polk 3 1 33.3
Pope 5 1 20.0
Ramsey 114 27 23.7
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 2 0 0.0
Rice 4 0 0.0
Roseau 2 0 0.0
St. Louis 118 28 23.7
Scott 7 2 28.6
Sherburne 6 1 16.7
Sibley 2 0 0.0
Stearns 24 7 29.2
Stevens 2 1 50.0
Swift 4 0 0.0
Todd 5 3 60.0
Traverse 1 0 0.0
Wabasha 4 1 25.0
Wadena 5 2 40.0
Washington 12 3 25.0
Watonwan 2 0 0.0
Wilkin 2 0 0.0
Winona 0 N/A N/A
Wright 12 0 0.0
Yellow Medicine 4 0 0.0
Southwest HHS 16 3 18.8
Des Moines Valley HHS 8 3 37.5
Faribault-Martin 11 4 36.4
MN Prairie 6 1 16.7
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 41 7 17.1
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 49 1 2.0
Total 1,119 195 17.4
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Permanency Indicator 3.2: Permanency for Children Legally Free for

Adoption

Of all children who were discharged from foster care during calendar year 2014, and who were legally free
for adoption (i.e., there is a parental rights termination date for both parents) at the time of discharge, what
percent were discharged to a permanent home prior to their 18" birthday? The national standard is 98.0

percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children legally free
for adoption and
discharged from care

Discharged to a
permanent home
before 18" birthday

Percent discharged
to a permanent home
before 18" birthday

Aitkin 0 N/A N/A
Anoka 22 21 95.5
Becker 18 18 100.0
Beltrami 13 12 92.3
Benton 7 6 85.7
Big Stone 2 2 100.0
Blue Earth 15 14 93.3
Brown 3 3 100.0
Carlton 5 5 100.0
Carver 10 10 100.0
Cass 1 0 0.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 4 4 100.0
Clay 10 10 100.0
Clearwater 2 2 100.0
Cook 0 N/A N/A
Crow Wing 24 23 95.8
Dakota 26 24 92.3
Douglas 0 N/A N/A
Fillmore 0 N/A N/A
Freeborn 1 1 100.0
Goodhue 2 2 100.0
Grant 5 5 100.0
Hennepin 146 128 87.7
Houston 3 3 100.0
Hubbard 1 1 100.0
Isanti 11 10 90.9
Itasca 6 6 100.0
Kanabec 0 N/A N/A
Kandiyohi 13 12 92.3
Kittson 0 N/A N/A
Koochiching 2 2 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 4 4 100.0
Lake 3 3 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 4 3 75.0
McLeod 9 7 77.8
Mahnomen 1 1 100.0
Marshall 1 1 100.0
Meeker 7 6 85.7
Mille Lacs 5 4 80.0
Morrison 15 12 80.0
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Permanency Indicator 3.2: Permanency for Children Legally Free for
Adoption (continued)

Children legally free Discharged to a Percent discharged
County/Tribe for adoption and per?anent hf;me toa permanentth
discharged from care e_fore 18 home_before 18
birthday birthday

Mower 12 12 100.0
Nicollet 3 3 100.0
Nobles 4 4 100.0
Norman 3 2 66.7
Olmsted 28 28 100.0
Otter Tail 1 1 100.0
Pennington 6 6 100.0
Pine 11 10 90.9
Polk 16 16 100.0
Pope 0 N/A N/A
Ramsey 81 74 91.4
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 0 N/A N/A
Rice 7 7 100.0
Roseau 0 N/A N/A
St. Louis 56 56 100.0
Scott 5 3 60.0
Sherburne 9 9 100.0
Sibley 0 N/A N/A
Stearns 31 27 87.1
Stevens 1 1 100.0
Swift 2 2 100.0
Todd 6 6 100.0
Traverse 0 N/A N/A
Wabasha 4 4 100.0
Wadena 2 2 100.0
Washington 8 8 100.0
Watonwan 1 1 100.0
Wilkin 0 N/A N/A
Winona 4 4 100.0
Wright 8 6 75.0
Yellow Medicine 4 4 100.0
Southwest HHS 7 6 85.7
Des Moines Valley HHS 7 7 100.0
Faribault-Martin 9 9 100.0
MN Prairie 12 12 100.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 1 1 100.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 12 12 100.0
Total 762 708 92.9
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Permanency Indicator 3.3: Aging Out of Long-term Care

Of all children who either (1) were, prior to age 18, discharged from foster care during calendar year
2014 with a discharge reason of emancipation, or (2) reached their 18™ birthday while in foster care
but had not yet been discharged from foster care, what percent were in foster care for three years or

longer? The national standard is 37.5 percent or lower.

Children In care for three Percent in care for
County/Tribe emancipated or three years or
years or longer

turned 18 longer
Aitkin 4 0 0.0
Anoka 15 6 40.0
Becker 4 1 25.0
Beltrami 16 6 37.5
Benton 7 2 28.6
Big Stone 1 0 0.0
Blue Earth 3 3 100.0
Brown 3 2 66.7
Carlton 10 4 40.0
Carver 4 0 0.0
Cass 4 1 25.0
Chippewa 0 N/A N/A
Chisago 3 0 0.0
Clay 9 4 44.4
Clearwater 1 0 0.0
Cook 1 0 0.0
Crow Wing 10 6 60.0
Dakota 6 4 66.7
Douglas 4 1 25.0
Fillmore 1 0 0.0
Freeborn 3 3 100.0
Goodhue 2 0 0.0
Grant 0 N/A N/A
Hennepin 106 39 36.8
Houston 1 0 0.0
Hubbard 3 1 33.3
Isanti 5 2 40.0
Iltasca 4 0 0.0
Kanabec 1 0 0.0
Kandiyohi 3 3 100.0
Kittson 1 1 100.0
Koochiching 1 0 0.0
Lac Qui Parle 0 N/A N/A
Lake 0 N/A N/A
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 2 1 50.0
McLeod 2 2 100.0
Mahnomen 0 N/A N/A
Marshall 1 1 100.0
Meeker 2 2 100.0
Mille Lacs 3 2 66.7
Morrison 1 0 0.0
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Permanency Indicator 3.3: Aging Out of Long-term Care (continued)

County/Tribe

Children emancipated
or turned 18

In care for three
years or longer

Percent in care for
three years or

longer
Mower 3 2 66.7
Nicollet 0 N/A N/A
Nobles 4 0 0.0
Norman 2 0 0.0
Olmsted 9 2 22.2
Otter Tail 2 0 0.0
Pennington 3 1 33.3
Pine 2 0 0.0
Polk 4 1 25.0
Pope 1 0 0.0
Ramsey 59 16 27.1
Red Lake 1 0 0.0
Renville 1 1 100.0
Rice 3 2 66.7
Roseau 2 0 0.0
St. Louis 27 15 55.6
Scott 2 1 50.0
Sherburne 6 3 50.0
Sibley 2 1 50.0
Stearns 16 5 31.3
Stevens 1 1 100.0
Swift 2 1 50.0
Todd 3 0 0.0
Traverse 0 N/A N/A
Wabasha 2 1 50.0
Wadena 1 0 0.0
Washington 12 3 25.0
Watonwan 2 0 0.0
Wilkin 1 1 100.0
Winona 1 0 0.0
Wright 5 4 80.0
Yellow Medicine 1 0 0.0
Southwest HHS 10 3 30.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 3 1 33.3
Faribault-Martin 4 0 0.0
MN Prairie 6 3 50.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 4 3 75.0
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 6 3 50.0
Total 460 171 37.2
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Permanency Indicator 4.1: Placement Stability for Children in Care Less than
12 Months
Of all children who were served in foster care during calendar year 2014, and who were in foster care for at

least eight days but less than 12 months, what percent had two or fewer placement settings? The national
standard is 86.0 percent or higher.

. ) Children with two or Percent with two or
County/Tribe Children in care less fewer placement fewer placement
than 12 months settings settings
Aitkin 33 26 78.8
Anoka 197 175 88.8
Becker 103 97 94.2
Beltrami 309 257 83.2
Benton 77 75 97.4
Big Stone 9 9 100.0
Blue Earth 54 51 94.4
Brown 31 31 100.0
Carlton 49 44 89.8
Carver 66 61 924
Cass 66 56 84.9
Chippewa 4 4 100.0
Chisago 62 55 88.7
Clay 97 83 85.6
Clearwater 23 21 91.3
Cook 8 5 62.5
Crow Wing 103 83 80.6
Dakota 139 128 92.1
Douglas 25 25 100.0
Fillmore 7 4 57.1
Freeborn 48 46 95.8
Goodhue 28 27 96.4
Grant 6 6 100.0
Hennepin 1,245 1,055 84.7
Houston 10 10 100.0
Hubbard 53 45 84.9
Isanti 65 56 86.2
Itasca 133 123 92.5
Kanabec 16 14 87.5
Kandiyohi 69 46 66.7
Kittson 6 6 100.0
Koochiching 27 25 92.6
Lac Qui Parle 9 8 88.9
Lake 23 17 73.9
Lake Of The Woods 8 8 100.0
Le Sueur 20 20 100.0
McLeod 63 62 98.4
Mahnomen 6 5 83.3
Marshall 10 10 100.0
Meeker 15 14 93.3
Mille Lacs 105 86 81.9
Morrison 20 19 95.0
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Permanency Indicator 4.1: Placement Stability for Children in Care Less than

12 Months (continued)

County/Tribe

Children in care less
than 12 months

Children with two or
fewer placement

Percent with two or
fewer placement

settings settings
Mower 61 58 95.1
Nicollet 38 34 89.5
Nobles 34 28 82.4
Norman 12 11 91.7
Olmsted 106 95 89.6
Otter Tail 38 32 84.2
Pennington 28 25 89.3
Pine 40 37 92.5
Polk 57 46 80.7
Pope 20 19 95.0
Ramsey 736 624 84.8
Red Lake 5 5 100.0
Renville 45 36 80.0
Rice 47 44 93.6
Roseau 10 9 90.0
St. Louis 527 451 85.6
Scott 41 39 95.1
Sherburne 62 59 95.2
Sibley 17 16 94.1
Stearns 220 189 85.9
Stevens 3 3 100.0
Swift 38 31 81.6
Todd 40 39 97.5
Traverse 5 5 100.0
Wabasha 26 25 96.2
Wadena 25 25 100.0
Washington 98 91 92.9
Watonwan 14 13 92.9
Wilkin 3 3 100.0
Winona 38 34 89.5
Wright 75 67 89.3
Yellow Medicine 17 16 94.1
Southwest HHS 122 104 85.3
Des Moines Valley HHS 28 25 89.3
Faribault-Martin 104 97 93.3
MN Prairie 74 66 89.2
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 64 59 92.2
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 166 143 86.1
Total 6,531 5,701 87.3
Section IV - 2014 Performance Measures 71




Permanency Indicator 4.2: Placement Stability for Children in Care More than
12 and Less than 24 Months
Of all children who were served in foster care during calendar year 2014, and who were in foster care for at

least 12 months but less than 24 months, what percent had two or fewer placement settings? The national
standard is 65.4 percent or higher.

County/Tribe

Children in care
between 12 and

Children with two or
fewer placement

Percent with two or
fewer placement

24 months settings settings
Aitkin 9 6 66.7
Anoka 84 58 69.1
Becker 40 31 77.5
Beltrami 179 129 72.1
Benton 11 7 63.6
Big Stone 4 3 75.0
Blue Earth 29 17 58.6
Brown 13 13 100.0
Carlton 21 12 57.1
Carver 18 13 72.2
Cass 26 16 61.5
Chippewa 1 0 0.0
Chisago 17 14 82.4
Clay 37 19 51.4
Clearwater 11 10 90.9
Cook 0 N/A N/A
Crow Wing 43 33 76.7
Dakota 45 28 62.2
Douglas 3 3 100.0
Fillmore 8 7 87.5
Freeborn 16 12 75.0
Goodhue 23 14 60.9
Grant 3 3 100.0
Hennepin 461 243 52.7
Houston 2 2 100.0
Hubbard 23 10 43.5
Isanti 14 13 92.9
Itasca 30 19 63.3
Kanabec 4 1 25.0
Kandiyohi 26 18 69.2
Kittson 3 2 66.7
Koochiching 5 5 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 9 9 100.0
Lake 1 1 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 11 7 63.6
McLeod 21 16 76.2
Mahnomen 6 3 50.0
Marshall 3 1 33.3
Meeker 7 5 71.4
Mille Lacs 41 21 51.2
Morrison 34 29 85.3
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Permanency Indicator 4.2: Placement Stability for Children in Care More

than 12 and Less than 24 Months (continued)

County/Tribe

Children in care
between 12 and

Children with two or
fewer placement

Percent with two or
fewer placement

24 months settings settings
Mower 11 7 63.6
Nicollet 11 8 72.7
Nobles 22 14 63.6
Norman 2 0 0.0
Olmsted 55 41 74.6
Otter Tail 17 11 64.7
Pennington 11 6 54.6
Pine 34 18 52.9
Polk 16 8 50.0
Pope 2 1 50.0
Ramsey 244 139 57.0
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 3 1 33.3
Rice 22 17 77.3
Roseau 0 N/A N/A
St. Louis 219 130 59.4
Scott 12 10 83.3
Sherburne 21 17 81.0
Sibley 6 5 83.3
Stearns 78 48 61.5
Stevens 3 3 100.0
Swift 2 1 50.0
Todd 27 11 40.7
Traverse 4 3 75.0
Wabasha 8 5 62.5
Wadena 3 2 66.7
Washington 26 17 65.4
Watonwan 1 1 100.0
Wilkin 1 1 100.0
Winona 11 10 90.9
Wright 36 28 77.8
Yellow Medicine 8 3 37.5
Southwest HHS 33 21 63.6
Des Moines Valley HHS 15 11 73.3
Faribault-Martin 30 21 70.0
MN Prairie 38 30 79.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 61 43 70.5
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 115 89 774
Total 2,550 1,634 64.1
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Permanency Indicator 4.3: Placement Stability for Children in Care 24

Months or Longer

Of all children who were served in foster care during calendar year 2014, and who were in foster care for at
least 24 months, what percent had two or fewer placement settings? The national standard is 41.8 percent or

higher.
. . Children with two or Percent with two or
County/Tribe 24Ch||dren In care fewer placement fewer placement
months or longer settings settings
Aitkin 2 0 0.0
Anoka 61 16 26.2
Becker 30 15 50.0
Beltrami 231 84 36.4
Benton 17 5 29.4
Big Stone 2 0 0.0
Blue Earth 12 3 25.0
Brown 5 1 20.0
Carlton 19 6 31.6
Carver 11 7 63.6
Cass 12 4 33.3
Chippewa 0 0 N/A
Chisago 6 2 33.3
Clay 26 13 50.0
Clearwater 8 3 37.5
Cook 4 0 0.0
Crow Wing 20 3 15.0
Dakota 27 15 55.6
Douglas 13 6 46.2
Fillmore 9 5 55.6
Freeborn 6 0 0.0
Goodhue 11 3 27.3
Grant 7 1 14.3
Hennepin 322 70 21.7
Houston 8 2 25.0
Hubbard 11 3 27.3
Isanti 14 6 42.9
Itasca 12 3 25.0
Kanabec 5 3 60.0
Kandiyohi 15 5 33.3
Kittson 4 2 50.0
Koochiching 10 4 40.0
Lac Qui Parle 6 4 66.7
Lake 4 1 25.0
Lake Of The Woods 0 0 N/A
Le Sueur 4 4 100.0
McLeod 7 2 28.6
Mahnomen 3 0 0.0
Marshall 3 1 33.3
Meeker 10 5 50.0
Mille Lacs 20 9 45.0
Morrison 4 1 25.0
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Permanency Indicator 4.3: Placement Stability for Children in Care 24
Months or Longer (continued)

County/Tribe

Children in care
24 months or longer

Children with two or
fewer placement

Percent with two or
fewer placement

settings settings
Mower 25 10 40.0
Nicollet 4 2 50.0
Nobles 4 4 100.0
Norman 3 2 66.7
Olmsted 22 9 40.9
Otter Tail 8 3 37.5
Pennington 19 5 26.3
Pine 20 2 10.0
Polk 18 8 44.4
Pope 6 1 16.7
Ramsey 195 57 29.2
Red Lake 0 0 N/A
Renville 5 4 80.0
Rice 14 10 71.4
Roseau 2 1 50.0
St. Louis 175 64 36.6
Scott 8 4 50.0
Sherburne 11 5 45.5
Sibley 2 2 100.0
Stearns 46 11 23.9
Stevens 3 1 33.3
Swift 6 1 16.7
Todd 13 2 15.4
Traverse 1 1 100.0
Wabasha 9 4 44.4
Wadena 5 2 40.0
Washington 24 8 33.3
Watonwan 4 2 50.0
Wilkin 2 0 0.0
Winona 5 4 80.0
Wright 33 13 39.4
Yellow Medicine 4 1 25.0
Southwest HHS 30 12 40.0
Des Moines Valley HHS 11 5 45.5
Faribault-Martin 19 14 73.7
MN Prairie 8 4 50.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 62 29 46.8
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 78 31 39.7
Total 1,905 655 34.4
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State Performance Measure: Timeliness to Initial Contact with Child Subjects of
Maltreatment Reports

Percentage of face-to-face contacts with children who were subjects of maltreatment reports within required time frames.
The total of the two types of responses does not equal the unique count of alleged victims in reports, as
some children were in multiple reports with different response types.

County/Tribe

Family Assessment

Family Investigation—
no substantial child
endangerment alleged

Family Investigation—
substantial child
endangerment alleged

Percent with

Percent with

Percent with

Total child o Total child s Total child o
subjects contact within subjects contact within subjects contact within
120 hours 120 hours 24 hours
Aitkin 96 53.1 5 100.0 1 100.0
Anoka 650 84.5 78 89.7 237 78.5
Becker 197 78.7 91 94.5 40 95.0
Beltrami 169 74.0 18 83.3 91 60.4
Benton 88 77.3 43 100.0 32 96.9
Big Stone 36 66.7 4 100.0 2 100.0
Blue Earth 146 91.1 11 81.8 33 87.9
Brown 174 88.5 8 100.0 24 70.8
Carlton 214 86.0 18 83.3 16 62.5
Carver 257 91.1 15 93.3 30 90.0
Cass 132 75.0 0 N/A 11 45.5
Chippewa 32 100.0 4 100.0 9 100.0
Chisago 77 88.3 8 100.0 69 73.9
Clay 264 84.5 17 88.2 42 85.7
Clearwater 103 95.1 0 N/A 30 83.3
Cook 22 72.7 0 N/A 0 N/A
Crow Wing 294 85.7 4 75.0 35 68.6
Dakota 1,140 85.5 290 88.3 247 65.6
Douglas 156 81.4 54 96.3 27 66.7
Fillmore 78 88.5 0 N/A 2 50.0
Freeborn 126 89.7 6 100.0 10 80.0
Goodhue 121 89.3 5 100.0 30 83.3
Grant 51 80.4 3 100.0 5 100.0
Hennepin 5,256 54.0 548 83.0 897 76.0
Houston 49 63.3 0 N/A 0 N/A
Hubbard 205 85.9 1 100.0 14 100.0
Isanti 135 77.0 2 0.0 23 78.3
Itasca 205 78.0 3 100.0 47 66.0
Kanabec 59 81.4 2 100.0 4 100.0
Kandiyohi 199 84.9 34 100.0 61 78.7
Kittson 12 91.7 2 100.0 2 100.0
Koochiching 69 78.3 0 N/A 1 100.0
Lac Qui Parle 36 86.1 1 100.0 3 100.0
Lake 46 84.8 6 83.3 1 100.0
Lake Of The Woods 15 93.3 0 N/A 1 100.0
Le Sueur 91 89.0 1 100.0 18 88.9
McLeod 222 90.5 49 100.0 33 87.9
Mahnomen 21 85.7 0 N/A 0 N/A
Marshall 54 96.3 1 100.0 3 100.0
Meeker 55 90.9 1 100.0 5 60.0
Mille Lacs 124 93.5 46 91.3 110 81.8
Morrison 141 96.5 0 N/A 29 96.6
Section IV - 2014 Performance Measures 77




State Performance Measure: Timeliness to Initial Contact with Child Subjects of
Maltreatment Reports (continued)

Family Assessment

Family Investigation—
no substantial child
endangerment alleged

Family Investigation—
substantial child
endangerment alleged

County/Tribe . . .
' Total child | CRCANEA, | Totalenila | CRERN Kb | Totalenila | e i
subjects 120 hours subjects 120 hours subjects 24 hours
Mower 275 80.4 0 N/A 42 85.7
Nicollet 86 96.5 0 N/A 3 100.0
Nobles 160 80.0 3 100.0 17 76.5
Norman 46 97.8 10 100.0 11 90.9
Olmsted 686 88.5 4 100.0 85 88.2
Otter Tail 196 70.4 70 90.0 62 87.1
Pennington 22 59.1 0 N/A 6 33.3
Pine 166 66.3 32 93.8 37 73.0
Polk 264 95.5 1 100.0 34 85.3
Pope 56 82.1 5 100.0 5 40.0
Ramsey 1,565 91.9 345 97.4 290 94.8
Red Lake 7 100.0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Renville 71 73.2 2 100.0 41 61.0
Rice 253 85.4 23 100.0 22 72.7
Roseau 62 93.5 2 100.0 3 100.0
St. Louis 1,155 70.5 151 88.7 417 77.2
Scott 485 83.7 2 100.0 102 83.3
Sherburne 173 90.8 62 95.2 43 72.1
Sibley 61 88.5 16 100.0 10 90.0
Stearns 421 64.8 35 74.3 169 46.7
Stevens 45 91.1 2 100.0 6 100.0
Swift 111 84.7 27 100.0 21 76.2
Todd 106 67.9 8 100.0 5 100.0
Traverse 55 94.5 8 100.0 4 100.0
Wabasha 102 85.3 0 N/A 4 100.0
Wadena 103 77.7 2 100.0 10 90.0
Washington 392 94.9 11 100.0 151 86.8
Watonwan 19 78.9 7 100.0 6 83.3
Wilkin 29 79.3 2 100.0 1 100.0
Winona 283 95.1 8 100.0 56 96.4
Wright 354 82.5 22 90.9 122 85.2
Yellow Medicine 67 97.0 0 N/A 1 100.0
Southwest HHS 351 78.6 0 N/A 36 80.6
Des Moines Valley HHS 78 91.0 9 100.0 9 100.0
Faribault-Martin 220 76.8 48 100.0 80 76.3
MN Prairie 297 87.5 26 100.0 53 84.9
Leech Lake Band of
Qjibwe 180 63.3 7 100.0 17 58.8
White Earth Band of
Ojibwe 239 59.4 1 0.0 0 N/A
Total 21,155 76.1 2,356 91.0 4,309 78.3
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State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children
Entering Out-of-Home Care

What percentage of children who entered out-of-home care in 2014 and were in care for 30 or more
days had a medical exam or a comprehensive child and teen checkup within 30 days of entering care
or during the 12 months prior to entering care documented in the Social Services Information System?

' Children entering Children who had a Physical Exam
County/Tribe placement 30 days current physical Rate
or longer exam
Aitkin 23 19 82.6
Anoka 173 127 73.4
Becker 76 68 89.5
Beltrami 281 77 27.4
Benton 58 55 94.8
Big Stone 7 6 85.7
Blue Earth 44 27 61.4
Brown 21 20 95.2
Carlton 44 40 90.9
Carver 50 32 64.0
Cass 52 43 82.7
Chippewa 4 4 100.0
Chisago 40 36 90.0
Clay 82 64 78.0
Clearwater 23 13 56.5
Cook 7 4 57.1
Crow Wing 85 54 63.5
Dakota 102 97 95.1
Douglas 16 13 81.3
Fillmore 10 10 100.0
Freeborn 38 33 86.8
Goodhue 23 17 73.9
Grant 6 6 100.0
Hennepin 974 943 96.8
Houston 11 10 90.9
Hubbard 46 38 82.6
Isanti 45 42 93.3
Itasca 107 89 83.2
Kanabec 15 13 86.7
Kandiyohi 53 37 69.8
Kittson 7 7 100.0
Koochiching 17 13 76.5
Lac Qui Parle 6 6 100.0
Lake 16 13 81.3
Lake Of The Woods 9 8 88.9
Le Sueur 18 12 66.7
McLeod 43 39 90.7
Mahnomen 3 1 33.3
Marshall 9 8 88.9
Meeker 13 10 76.9
Mille Lacs 92 65 70.7
Morrison 24 19 79.2
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State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children

Entering Out-of-Home Care (continued)

. Children entering Children who had a Physical Exam
County/Tribe placement 30 days or current physical Rate
longer exam
Mower 50 43 86.0
Nicollet 40 34 85.0
Nobles 36 26 72.2
Norman 12 12 100.0
Olmsted 72 65 90.3
Otter Tail 32 26 81.3
Pennington 21 14 66.7
Pine 33 32 97.0
Polk 40 38 95.0
Pope 18 9 50.0
Ramsey 600 575 95.8
Red Lake 2 2 100.0
Renville 39 35 89.7
Rice 37 28 75.7
Roseau 9 8 88.9
St. Louis 398 324 814
Scott 33 26 78.8
Sherburne 45 43 95.6
Sibley 10 7 70.0
Stearns 190 165 86.8
Stevens 3 3 100.0
Swift 33 31 93.9
Todd 36 14 38.9
Traverse 5 3 60.0
Wabasha 24 22 91.7
Wadena 23 22 95.7
Washington 73 61 83.6
Watonwan 11 11 100.0
Wilkin 2 1 50.0
Winona 31 19 61.3
Wright 66 61 92.4
Yellow Medicine 12 11 91.7
Southwest HHS 98 89 90.8
Des Moines Valley HHS 24 20 83.3
Faribault-Martin 80 74 92.5
MN Prairie 70 63 90.0
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 56 53 94.6
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 158 110 69.6
Total 5,295 4,418 83.4
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State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children in
Out-of-Home Care for at Least One Year

What percentage of children who had been in out-of-home care for 1 year or more during 2014 had a
medical exam or a comprehensive child and teen checkup in the 12 months prior to discharge or during
2014 if still in care at the end of the year? (As documented in SSIS.)

Children in Children who had a
County/Tribe placement 30 days current physical Physical Exam Rate
or longer exam

Aitkin 14 6 42.9
Anoka 182 57 31.3
Becker 71 53 74.6
Beltrami 420 81 19.3
Benton 33 18 54.5
Big Stone 6 5 83.3
Blue Earth 43 21 48.8
Brown 21 14 66.7
Carlton 48 27 56.3
Carver 43 19 44.2
Cass 42 22 52.4
Chippewa 1 1 100.0
Chisago 24 15 62.5
Clay 66 49 74.2
Clearwater 20 9 45.0
Cook 6 5 83.3
Crow Wing 72 27 37.5
Dakota 92 49 53.3
Douglas 22 10 45.5
Fillmore 17 15 88.2
Freeborn 28 22 78.6
Goodhue 34 20 58.8
Grant 11 6 54.5
Hennepin 976 752 77.0
Houston 13 4 30.8
Hubbard 41 23 56.1
Isanti 37 26 70.3
Itasca 44 27 61.4
Kanabec 12 9 75.0
Kandiyohi 48 29 60.4
Kittson 11 10 90.9
Koochiching 15 3 20.0
Lac Qui Parle 15 10 66.7
Lake 9 6 66.7
Lake Of The Woods 0 N/A N/A
Le Sueur 18 11 61.1
McLeod 36 27 75.0
Mahnomen 10 3 30.0
Marshall 6 4 66.7
Meeker 22 13 59.1
Mille Lacs 68 25 36.8
Morrison 44 30 68.2
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State Performance Measure: Current Physical Exams for Children in Out-
of-Home Care for at Least One Year

County/Tribe

Children in placement
30 days or longer

Children who had a
current physical

Physical Exam Rate

exam
Mower 43 38 88.4
Nicollet 18 10 55.6
Nobles 30 15 50.0
Norman 6 4 66.7
Olmsted 92 52 56.5
Otter Tail 26 18 69.2
Pennington 30 15 50.0
Pine 58 38 65.5
Polk 43 32 74.4
Pope 10 5 50.0
Ramsey 558 295 52.9
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 10 5 50.0
Rice 39 14 35.9
Roseau 3 2 66.7
St. Louis 429 184 42.9
Scott 30 16 53.3
Sherburne 39 35 89.7
Sibley 8 5 62.5
Stearns 148 109 73.6
Stevens 6 1 16.7
Swift 11 10 90.9
Todd 44 22 50.0
Traverse 6 5 83.3
Wabasha 17 14 82.4
Wadena 9 4 44.4
Washington 84 59 70.2
Watonwan 8 6 75.0
Wilkin 4 1 25.0
Winona 21 10 47.6
Wright 79 32 40.5
Yellow Medicine 13 9 69.2
Southwest HHS 83 55 66.3
Des Moines Valley HHS 31 20 64.5
Faribault-Martin 55 29 52.7
MN Prairie 51 31 60.8
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 134 99 73.9
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 199 105 52.8
Total 5,216 2,967 56.9
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State Performance Measure: Children’s Mental Health Screenings

What percentage of children (ages three months through 17 years) who were in out-of-home care for 30

days or longer at any point in 2014, or who were receiving in-home child welfare/child protection case
management services, received a required mental health screening?

Children who Children who Percent who
County or Tribe required a mental received a mental received a mental
health screening health screening health screening
Aitkin 45 29 64.4
Anoka 346 206 59.5
Becker 133 79 59.4
Beltrami 121 32 26.4
Benton 74 38 514
Big Stone 18 7 38.9
Blue Earth 46 7 15.2
Brown 41 10 24.4
Carlton 30 6 20.0
Carver 79 51 64.6
Cass 52 0 0.0
Chippewa 21 21 100.0
Chisago 49 8 16.3
Clay 69 25 36.2
Clearwater 19 0 0.0
Cook 7 0 0.0
Crow Wing 94 43 45.7
Dakota 184 110 59.8
Douglas 46 4 8.7
Fillmore 30 11 36.7
Freeborn 22 20 90.9
Goodhue 60 34 56.7
Grant 22 14 63.6
Hennepin 2,592 1,795 69.3
Houston 14 0 0.0
Hubbard 98 23 23.5
Isanti 63 53 84.1
Itasca 66 46 69.7
Kanabec 26 8 30.8
Kandiyohi 80 55 68.8
Kittson 14 8 57.1
Koochiching 19 0 0.0
Lac qui Parle 10 2 20.0
Lake 17 2 11.8
Lake of the Woods 5 4 80.0
Le Sueur 35 30 85.7
McLeod 98 48 49.0
Mahnomen 5 0 0.0
Marshall 8 7 87.5
Meeker 8 2 25.0
Mille Lacs 72 31 43.1
Morrison 51 32 62.7
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State Performance Measure: Children’s Mental Health Screenings

(continued)

County or Tribe

Children who
required a mental
health screening

Children who
received a mental
health screening

Percent who
received a mental
health screening

Mower 81 50 61.7
Nicollet 43 26 60.5
Nobles 40 15 375
Norman 46 26 56.5
Olmsted 230 201 87.4
Otter Tail 79 36 45.6
Pennington 12 0 0.0
Pine 68 16 235
Polk 66 50 75.8
Pope 34 4 11.8
Ramsey 355 197 55.5
Red Lake 0 N/A N/A
Renville 52 21 40.4
Rice 81 22 27.2
Roseau 27 9 33.3
St. Louis 408 128 31.4
Scott 93 60 64.5
Sherburne 56 34 60.7
Sibley 33 26 78.8
Stearns 214 74 34.6
Stevens 13 9 69.2
Swift 73 50 68.5
Todd 58 9 155
Traverse 14 1 7.1
Wabasha 27 19 70.4
Wadena 30 16 53.3
Washington 98 44 44.9
Watonwan 15 6 40.0
Wilkin 0 N/A N/A
Winona 43 3 7.0
Wright 103 35 34.0
Yellow Medicine 49 46 93.9
Southwest HHS 162 66 40.7
Des Moines Valley HHS 38 13 34.2
Faribault-Martin 99 57 57.6
MN Prairie 140 85 60.7
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 53 20 37.7
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 160 91 56.9
Total 8,089 4,466 55.2
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Appendix A
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Child Subjects of Maltreatment Reports per 1,000 in the Child Population
Note: Investigation is a unique count of children in Family Investigations and Facility Investigations.

_ oty | Moo= | Inyestaaton-
County/tribe population
(est.), 2014 Unique Children Unique Children Unique Children Unique Children

children per 1,000 children per 1,000 children per 1,000 children per 1,000
Aitkin 2,758 117 42.4 97 35.2 27 9.8 24 8.7
Anoka 83,470 928 111 629 7.5 324 3.9 180 2.2
Becker 8,188 295 36.0 169 20.6 141 17.2 86 10.5
Beltrami 11,615 280 24.1 190 16.4 98 8.4 58 5.0
Benton 9,795 162 16.5 90 9.2 75 7.7 58 5.9
Big Stone 1,057 36 34.1 33 31.2 8 7.6 3 2.8
Blue Earth 12,865 187 14.5 137 10.6 53 4.1 39 3.0
Brown 5,479 176 32.1 150 27.4 33 6.0 18 3.3
Carlton 8,088 233 28.8 196 24.2 45 5.6 23 2.8
Carver 27,178 291 10.7 243 8.9 55 2.0 31 1.1
Cass 6,024 167 27.7 152 25.2 21 3.5 6 1.0
Chippewa 2,771 44 15.9 32 115 13 4.7 10 3.6
Chisago 12,766 152 11.9 78 6.1 77 6.0 43 3.4
Clay 14,230 321 22.6 247 17.4 82 5.8 33 2.3
Clearwater 2,172 103 47.4 69 31.8 42 19.3 12 5.5
Cook 853 28 32.8 24 28.1 4 4.7 0 N/A
Crow Wing 14,055 320 22.8 281 20.0 42 3.0 20 1.4
Dakota 103,094 1,586 15.4 1089 10.6 531 5.2 190 1.8
Douglas 7,755 202 26.0 135 17.4 77 9.9 43 55
Fillmore 4,929 79 16.0 77 15.6 2 0.4 1 0.2
Freeborn 6,769 132 19.5 117 17.3 17 2.5 15 2.2
Goodhue 10,615 143 135 111 10.5 37 3.5 25 2.4
Grant 1,289 61 47.3 50 38.8 11 8.5 5 3.9
Hennepin 269,867 6,322 23.4 4,226 15.7 2,339 8.7 1,397 5.2
Houston 4,003 48 12.0 48 12.0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Hubbard 4,326 198 45.8 173 40.0 28 6.5 11 2.5
Isanti 9,383 157 16.7 135 14.4 24 2.6 18 1.9
Itasca 9,709 292 30.1 206 21.2 87 9.0 36 3.7
Kanabec 3,465 61 17.6 54 15.6 7 2.0 6 1.7
Kandiyohi 9,987 290 29.0 199 19.9 96 9.6 53 5.3
Kittson 958 18 18.8 13 13.6 5 5.2 3 3.1
Koochiching 2,435 98 40.2 96 394 2 0.8 2 0.8
Lac qui Parle 1,407 38 27.0 35 24.9 3 2.1 3 2.1
Lake 2,006 46 229 40 19.9 8 4.0 6 3.0
Lake of the Woods 720 14 19.4 13 18.1 3 4.2 3 4.2
Le Sueur 6,805 109 16.0 88 12.9 23 3.4 10 1.5
McLeod 8,543 276 32.3 208 24.3 82 9.6 46 54
Mahnomen 1,687 22 13.0 18 10.7 4 2.4 2 1.2
Marshall 2,160 58 26.9 47 21.8 13 6.0 11 51
Meeker 5,698 60 10.5 55 9.7 6 11 2 0.4
Mille Lacs 6,298 269 42.7 173 275 100 15.9 49 7.8
Morrison 7,717 158 20.5 125 16.2 36 4.7 27 3.5
Mower 9,814 285 29.0 244 249 53 54 32 3.3
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Child Subjects of Maltreatment Reports per 1,000 in the Child Population (continued)

) Family Investigation— Investigation—
) Ch'ld. Total Assessment alleged determined
County/tribe population

(est.), 2014 Unique Children Unique Children Unique Children Unique Children

children per 1,000 children per 1,000 | children per 1,000 children per 1,000

Nicollet 7,248 87 12.0 83 115 4 0.6 1 0.1
Nobles 5,699 158 27.7 140 24.6 24 4.2 12 2.1
Norman 1,539 62 40.3 42 27.3 23 14.9 8 5.2
Olmsted 37,047 725 19.6 648 17.5 87 2.3 38 1.0
Otter Tail 12,333 288 23.4 177 14.4 132 10.7 41 33
Pennington 3,252 32 9.8 25 7.7 7 2.2 0 N/A
Pine 5,985 231 38.6 164 27.4 69 11.5 18 3.0
Polk 7,419 267 36.0 238 32.1 37 5.0 22 3.0
Pope 2,327 63 27.1 53 22.8 10 4.3 2 0.9
Ramsey 124,557 2,084 16.7 1,421 114 706 5.7 447 3.6
Red Lake 1007 10 9.9 7 7.0 3 3.0 1 1.0
Renville 3,385 117 34.6 83 24.5 37 10.9 31 9.2
Rice 14,625 274 18.7 235 16.1 47 3.2 26 1.8
Roseau 3,859 64 16.6 58 15.0 7 1.8 4 1.0
St. Louis 38,796 1,568 40.4 1,031 26.6 614 15.8 294 7.6
Scott 40,292 535 13.3 442 11.0 102 2.5 42 1.0
Sherburne 24,898 279 11.2 191 7.7 101 4.1 53 2.1
Sibley 3,666 81 22.1 49 13.4 35 9.5 22 6.0
Stearns 34,709 601 17.3 446 12.8 177 5.1 107 3.1
Stevens 2,047 43 21.0 40 19.5 3 1.5 2 1.0
Swift 2,037 125 61.4 100 49.1 44 21.6 26 12.8
Todd 5,829 123 21.1 108 18.5 16 2.7 11 1.9
Traverse 702 48 68.4 42 59.8 12.8 8.5
Wabasha 4,772 96 20.1 93 19.5 0.8 0.4
Wadena 3,308 106 32.0 92 27.8 17 5.1 4 1.2
Washington 62,752 551 8.8 392 6.2 166 2.6 59 0.9
Watonwan 2,734 39 14.3 22 8.0 20 7.3 8 2.9
Wilkin 1,494 35 23.4 29 19.4 6 4.0 1 0.7
Winona 9,330 299 32.0 233 25.0 86 9.2 36 3.9
Wright 37,335 461 12.3 330 8.8 138 3.7 72 1.9
Yellow Medicine 2,361 68 28.8 67 28.4 1 0.4 1 0.4
Southwest HHS 17,913 378 211 333 18.6 49 2.7 18 1.0
aﬁ'SSMO'“eS Valley 5,061 98 19.4 70 13.8 29 5.7 21 4.1
Faribault-Martin 7,493 317 42.3 199 26.6 142 19.0 70 9.3
MN Prairie 19,248 355 18.4 272 14.1 86 4.5 58 3.0
é?iiw;ake Band of 1,975 200 101.3 172 87.1 39 19.7 12 6.1
\(/)Vjihtlatvielfarth Band of 1,981 242 1222 238 120.1 4 2.0 3 15
Total 1,281,826 25,972 20.3 18,957 14.8 7,815 6.1 4,219 3.3

*These numbers represent the 2010 U.S. Census for children residing on the Leech Lake and White Earth reservations who indicated American
Indian alone or as one of two or more races. There are no intercensal child population estimates for these groups. The Leech Lake reservation
overlaps Cass, Itasca, Beltrami and Hubbard counties. The White Earth reservation overlaps Mahnomen, Becker, and Clearwater counties.
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Assessments and Investigations by Maltreatment Type and Response Category

Note: A report may allege more than one type of maltreatment; therefore, totals do not equal the sum of the reports in maltreatment types. “Det.” is an abbreviation for determined.
Investigation combines Family Investigations and Facility Investigations. Data on pathway assignment is based on the time of case closure, which may be different than how the

case was initially opened.

County/tribe

Totals

Neglect (non-medical)

Physical abuse

Sexual abuse

Mental injury

Medical neglect

Investigation

Investigation

Investigation

Investigation

Investigation

Investigation

FA FA FA FA* FA FA
Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det.
Aitkin 57 13 11 35 9 8 24 7 5 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0
Anoka 529 264 143 332 107 68 194 67 33 0 102 48 3 2 1 9 2 1
Becker 104 88 49 72 69 42 51 20 9 0 25 7 6 8 2 2 0 0
Beltrami 121 77 41 85 40 32 27 8 5 6 34 8 0 0 0 4 0 0
Benton 74 49 38 45 25 22 25 17 17 4 14 5 1 0 0 1 1 1
Big Stone 23 5 2 16 4 2 6 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0
Blue Earth 99 43 31 69 21 20 29 7 6 1 17 7 0 1 1 0 0 0
Brown 111 22 10 62 6 5 49 9 5 5 11 1 7 2 1 3 1 1
Carlton 171 30 14 108 21 13 68 8 3 1 7 1 1 0 0 2 1 0
Carver 204 38 19 140 12 8 61 7 4 0 26 8 2 0 0 4 0 0
Cass 115 13 6 77 6 2 40 4 3 6 6 2 3 0 0 3 0 0
Chippewa 19 8 6 12 5 4 9 3 2 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chisago 64 54 27 37 31 17 20 11 4 2 16 8 1 0 0 7 0 0
Clay 177 61 28 107 25 15 95 22 6 0 28 9 7 1 0 3 2 2
Clearwater 56 29 7 36 10 6 23 9 0 0 14 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Cook 18 2 0 14 0 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
Crow Wing 201 37 19 140 7 2 50 11 9 14 23 9 0 0 0 6 0 0
Dakota 866 427 140 629 195 68 242 118 32 0 122 48 0 0 0 3 8 0
Douglas 101 56 31 79 32 22 23 20 9 0 10 2 1 4 2 3 1 0
Fillmore 56 2 1 29 1 1 26 0 0 4 1 0 5 0 0 1 0 0
Freeborn 101 12 10 59 7 5 44 4 4 3 4 3 0 0 0 1 0 0
Goodhue 99 27 18 63 9 8 31 11 6 6 9 4 3 0 0 1 0 0
Grant 35 11 5 24 3 2 14 7 2 2 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
Hennepin 3,280 1,675 985 2,280 998 712 | 1,097 364 180 4 554 174 6 3 3 41 43 24
Houston 32 0 0 20 0 0 13 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hubbard 149 20 8 74 4 2 55 6 4 12 11 3 7 0 0 7 0 0
Isanti 99 17 11 65 11 8 28 1 1 10 6 2 3 1 0 1 0 0
Itasca 132 48 19 99 24 11 34 7 1 2 17 7 0 0 0 3 2 1
Kanabec 52 6 5 37 2 2 10 0 0 2 5 4 0 0 0 3 0 0
Kandiyohi 121 53 31 86 30 22 47 22 10 4 16 4 4 2 1 3 0 0
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Assessments and Investigations by Maltreatment Type and Response Category (continued)

Totals Neglect (non-medical) Physical abuse Sexual abuse Mental injury Medical neglect
County/Tribe Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation
FA FA FA FA* FA FA
Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged | Det. Alleged Det.

Kittson 10 5 3 5 1 1 3 4 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Koochiching 83 2 2 64 1 0 15 0 0 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 0 0
Lac qui Parle 30 2 2 13 0 0 15 1 1 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Lake 36 6 4 24 4 4 15 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
Lake of the Woods 11 2 2 4 2 2 6 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Le Sueur 70 13 5 40 3 2 23 9 3 4 3 2 0 0 0 4 0 0
McLeod 150 49 27 114 35 20 44 13 5 0 15 5 0 2 2 1 1 1
Mahnomen 17 2 1 10 1 0 6 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Marshall 33 6 5 24 2 2 11 2 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 1
Meeker 52 6 2 24 0 0 24 2 1 3 4 1 0 0 0 2 0 0
Mille Lacs 119 63 32 83 42 23 49 13 5 1 19 6 3 1 0 2 0 0
Morrison 96 28 18 64 9 7 29 8 5 6 14 8 2 0 0 1 0 0
Mower 177 37 22 118 9 6 60 4 3 13 29 17 1 1 1 0 0 0
Nicollet 84 4 1 63 0 0 18 1 1 1 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
Nobles 102 19 8 52 3 2 40 3 0 7 14 5 3 0 0 6 1 1
Norman 27 15 5 13 6 3 14 2 1 2 9 0 2 1 1 0 0 0
Olmsted 485 68 28 306 10 2 181 16 4 11 51 23 2 0 0 1 0 0
Otter Tail 135 102 30 99 41 15 44 38 11 1 31 6 1 0 0 4 3 0
Pennington 18 6 0 12 3 0 4 3 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Pine 123 49 15 70 33 12 55 10 3 6 18 1 2 1 0 2 0 0
Polk 169 26 12 113 10 7 57 8 4 4 13 2 3 0 0 3 0 0
Pope 46 7 2 20 0 0 22 3 2 1 4 0 3 0 0 2 0 0
Ramsey 1,118 463 300 732 237 181 | 402 139 91 0 161 74 2 1 1 7 3 1
Red Lake 4 3 1 2 0 0 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Renville 55 18 14 33 12 10 24 5 5 1 5 2 2 0 0 2 0 0
Rice 187 38 16 130 17 9 56 14 5 2 9 1 0 0 0 3 1 1
Roseau 52 7 4 46 5 3 5 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
St. Louis 802 415 188 513 207 116 | 302 108 47 5 136 37 5 5 3 3 5 2
Scott 391 88 33 225 12 9 168 14 7 4 67 19 3 0 0 1 0 0
Sherburne 155 74 45 77 37 27 58 19 12 20 23 7 3 1 1 1 1 0
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Assessments and Investigations by Maltreatment Type and Response Category (continued)

Totals Neglect (non-medical) Physical abuse Sexual abuse Mental injury Medical neglect
County/tribe Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation Investigation
FA FA FA FA* FA FA
Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged Det. Alleged | Det. Alleged Det.
Sibley 37 22 15 24 16 11 12 3 2 0 4 2 1 0 0 1 0 0
Stearns 338 132 72 206 66 44 133 35 19 19 47 15 9 1 0 1 1 0
Stevens 33 3 2 20 1 1 16 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Swift 59 24 16 50 18 13 11 3 2 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Todd 79 11 6 46 3 2 23 5 4 13 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Traverse 31 10 4 24 6 4 8 4 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 2 1 0
Wabasha 78 4 2 47 0 0 28 0 0 3 4 2 3 0 0 0 0 0
Wadena 67 15 4 44 6 0 28 4 0 1 13 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washington 311 127 49 173 42 20 141 39 14 7 72 27 6 0 0 7 2 1
Watonwan 18 16 7 10 10 6 8 3 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
Wilkin 20 5 1 16 1 0 5 1 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Winona 200 61 26 85 22 16 106 19 11 1 28 5 13 2 0 4 0 0
Wright 236 95 57 134 52 31 97 33 19 9 11 7 0 0 0 1 2 0
Yellow Medicine 51 1 1 31 0 0 22 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Southwest HHS 260 38 14 175 0 0 75 8 3 12 31 11 5 0 0 2 0 0
Des Moines
Valley HHS 60 15 9 24 7 6 34 4 3 0 8 2 0 0 0 2 0 0
Faribault/Martin 135 98 48 86 66 38 47 20 9 4 23 2 1 0 0 0 1 1
MN Prairie 217 56 31 108 19 18 104 13 5 5 29 12 0 0 0 1 0 0
Leech Lake
Band of Ojibwe 112 20 8 101 9 3 17 9 5 2 8 1 2 0 0 1 0 0
White Earth
Band of Ojibwe 156 3 2 128 1 1 24 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 4 2 1
Total 14,601 | 5,566 | 2,916 | 9,556 | 2,801 | 1,806 | 5,130 | 1,420 682 270 2,023 683 159 42 21| 193 87 40

* Of the 270 Family Assessment sexual abuse allegations, 40.3 percent were opened as Family Investigations and switched when new information was obtained. In other cases, it appears that challenges
in the data entry system (the Social Services Information System) may be the reason for these sexual abuse allegations closing as a Family Assessment. See page 12 for more information.
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Child Protection Services Needed or Supportive Services Offered

The table below includes the number and percent of Family Assessments (FA) where child protection services were needed or
optional supportive services offered, and the number and percent of Family Investigations (FI) where child protective services were
needed. Facility Investigations are not included in this analysis due to small numbers and rare referrals for services.

FA with Percgnt FA Wit.h I:)er\(/:veitnht A Total Alleged FI Percz_ent
County/tribe Total FA CPS FA with supportive supportive | alleged FI | with CPS FI with
reports needed CPS Services services reports needed CPS
needed offered needed
offered

Aitkin 57 20 35.1 2 3.5 12 5 41.7
Anoka 529 72 13.6 68 12.9 245 117 47.8
Becker 104 32 30.8 6 5.8 85 56 65.9
Beltrami 121 18 14.9 9 7.4 72 38 52.8
Benton 74 23 31.1 3 4.1 46 36 78.3
Big Stone 23 10 43.5 1 4.3 5 2 40.0
Blue Earth 99 26 26.3 2 2.0 43 24 55.8
Brown 111 32 28.8 6 5.4 19 9 47.4
Carlton 171 15 8.8 10 5.8 28 17 60.7
Carver 204 41 20.1 11 5.4 36 12 33.3
Cass 115 40 34.8 16 13.9 12 5 41.7
Chippewa 19 10 52.6 0 0.0 8 6 75.0
Chisago 64 17 26.6 1 1.6 50 26 52.0
Clay 177 54 30.5 14 7.9 45 25 55.6
Clearwater 56 4 7.1 3.6 24 6 25.0
Cook 17 7 41.2 5.9 2 1 50.0
Crow Wing 201 46 22.9 18 9.0 35 13 37.1
Dakota 866 61 7.0 178 20.6 409 92 22.5
Douglas 101 14 13.9 5 5.0 53 28 52.8
Fillmore 56 16 28.6 2 3.6 2 100.0
Freeborn 101 20 19.8 1.0 10 50.0
Goodhue 99 20 20.2 12 121 24 12 50.0
Grant 35 3 8.6 7 20.0 7 6 85.7
Hennepin 3,280 145 4.4 750 22.9 1,614 997 61.8
Houston 32 10 31.3 3 9.4 0 0 N/A
Hubbard 149 57 38.3 4 2.7 16 5 31.3
Isanti 99 35 35.4 0 0.0 16 11 68.8
Itasca 132 24 18.2 4 3.0 36 22 61.1
Kanabec 52 17 32.7 2 3.8 5 2 40.0
Kandiyohi 121 22 18.2 1 0.8 51 25 49.0
Kittson 10 5 50.0 0 0.0 4 2 50.0
Koochiching 83 17 20.5 0 0.0 2 1 50.0
Lac qui Parle 30 6 20.0 2 6.7 2 1 50.0
Lake 36 22 61.1 0 0.0 5 4 80.0
Lake of the Woods 11 5 45.5 0 0.0 2 2 100.0
Le Sueur 70 14 20.0 12 17.1 9 5 55.6
McLeod 150 41 27.3 6 4.0 44 20 45.5
Mahnomen 17 4 23.5 1 5.9 2 1 50.0
Marshall 33 13 39.4 3.0 4 3 75.0
Meeker 52 6 11.5 12 23.1 6 1 16.7
Mille Lacs 119 30 25.2 11 9.2 62 32 51.6
Morrison 96 30 31.3 24 25.0 28 14 50.0
Mower 177 27 15.3 23 13.0 35 13 37.1
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Child Protection Services Needed or Supportive Services Offered (continued)

FA with Percgnt FA Wit.h Per\(/:v?Pht i Total Alleged FI Percgnt
County/tribe Total FA CPS FA with suppqrtlve supportive | alleged FI | with CPS FI with
reports needed CPS services services reports needed CPS
needed offered needed
offered
Nicollet 84 38 45.2 7.1 4 1 25.0
Nobles 102 23 22.5 1.0 19 6 31.6
Norman 27 16 59.3 0.0 14 7 50.0
Olmsted 485 137 28.2 20 4.1 52 19 36.5
Otter Tail 135 40 29.6 2.2 96 41 42.7
Pennington 18 4 22.2 0.0 6 1 16.7
Pine 123 25 20.3 1.6 45 24 53.3
Polk 169 32 18.9 62 36.7 25 9 36.0
Pope 46 22 47.8 7 15.2 6 3 50.0
Ramsey 1,118 186 16.6 93 8.3 455 244 53.6
Red Lake 4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 N/A
Renville 55 15 27.3 4 7.3 18 12 66.7
Rice 187 30 16.0 14 7.5 34 17 50.0
Roseau 52 21 40.4 2 3.8 6 4 66.7
St. Louis 802 138 17.2 65 8.1 377 188 49.9
Scott 391 78 19.9 14 3.6 84 24 28.6
Sherburne 155 14 9.0 1 0.6 63 33 52.4
Sibley 37 3 8.1 0 0.0 22 16 72.7
Stearns 338 62 18.3 3 0.9 121 59 48.8
Stevens 32 7 21.9 0 0.0 3 2 66.7
Swift 59 25 42.4 1 1.7 24 15 62.5
Todd 79 30 38.0 2 2.5 7 77.8
Traverse 31 8 25.8 4 129 7 77.8
Wabasha 78 23 29.5 4 5.1 1 25.0
Wadena 67 14 20.9 7 10.4 14 2 14.3
Washington 311 23 7.4 1 0.3 117 34 29.1
Watonwan 18 11.1 0 0.0 16 9 56.3
Wilkin 20 10.0 9 45.0 4 2 50.0
Winona 200 14 7.0 12 6.0 55 18 32.7
Wright 236 22 9.3 4 1.7 90 36 40.0
Yellow Medicine 51 27 52.9 3 5.9 1 1 100.0
Southwest HHS 260 88 33.8 13 5.0 33 10 30.3
aaSSMO'“eS Valley 60 19 31.7 5 8.3 12 4 333
Faribault-Martin 135 26 19.3 1 0.7 90 52 57.8
MN Prairie 217 72 33.2 15 6.9 53 18 34.0
g?izf/\t‘e'-ake Band of 112 16 14.3 21 18.8 17 8 47.1
\(’)Vjiht')f:vaeEa”h Band of 156 67 42.9 7 45 1 1 100.0
Total 14,601 2,500 17.1 1,637 11.2 5,214 2,639 50.6
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Maltreatment Recurrence

Of all victims of determined maltreatment in family or facility investigations during the last six months of 2013, the table
below presents the number who had another determined report within six and twelve months.

| Unique ecurtence | recuring | recurrence | recurring

County/tribe de\ffg{i“r:]r‘sed within six within six within 12 within 12

months months months months
Aitkin 9 0 0 0 0
Anoka 79 2 2.5 3 3.8
Becker 53 0 0 4 7.5
Beltrami 40 0 0 0 0
Benton 24 0 0 0 0
Big Stone 2 0 0 0 0
Blue Earth 18 0 0 0 0
Brown 6 0 0 0 0
Carlton 9 0 0 0 0
Carver 14 0 0 0 0
Cass 6 0 0 0 0
Chippewa 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Chisago 10 0 0 0 0
Clay 43 1 2.3 1 2.3
Clearwater 0 0 0 0
Cook 0 0 0 0
Crow Wing 13 3 23.1 3 23.1
Dakota 79 1 1.3 5 6.3
Douglas 27 2 7.4 4 14.8
Fillmore 1 0 0 0 0
Freeborn 15 1 6.7 2 13.3
Goodhue 14 2 14.3 2 14.3
Grant 6 0 0 0 0
Hennepin 636 31 4.9 50 7.9
Houston 2 0 0 0 0
Hubbard 1 0 0 0 0
Isanti 8 0 0 0 0
Itasca 12 0 0 0 0
Kanabec 0 0 0 0 0
Kandiyohi 66 2 3 5 7.6
Kittson 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Koochiching 1 0 0 0 0
Lac qui Parle 1 0 0 0 0
Lake 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Lake of the Woods 1 0 0 0 0
Le Sueur 1 0 0 0 0
McLeod 5 0 0 0 0
Mahnomen 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Marshall 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Meeker 1 0 0 0 0
Mille Lacs 31 0 0 0 0
Morrison 12 0 0 0 0
Mower 5 0 0 0 0
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Maltreatment Recurrence (continued)

Unique Victims— Perce_nt Victims— Perce_nt

Countyltribe determined recurrence recurring recurrence recurring

victims within six within six within 12 within 12

months months months months
Nicollet 4 0 0 0 0
Nobles 5 0 0 0 0
Norman 4 0 0 0 0
Olmsted 23 1 4.3 1 4.3
Otter Tail 26 0 0 1 3.8
Pennington 10 0 0 0 0
Pine 14 0 0 0 0
Polk 11 0 0 0 0
Pope 5 0 0 0 0
Ramsey 174 6 3.4 9 5.2
Red Lake 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Renville 14 0 0 0 0
Rice 5 0 0 0 0
Roseau 7 0 0 1 14.3
St. Louis 167 7 4.2 10 6
Scott 22 1 4.5 1 4.5
Sherburne 30 1 33 1 33
Sibley 11 0 0 1 9.1
Stearns 82 2 2.4 3 3.7
Stevens 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Swift 7 2 28.6 2 28.6
Todd 9 0 0 0 0
Traverse 4 0 0 0 0
Wabasha 8 0 0 0 0
Wadena 5 0 0 0 0
Washington 43 1 2.3 1 2.3
Watonwan 2 0 0 1 50
Wilkin 1 0 0 0 0
Winona 10 1 10 1 10
Wright 40 0 0 0 0
Yellow Medicine 4 0 0 0 0
Southwest HHS 12 0 0 0 0
aasSMomes Valley 7 0 0 0 0
Faribault-Martin 41 3 7.3 5 12.2

MN Prairie 31 0 0 0

I(_)?ii(\:/\?el_ake Band of ) 0 0 0 0
\é\ljihtl)t;zeEarth Band of 1 0 0 0 0
Total 2,098 70 3.3 117 5.6
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Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment

Of all who were child subjects of Family Assessment, Family Investigation or Facility Investigations during the last six
months of 2013, the table below presents the number and percent who were in another accepted maltreatment report
within six and 12 months.

Unique child Child subjects— Percent Child subjects— Percent
Countyltribe subjects of re-.report.ed re-.report.ed re-feported re-reported

reports within six within six within 12 within 12

months months months months
Aitkin 70 4 5.7 7 10.0
Anoka 456 28 6.1 48 10.5
Becker 173 11 6.4 25 14.5
Beltrami 185 13 7.0 21 11.4
Benton 58 5 8.6 5 8.6
Big Stone 6 2 333 2 33.3
Blue Earth 80 14 17.5 18 22.5
Brown 102 23 22.5 35 34.3
Carlton 108 12 11.1 15 13.9
Carver 144 7 49 16 11.1
Cass 80 7 8.8 9 11.3
Chippewa 23 0 0.0 0 0.0
Chisago 68 5 7.4 6 8.8
Clay 187 26 13.9 41 21.9
Clearwater 64 20 313 21 32.8
Cook 35 6 17.1 6 17.1
Crow Wing 124 11 8.9 19 15.3
Dakota 664 55 8.3 88 13.3
Douglas 125 20 16.0 39 31.2
Fillmore 35 4 11.4 5 14.3
Freeborn 95 4 4.2 9 9.5
Goodhue 74 5 6.8 9 12.2
Grant 28 10 35.7 13 46.4
Hennepin 3113 338 10.9 572 18.4
Houston 23 7 30.4 8 34.8
Hubbard 82 12 14.6 22 26.8
Isanti 119 3 2.5 10 8.4
Itasca 146 13 8.9 23 15.8
Kanabec 28 0 0.0 1 3.6
Kandiyohi 165 4 24 14 8.5
Kittson 7 0 0.0 0 0.0
Koochiching 36 5 13.9 7 19.4
Lac qui Parle 27 0 0.0 4 14.8
Lake 18 1 5.6 2 11.1
Lake of the Woods 5 0 0.0 0 0.0
Le Sueur 32 4 12.5 6 18.8
McLeod 122 12 9.8 22 18.0
Mahnomen 10 0 0.0 0 0.0
Marshall 23 3 13.0 4 17.4
Meeker 21 0 0.0 1 4.8
Mille Lacs 152 12 7.9 22 14.5
Morrison 63 3 4.8 15 23.8
Mower 108 8 7.4 13 12.0
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Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment (continued)

Unique child Child subjects— Percent Child subjects— Percent
County/Tribe subjects of re-_report_ed re-_report_ed re-_reported re-_reported

reports within six within six within 12 within 12

months months months months
Nicollet 28 1 3.6 2 7.1
Nobles 57 4 7.0 12 21.1
Norman 29 24.1 11 37.9
Olmsted 381 25 6.6 52 13.6
Otter Tail 165 17 10.3 24 14.5
Pennington 26 5 19.2 5 19.2
Pine 121 20 16.5 33 27.3
Polk 149 24 16.1 38 25.5
Pope 38 4 10.5 8 21.1
Ramsey 779 40 5.1 72 9.2
Red Lake 2 0 0.0 0.0
Renville 56 4 7.1 6 10.7
Rice 120 10 8.3 17 14.2
Roseau 20 1 5.0 3 15.0
St. Louis 884 97 11.0 190 21.5
Scott 315 34 10.8 47 14.9
Sherburne 166 10 6.0 11 6.6
Sibley 46 5 10.9 7 15.2
Stearns 319 26 8.2 39 12.2
Stevens 21 1 4.8 2 9.5
Swift 35 14 40.0 16 45.7
Todd 63 4.8 4 6.3
Traverse 30 6.7 23.3
Wabasha 39 7.7 7.7
Wadena 108 16 14.8 19 17.6
Washington 314 25 23 7.3
Watonwan 23 4.3 8.7
Wilkin 13 7.7 15.4
Winona 183 34 18.6 59 32.2
Wright 201 10 5.0 25 12.4
Yellow Medicine 47 1 2.1 2 4.3
Southwest HHS 207 18 8.7 37 17.9
a‘;ss'v'o'”es Valley 44 5 11.4 6 13.6
Faribault-Martin 140 7 5.0 19 13.6
MN Prairie 195 19 9.7 35 17.9
(L)(jai%(\*;\tleLake Band of 63 5 29 6 3.8
\(’)ert;tvseEa“h Band of 129 13 10.1 16 12.4
Total 12,845 1,209 9.4 2,063 16.1
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Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment by Initial Response Category
Note: Facility Investigations were excluded from this table due to small numbers.

Family Assessment

Family Investigation

. . . C.h”d Percent C.h”d Percent . . C.h”d Percent C.h”d Percent
County/tribe Unlq_ue child subjects— re-reported subjects— re-reported Unlq_ue child subjects— re-reported subjects— re-reported

subjects of re-_reportgd within six re-_rep_orted within 12 subjects of re-_report_ed within six re-_rep_orted within 12

reports within six months within 12 months reports within six months within 12 months

months months months months

Aitkin 63 3 4.8 6 9.5 16 2 12.5 2 12.5
Anoka 325 23 7.1 39 12.0 133 5 3.8 10 7.5
Becker 89 5 5.6 12 135 93 6 6.5 13 14.0
Beltrami 113 10 8.8 18 15.9 81 5 6.2 5 6.2
Benton 27 111 3 111 32 0 0.0 0 0.0
Big Stone 3 333 1 333 3 1 33.3 1 33.3
Blue Earth 63 12 19.0 16 25.4 22 2 9.1 2 9.1
Brown 89 23 25.8 33 37.1 17 1 59 4 23.5
Carlton 83 9 10.8 12 14.5 18 2 111 2 111
Carver 127 7 5.5 16 12.6 20 0 0.0 1 5.0
Cass 73 7 9.6 9 12.3 8 0 0.0 0 0.0
Chippewa 23 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Chisago 47 3 6.4 4 8.5 26 2 7.7 2 7.7
Clay 130 21 16.2 34 26.2 73 16 21.9 20 27.4
Clearwater 54 13 24.1 18 333 19 10 52.6 10 52.6
Cook 35 6 17.1 6 17.1 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Crow Wing 99 5 5.1 12 12.1 23 3 13.0 4 17.4
Dakota 435 35 8.0 56 12.9 229 21 9.2 34 14.8
Douglas 82 12 14.6 29 35.4 52 10 19.2 13 25.0
Fillmore 34 4 11.8 14.7 2 0 0.0 0 0.0
Freeborn 78 4 5.1 10.3 23 3 13.0 4 17.4
Goodhue 54 5.6 13.0 18 11.1 3 16.7
Grant 20 35.0 7 35.0 13 4 30.8 7 53.8
Hennepin 2,372 276 11.6 457 19.3 1,129 106 9.4 192 17.0
Houston 21 7 333 7 333 3 0 0.0 1 33.3
Hubbard 82 12 14.6 22 26.8 1 0 0.0 0 0.0
Isanti 103 3 2.9 8 7.8 23 0 0.0 2 8.7
Itasca 128 13 10.2 22 17.2 21 0 0.0 1 4.8
Kanabec 28 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0 N/A 0 N/A

Section IV —Performance Measures

97




Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment by Initial Response Category (continued)

Family Assessment

Family Investigation

. . C.h”d Percent C.h”d Percent . . C.h”d Percent C.h”d Percent
County/tribe Unique child subjects— re-reported subjects— re-reported Unigue child subjects— re-reported subjects— re-reported
subjects of re-_reportgd within six re-_reported within 12 subjects of re-_report_ed within six re-rep_orted within 12
reports within six months within 12 months reports within six months within 12 months
months months months months

Kandiyohi 77 1 1.3 6 7.8 101 3 3.0 8 7.9
Kittson 7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Koochiching 36 5 13.9 7 19.4 2 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lac qui Parle 23 0 0.0 4 17.4 1 0 0.0 0 0.0
Lake 18 1 5.6 2 11.1 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Lake of the Woods 4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0 0.0 0 0.0
Le Sueur 19 3 15.8 5 26.3 13 1 7.7 1 7.7
McLeod 107 10 9.3 20 18.7 16 2 12.5 2 12.5
Mahnomen 10 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Marshall 22 2 9.1 3 13.6 2 1 50.0 1 50.0
Meeker 20 0 0.0 5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Mille Lacs 82 7 8.5 12 14.6 95 8 8.4 15 15.8
Morrison 52 3 5.8 13 25.0 15 0 0.0 2 13.3
Mower 98 8 8.2 13 13.3 12 1 8.3 1 8.3
Nicollet 20 0 0.0 1 5.0 7 0 0.0 0 0.0
Nobles 51 3 5.9 8 15.7 10 0 0.0 3 30.0
Norman 26 7 26.9 11 42.3 6 3 50.0 3 50.0
Olmsted 333 21 6.3 45 13.5 42 4 9.5 7 16.7
Otter Tail 116 11 9.5 17 14.7 53 6 11.3 7 13.2
Pennington 16 1 6.3 1 6.3 8 1 125 1 125
Pine 92 10 10.9 21 22.8 33 10 30.3 12 36.4
Polk 133 20 15.0 35 26.3 39 3 7.7 7 17.9
Pope 33 3 9.1 6 18.2 8 1 12.5 2 25.0
Ramsey 531 31 5.8 58 10.9 278 11 4.0 17 6.1
Red Lake 1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Renville 40 4 10.0 6 15.0 19 0 0.0 0 0.0
Rice 114 10 8.8 17 14.9 8 0 0.0 0 0.0
Roseau 14 1 7.1 2 14.3 8 0 0.0 1 12.5
St. Louis 572 66 11.5 139 243 396 43 10.9 75 18.9
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Re-reports for Alleged Maltreatment by Initial Response Category (continued)

Family Assessment

Family Investigation

Child Percent Child Percent Child Percent Child Percent
County/tribe Unique child subjects— subjects— Unique child subjects— subjects—
. re-reported re-reported ' re-reported re-reported
subjects of re-reported A re-reported o subjects of re-reported LT re-reported S
L within six o within 12 L within six o within 12
reports within six within 12 reports within six within 12
months months months months
months months months months
Scott 258 31 12.0 42 16.3 56 4 7.1 6 10.7
Sherburne 121 4 3.3 4.1 68 4 59 4 59
Sibley 35 5 14.3 17.1 18 0 0.0 1 5.6
Stearns 205 16 7.8 27 13.2 135 9 6.7 12 8.9
Stevens 20 1 5.0 2 10.0 3 0 0.0 0 0.0
Swift 26 12 46.2 14 53.8 9 2 22.2 2 22.2
Todd 53 1.9 2 3.8 11 2 18.2 2 18.2
Traverse 26 7.7 7 26.9 4 0 0.0 0 0.0
Wabasha 34 8.8 3 8.8 3 0 0.0 0 0.0
Wadena 96 12 12.5 15 15.6 15 5 33.3 6 40.0
Washington 214 7 3.3 21 9.8 93 1 1.1 2 2.2
Watonwan 19 1 5.3 5.3 4 0 0.0 1 25.0
Wilkin 12 1 8.3 16.7 1 0 0.0 0 0.0
Winona 162 32 19.8 54 33.3 27 5 18.5 10 37.0
Wright 145 10 6.9 20 13.8 75 0 0.0 7 9.3
Yellow Medicine 41 1 2.4 2 4.9 2 0 0.0 0 0.0
Southwest HHS 189 18 9.5 37 19.6 16.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Des Moines Valley 35 4 11.4 5 14.3 9 0 0.0 1 11.1
HHS
Faribault/Martin 78 3 3.8 8 10.3 55 5 9.1 12 21.8
MN Prairie 155 16 10.3 28 18.1 50 3 6.0 7 14.0
Leech Lake Band of 61 2 3.3 6 9.8 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Qjibwe
White Earth Band of 128 13 10.2 16 125 0 0 N/A 0 N/A
Ojibwe
Total 9,316 919 9.9 1,594 17.1 3,937 336 8.5 564 14.3
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Flow of Children in Out-of-home Care

Continued in Remained in
County/tribe placement from Entergd Left.placement placement after
2013 placement in 2014 in 2014 end of 2014
Aitkin 30 16 27 20
Anoka 260 196 242 221
Becker 89 86 81 100
Beltrami 264 426 154 536
Benton 61 46 50 59
Big Stone 7 7 11 3
Blue Earth 46 56 43 60
Brown 30 23 29 26
Carlton 48 54 44 61
Carver 61 55 61 52
Cass 65 40 42 64
Chippewa 4 0 1 3
Chisago 56 43 53 45
Clay 164 78 152 96
Clearwater 22 18 19 22
Cook 7 5 4 8
Crow Wing 98 91 97 95
Dakota 162 104 152 115
Douglas 22 25 17 32
Fillmore 9 16 10 15
Freeborn 45 26 34 39
Goodhue 28 37 21 45
Grant 7 9 12 5
Hennepin 1,335 1,108 1,228 1,240
Houston 10 12 6 17
Hubbard 58 42 53 49
Isanti 53 51 46 58
Itasca 130 63 111 83
Kanabec 15 13 11 16
Kandiyohi 62 59 74 48
Kittson 6 10 6 7
Koochiching 25 18 22 22
Lac qui Parle 7 19 11 15
Lake 20 12 12 20
Lake of the Woods 8 1 7 2
Le Sueur 20 19 10 30
McLeod 49 37 46 43
Mahnomen 6 11 6 11
Marshall 8 7 6 12
Meeker 14 23 19 18
Mille Lacs 110 84 81 122
Morrison 26 36 22 44
Mower 66 43 42 69
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Flow of Children in Out-of-home Care (continued)

Continued in Remained in
County/tribe placement from Entere_d Left_placement placement after
placement in 2014 in 2014
2013 end of 2014

Nicollet 41 18 31 29
Nobles 37 34 35 35
Norman 10 10 15 5
Olmsted 81 120 93 111
Otter Tail 42 32 41 35
Pennington 23 34 27 30
Pine 39 58 43 55
Polk 49 52 51 52
Pope 16 14 12 19
Ramsey 851 633 773 746
Red Lake 3 2 4 1
Renville 45 13 32 27
Rice 46 43 25 65
Roseau 11 6 10 8
St. Louis 442 480 368 561
Scott 55 30 49 39
Sherburne 60 46 60 48
Sibley 11 15 13 13
Stearns 230 176 195 208
Stevens 3 7 4 6
Swift 37 16 18 35
Todd 36 49 32 53
Traverse 5 6 2 9
Wabasha 21 21 17 28
Wadena 24 12 26 10
Washington 137 98 137 99
Watonwan 17 11 14 13
Wilkin 2 5 2 5
Winona 36 25 28 33
Wright 75 85 58 104
Yellow Medicine 10 21 21 10
Southwest HHS 110 95 87 117
aasSMomes Valley 25 29 25 30
Faribault-Martin 89 59 57 91
MN Prairie 79 48 60 71
Lg_ech Lake Band of 60 113 6 132
Qjibwe

V\/__hlte Earth Band of 150 197 70 277
Ojibwe

Total 6,621 5,838 5,756 6,858
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Children in Out-of-home Care per 1,000 in the County Child Population

Countyi/tribe Unique children 2014 chil(ceisp;c;pulation Rateigfc(;r:!dren
' per 1,000
Aitkin 45 2,758 16.3
Anoka 448 83,470 5.4
Becker 173 8,188 21.1
Beltrami 686 11,615 59.1
Benton 107 9,795 10.9
Big Stone 14 1,057 13.2
Blue Earth 99 12,865 7.7
Brown 53 5,479 9.7
Carlton 99 8,088 12.2
Carver 106 27,178 3.9
Cass 104 6,024 17.3
Chippewa 4 2,771 1.4
Chisago 92 12,766 7.2
Clay 236 14,230 16.6
Clearwater 38 2,172 17.5
Cook 12 853 14.1
Crow Wing 187 14,055 13.3
Dakota 258 103,094 2.5
Douglas 47 7,755 6.1
Fillmore 25 4,929 5.1
Freeborn 69 6,769 10.2
Goodhue 65 10,615 6.1
Grant 16 1,289 12.4
Hennepin 2,397 269,867 8.9
Houston 22 4,003 5.5
Hubbard 99 4,326 229
Isanti 97 9,383 10.3
Itasca 191 9,709 19.7
Kanabec 27 3,465 7.8
Kandiyohi 119 9,987 11.9
Kittson 12 958 12.5
Koochiching 42 2,435 17.2
Lac qui Parle 25 1,407 17.8
Lake 32 2,006 16.0
Lake of the Woods 8 720 11.1
Le Sueur 37 6,805 5.4
McLeod 86 8,543 10.1
Mahnomen 17 1,687 10.1
Marshall 15 2,160 6.9
Meeker 37 5,698 6.5
Mille Lacs 190 6,298 30.2
Morrison 61 7,717 7.9
Mower 109 9,814 11.1
Nicollet 58 7,248 8.0
Nobles 68 5,699 11.9
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Children in Out-of-home Care per 1,000 in the County Child Population
(continued)

Countyi/tribe Unique children 2014 chil(gsp;c;pulation Rateigfc(:;!dren
' per 1,000
Norman 18 1,539 11.7
Olmsted 197 37,047 5.3
Otter Tail 72 12,333 5.8
Pennington 57 3,252 17.5
Pine 96 5,985 16.0
Polk 94 7,419 12.7
Pope 30 2,327 12.9
Ramsey 1,427 124,557 11.5
Red Lake 5 1,007 5.0
Renville 56 3,385 16.5
Rice 89 14,625 6.1
Roseau 16 3,859 4.1
St. Louis 903 38,796 23.3
Scott 84 40,292 2.1
Sherburne 102 24,898 4.1
Sibley 25 3,666 6.8
Stearns 392 34,709 11.3
Stevens 9 2,047 4.4
Swift 52 2,037 25.5
Todd 82 5,829 14.1
Traverse 11 702 15.7
Wabasha 41 4,772 8.6
Wadena 36 3,308 10.9
Washington 224 62,752 3.6
Watonwan 25 2,734 9.1
Wilkin 7 1,494 4.7
Winona 61 9,330 6.5
Wright 157 37,335 4.2
Yellow Medicine 30 2,361 12.7
Southwest HHS 201 17,913 11.2
aﬁ'sSMomes Valley 52 5,061 10.3
Faribault-Martin 146 7,493 19.5
MN Prairie 125 19,248 6.5
(L)?iiwe"ake Band of 173 1,975 87.6
\(’)Vj'i”k;tweeEa"h Band of 345 1,981 174.2
Total 12,172 1,281,826 9.5

*There are no intercensal population estimates for Indian reservations. These numbers represent the 2010 U.S. Census
for children residing on the Leech Lake and White Earth reservations and who indicated American Indian alone or as
one of two or more races. The Leech Lake reservation has land in Cass, Itasca, Beltrami and Hubbard counties. The
White Earth reservation overlaps Mahnomen, Becker and Clearwater counties.
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Children in Out-of-home Care by Age Group

County/tribe 58;22;5 6-11 years 12-17 years 18-21 years
Aitkin 8 10 18 9
Anoka 145 100 154 49
Becker 58 56 54 5
Beltrami 261 216 182 26
Benton 34 20 42 11
Big Stone 7 2 4
Blue Earth 50 22 20
Brown 13 14 20
Carlton 23 18 38 20
Carver 20 30 36 20
Cass 30 33 37
Chippewa 1 1 2
Chisago 34 23 32
Clay 70 40 98 28
Clearwater 11 9 16
Cook 3 0 7
Crow Wing 71 49 48 19
Dakota 82 66 91 19
Douglas 10 10 19 8
Fillmore 8 6 9 2
Freeborn 20 14 26 9
Goodhue 17 19 26 3
Grant 4 4 7 1
Hennepin 791 514 775 317
Houston 10 5 3 4
Hubbard 25 25 41 8
Isanti 26 25 34 12
Itasca 62 56 64 9
Kanabec 7 2 13 5
Kandiyohi 28 28 54 9
Kittson 1 2 8 1
Koochiching 7 11 22 2
Lac qui Parle 4 8 13 0
Lake 13 7 10 2
Lake of the Woods 2 2 4 0
Le Sueur 12 10 10 5
McLeod 27 24 29 6
Mahnomen 3 2 10 2
Marshall 3 1 9 2
Meeker 4 9 15 9
Mille Lacs 69 47 59 15
Morrison 21 22 14 4
Mower 39 39 25 6
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Children in Out-of-home Care by Age Group (continued)

County/tribe 38;/32;5 4-5 years 6-11 years 12-14 years
Nicollet 21 16 18 3
Nobles 15 15 28 10
Norman 0 4 11 3
Olmsted 59 33 81 24
Otter Tail 32 11 26 3
Pennington 16 8 29 4
Pine 39 18 34 5
Polk 31 18 37 8
Pope 6 6 14 4
Ramsey 375 264 619 169
Red Lake 1 0 3 1
Renville 16 12 25 3
Rice 41 14 28
Roseau 1 3 6
St. Louis 328 268 257 50
Scott 22 13 35 14
Sherburne 27 15 45 15
Sibley 6 6 11 2
Stearns 112 101 142 37
Stevens 1 1 6 1
Swift 14 9 25 4
Todd 22 24 30 6
Traverse 2 2 6 1
Wabasha 10 13 16 2
Wadena 9 7 16 4
Washington 35 37 109 43
Watonwan 7 4 10 4
Wilkin 2 0 3 2
Winona 14 14 28
Wright 45 38 59 15
Yellow Medicine 6 7 12 5
Southwest HHS 49 51 71 30
aasSMomes Valley 12 14 21 5
Faribault-Martin 54 34 46 12
MN Prairie 52 33 27 13
l(_)?if)(\j\t]el_ake Band of 79 54 37 3
\é\/jrbltzeEarth Band of 153 96 87 9
Total 3,848 2,864 4,256 1,203
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Children in Out-of-hnome Care by Race and Ethnicity

African- American Asian/ Two or Unable to Total Hispanic
County/tribe American/ . Pacific White more : . ethnicity—
Indian determine | children
Black Islander races any race
Aitkin * 7 * 31 * * 45 *
Anoka 85 16 8 258 77 * 448 25
Becker * 69 * 80 16 * 173 *
Beltrami 9 584 * 67 24 * 686 12
Benton 9 * * 81 13 * 107 13
Big Stone * * * 10 * * 14 *
Blue Earth 7 * * 73 13 * 99 *
Brown * * * 49 * * 53 8
Carlton * 47 * 46 * * 99
Carver * * * 84 10 * 106 10
Cass * 40 * 55 8 * 104 *
Chisago * * * 75 9 * 92 7
Clay 15 45 * 123 50 * 236 38
Clearwater * 23 * * 9 * 38 *
Cook * 8 * * * * 12 *
Crow Wing * 9 * 155 18 * 187 *
Dakota 57 * * 146 48 * 258 38
Douglas * * * 28 12 * 47 *
Fillmore * * * 17 * * 25 *
Freeborn * * * 61 * * 69 18
Goodhue * * * 47 8 * 65 *
Grant * * * 15 * * 16 *
Hennepin 1007 337 53 407 566 27 2397 289
Houston * * * 16 * * 22 *
Hubbard * 27 * 60 9 * 99 11
Isanti * * * 85 10 * 97 *
Itasca * 26 * 140 18 * 191 *
Kanabec * * * 24 * * 27 *
Kandiyohi 9 * * 100 10 * 119 47
Kittson * * * 11 * * 12 *
Koochiching * * * 36 * * 42 *
Lac qui Parle * * * 22 * * 25 *
Lake * * * 28 * * 32 *
Lake of the Woods * * * * * * 8 *
Le Sueur * * * 31 * * 37 7
McLeod * * * 76 8 * 86 15
Mahnomen * 12 * * * * 17 *
Marshall * * * 12 * * 15 *
Meeker * * * 26 * * 37 *
Mille Lacs * 117 * 65 7 * 190 *
Morrison * * * 50 11 * 61 *
Mower 14 * * 81 12 * 109 19
Nicollet * * * 37 15 * 58 *
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Children in Out-of-home Care by Race and Ethnicity (continued)

African- . Asian/ Hispanic
. . American e . Two or Unable to Total .o

Countyitribe A/mBelg(c::En Indian |§|2ﬂggr White more races |determine| children e‘;zglrc;::ye—
Nobles * * 12 40 * * 68 24
Norman * * * 14 * * 18 *
Olmsted 29 * * 132 33 * 197 11
Otter Tail 9 * * 52 * * 72 *
Pennington * * * 54 * * 57 10
Pine * 31 * 55 8 * 96 *
Polk 7 13 * 61 12 * 94 19
Pope * * * 21 * * 30 *
Ramsey 611 94 136 360 210 16 1427 133
Red Lake * * * * * * 5 *
Renville * 8 * 45 * * 56 13
Rice 9 * * 67 * 7 89 10
Roseau * * * 13 * * 16 *
St. Louis 59 234 * 457 134 * 903 26
Scott 12 * * 46 19 * 84 14
Sherburne 11 * * 70 19 * 102 7
Sibley * * * 22 * * 25 *
Stearns 70 8 * 260 48 * 392 40
Stevens * * * * * * 9 *
Swift 7 * * 34 10 * 52 9
Todd * * * 72 8 * 82 8
Traverse * * * * * * 11 *
Wabasha * * * 32 * * 41 *
Wadena * * * 33 * * 36 *
Washington 35 * * 129 32 20 224 18
Watonwan * * * 21 * * 25 8
Winona * * * 50 * * 61 *
Wright 14 10 * 112 21 * 157 12
Yellow Medicine * * * 18 * * 30 7
Southwest HHS 10 34 * 116 36 * 201 31
aassMoines Valley * " " 50 " " 52 8
Faribault-Martin * * * 130 7 * 146 20
MN Prairie 13 * * 94 16 * 125 17
Ic_)?i(te)ﬁeLake Band of " 168 " " " " 173 "
\(l)\/jrtl)':seEarth Band of « 318 * " 27 * 345 10
Total 2,200 2,360 243 5,507 1,727 135 12,172 1,097

*The number of children is less than seven, and is not shown to prevent identification of individuals. Totals include the omitted data.
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American Indian Children in Out-of-home Care
Counts include children identifying American Indian alone or as one of two or more races.

. . American Indian children
County/tribe Am.erlcan' Indian in residential treatment
children in care .
setting

Aitkin 11
Anoka 61
Becker 80
Beltrami 599 34
Benton 13 1
Blue Earth 9 2
Carlton 52 12
Carver 9 2
Cass 42 6
Chisago 10 2
Clay 88 5
Clearwater 31 5
Cook 8 1
Crow Wing 16 1
Dakota 25 3
Douglas 13 1
Goodhue 10 1
Hennepin 638 131
Hubbard 35 2
Itasca 41 6
Mahnomen 16 3
Mille Lacs 121 7
Olmsted 11 4
Otter Tail 9 1
Pine 39 3
Polk 22 2
Ramsey 208 34
Renville 10 1
St. Louis 325 30
Scott 11 0
Stearns 27 1
Swift 10 3
Todd 8 0
Washington 15 3
Wright 20 2
Yellow Medicine 11 2
Southwest HHS 62 5
Faribault-Martin 10 1
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 173 11
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 345 19
State Total 3,334 374

*Counties were not included if there were less than seven children to prevent identification of individuals.
Total includes omitted data.
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American Indian Children in Out-of-home Care by Tribe

Counts include children identifying American Indian alone or as one of two or more races. More than one tribal
affiliation may be indicated for a child. Indication of a tribe does not necessarily mean a child is an enrolled member.

State where tribe is

American Indian

primarily located Tribe children
Bois Forte (Nett Lake) Band of Chippewa Indians 132
Fond du Lac Band of Chippewa Indians 161
Grand Portage Band of Chippewa Indians 24
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 467
Minnesota Lower Sioux Indian Community 49
Mille Lacs Band of Chippewa Indians 233
Minnesota Chippewa tribe (cannot identify specific band) 13
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians 743
Upper Sioux Community 9
White Earth Band of Ojibwe 715
Spirit Lake Tribe 46
North Dakota Standing 'R.ock SiOL'JX Tribe ' 63
Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reservation 19
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians 50
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 24
Oglala Sioux Tribe — Pine Ridge 59
South Dakota Rosebud Sioux Tribe 55
Sisseton-Wahpeton Sioux Tribe 77
Yankton Sioux Tribe 23
Bad River Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 7
Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin (WI. Winnebago) 17
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Chippewa 35
. . Lac du Flambeau Band of Chippewa 10
Wisconsin Menominee Indian Tribe 16
Oneida Tribe 17
Red Cliff Band of Chippewa 13
St. Croix Chippewa 18
Michigan Hannahville Indian Community 16
Other U.S. tribe 146
Canadian/foreign tribe 26
Other/Unknown Unknown Chippewa 16
Unknown Sioux 12
Unknown tribe 225
Total American Indian children 3,334

*Tribes with fewer than seven children were omitted to prevent identification of individuals. Total includes omitted data.
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Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-hnome Care

Foster family . Foster Juvenile Pre-adoptive | Pre-adoptive . . Residential | Supervised Total
County/tribe home- Foster fam_lly home- Group correctional home- home- Pre-kinship treatment |independent| ICF-DD unique
non-relative home-relative cor_porate/ home facility non-relative relative home center living children
shift staff
Aitkin 23 12 0 10 13 0 0 0 5 0 0 45
Anoka 290 86 8 19 53 37 31 3 43 11 2 448
Becker 88 40 1 7 16 11 32 1 16 0 0 173
Beltrami 423 296 9 56 29 18 2 43 1 0 686
Benton 50 28 9 12 13 10 0 1 14 1 0 107
Big Stone 8 4 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 14
Blue Earth 50 36 3 15 11 0 0 0 99
Brown 22 11 11 2 7 0 1 3 0 53
Carlton 43 22 7 22 4 1 4 33 1 0 99
Carver 40 37 3 6 17 7 4 0 18 8 1 106
Cass 47 50 1 16 14 4 1 0 0 0 104
Chippewa 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Chisago 54 37 1 2 8 6 3 0 1 0 92
Clay 116 26 9 4 93 10 10 0 20 0 0 236
Clearwater 20 15 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 38
Cook 2 6 1 1 2 3 0 0 12
Crow Wing 121 49 0 25 13 15 19 0 11 3 0 187
Dakota 118 76 9 12 4 22 19 2 40 6 3 258
Douglas 25 9 2 5 4 4 1 3 4 0 47
Fillmore 12 1 6 2 4 1 1 0 0 25
Freeborn 44 19 1 8 2 1 1 0 14 4 0 69
Goodhue 37 18 0 1 1 6 1 0 7 1 0 65
Grant 6 1 1 0 3 5 1 0 3 1 0 16
Hennepin 1,153 604 76 256 180 110 80 34 709 127 3 2,397
Houston 10 6 0 2 1 5 1 0 2 2 0 22
Hubbard 43 32 2 11 4 2 0 14 0 0 99
Isanti 50 29 0 4 4 11 0 12 1 1 97
Itasca 84 47 11 29 8 11 11 0 49 4 0 191
Kanabec 13 8 0 4 6 0 0 6 0 0 27
Kandiyohi 48 31 3 17 20 17 7 0 18 3 0 119
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Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care (continued)

_ Foster family |Foster family Eg;tg: Group Juvenile Pre-adoptive | Pre-adoptive Pre-kinship Residential _Supervised Tc_)tal
Countyl/tribe home—_ hom_e— corporate/ home correc_:t_lonal home—_ hom_e— home treatment lnde_pt_endent ICF-DD unigue
non-relative relative shift staff facility non-relative relative center living children
Kittson 6 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
Koochiching 20 4 0 4 9 4 6 1 0 0 42
Lac qui Parle 11 3 0 3 2 4 0 0 0 0 25
Lake 18 9 3 1 0 3 1 0 10 1 0 32
Lake of the Woods 4 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 8
Le Sueur 6 11 0 6 3 6 3 0 2 0 37
McLeod 29 40 2 4 0 9 1 0 11 0 0 86
Mahnomen 10 0 1 4 1 1 0 0 0 17
Marshall 5 2 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 15
Meeker 14 2 7 3 4 2 1 2 0 37
Mille Lacs 90 76 5 22 22 3 7 1 20 2 0 190
Morrison 38 16 5 3 1 10 3 0 4 0 61
Mower 57 34 2 2 7 15 1 3 0 109
Nicollet 27 11 2 10 4 3 0 2 0 58
Nobles 27 25 4 8 4 0 3 13 4 0 68
Norman 3 3 1 3 5 1 0 4 0 0 18
Olmsted 77 39 4 32 17 32 15 0 23 9 1 197
Otter Tail 49 16 3 2 7 0 0 10 1 0 72
Pennington 22 15 0 6 4 0 13 1 0 57
Pine 53 28 1 5 7 0 15 3 0 96
Polk 49 13 4 6 14 19 1 0 16 1 0 94
Pope 18 4 2 4 1 0 2 0 6 2 0 30
Ramsey 606 293 52 238 258 87 69 11 285 53 1 1,427
Red Lake 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Renville 15 27 10 3 0 56
Rice 47 26 1 11 2 1 0 89
Roseau 0 3 1 1 7 0 0 4 1 0 16
St. Louis 470 327 20 186 44 53 43 7 102 16 0 903
Scott 21 27 4 2 26 1 3 8 0 84
Sherburne 50 14 11 18 10 8 8 0 18 0 102
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Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care (continued)

Foster family . Foster Juvenile |Pre-adoptive | Pre-adoptive . . Residential | Supervised Total
. Foster family home- Group . Pre-kinship . -
Countyi/tribe home- . correctional home- home- treatment |independent | ICF-DD unique
. home-relative| corporate/ home - . ) home h h
non-relative . facility non-relative relative center living children
shift staff
Sibley 8 12 1 1 0 0 1 0 6 0 1 25
Stearns 192 107 7 46 56 31 29 6 23 10 0 392
Stevens 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 4 0 0 9
Swift 21 9 2 8 6 0 2 13 2 0 52
Todd 40 27 2 3 4 12 7 0 10 2 0 82
Traverse 4 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 11
Wabasha 23 0 5 1 6 0 1 1 41
Wadena 7 10 2 3 10 2 0 10 0 0 36
Washington 79 41 15 20 12 11 5 4 66 17 0 224
Watonwan 10 5 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 25
Wilkin 5 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 7
Winona 28 19 0 7 2 2 0 10 1 1 61
Wright 78 62 8 4 5 19 9 1 12 3 0 157
Yellow Medicine 13 1 1 5 3 2 2 0 6 2 0 30
Southwest HHS 91 57 7 36 16 12 2 0 30 16 0 201
Des Moines Valley 14 9 3 13 6 8 0 0 17 1 0 52
HHS
Faribault-Martin 60 67 3 12 1 23 1 146
MN Prairie 53 45 5 15 6 0 11 0 125
Leech Lake Band of 114 53 2 15 14 8 1 0 11 0 0 173
QOjibwe
White Earth Band of 161 180 2 8 25 13 25 0 19 1 0 345
Ojibwe
Total 5,888 3,433 371 1,322 1,181 765 568 100 2,055 366 16 12,172
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Days in Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care

Foster family |Foster family Foster Juver)ile Juver_1i|e Pre-adoptive | Pre-adoptive| Residential | Supervised
Countyl/tribe home- home- home- Group corre_c_tlonal corre_c_tlonal home-non- home - treatment |independent| ICF-DD Total
non-relative relative cor_porate/ home facility - facility - relative relative center living days
shift staff locked non-secure
Aitkin 2,649 1,513 0 362 275 997 0 0 558 0 0 6,354
Anoka 48,047 12,156 2,030 2,605 0 2,854 7,548 7,223 6,050 1,309 595 91,377
Becker 12,836 2,955 364 1,375 395 1,268 1,520 8,430 2,205 0 0 31,536
Beltrami 96,687 49,320 1,869 4,515 784 2,278 4,426 310 5,288 114 0 165,749
Benton 8,366 2,523 2,276 1,332 69 1,837 1,339 0 1,523 74 0 19,658
Big Stone 1,365 510 0 11 61 44 401 0 522 0 0 2,914
Blue Earth 7,602 4,785 573 685 0 160 2,367 2,250 1,276 0 0 19,698
Brown 2,630 1,171 2,049 140 82 218 885 0 995 405 0 8,688
Carlton 7,877 3,069 1,151 626 367 227 936 321 4,870 364 0 20,558
Carver 4,951 5,564 1,092 656 188 426 2,210 1,275 1,979 1,423 364 20,128
Cass 8,550 7,021 187 787 282 929 533 9 882 0 0 19,180
Chippewa 220 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 178 0 0 398
Chisago 5,862 4,582 93 45 35 362 1,314 590 1,158 229 0 14,270
Clay 15,853 3,758 1,859 333 171 1,325 2,461 2,796 2,646 0 0 31,202
Clearwater 3,973 1,484 21 0 392 252 0 984 623 0 7,729
Cook 310 1,158 180 26 0 108 0 0 312 0 2,822
Crow Wing 18,091 6,092 0 2,775 136 690 3,706 3,603 1,736 696 0 37,525
Dakota 11,229 9,701 2,351 2,055 195 128 4,036 3,229 1,757 1,846 950 37,651
Douglas 4,332 1,071 728 598 0 183 692 144 283 1,129 0 9,522
Fillmore 1,285 1,028 289 779 162 0 1,456 272 859 0 0 6,261
Freeborn 4,648 1,888 109 442 26 364 100 135 2,334 302 0 10,348
Goodhue 7,348 3,047 0 200 20 0 1,523 179 1,736 117 0 14,170
Grant 696 5 364 0 243 79 1,010 327 319 115 0 3,158
Hennepin 144,162 85,384 12,092 18,249 8,160 760 23,239 19,233 66,275 27,098 1,092 414,480
Houston 1,472 524 0 166 0 7 548 223 407 717 0 4,064
Hubbard 5,834 3,390 24 971 217 147 1,456 685 2,321 0 0 15,045
Isanti 7,066 3,610 0 969 444 87 1,229 2,549 1,938 13 348 18,253
Itasca 9,088 5,052 1,502 2,561 109 0 2,009 2,244 5,750 713 29,028
Kanabec 1,621 807 0 589 210 301 0 737 1,089 0 5,354
Kandiyohi 4,418 3,205 204 1,047 47 2,103 3,635 1,854 2,719 519 19,751
Section IV —Performance Measures 113



Days in Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care (continued)

ountrive | o™ | tamily | nome- | Group | correctonal | corfeconal g 200pe Preadopive| Resdontl | supervecd || o
non-relative hom'e— cor'porate/ home facility - facility - relative relative center living days
relative shift staff locked non-secure
Kittson 1,567 280 611 0 0 0 0 0 322 0 2,780
Koochiching 1,893 943 0 799 272 27 814 834 1,112 0 6,777
Lac qui Parle 2,819 54 0 583 118 0 1,288 0 1,171 0 6,033
Lake 2,028 1,333 14 25 0 0 720 212 886 125 0 5,343
Lake of the Woods 229 112 35 0 0 40 0 0 217 0 0 633
Le Sueur 1,271 1,204 0 1,372 21 36 1,615 711 1,673 226 0 8,129
McLeod 4,234 4,954 107 465 0 0 1,248 364 1,224 0 0 12,596
Mahnomen 1,977 413 0 182 42 288 211 104 513 0 0 3,730
Marshall 702 606 728 300 8 131 0 328 367 0 0 3,170
Meeker 2,676 431 728 758 596 0 898 424 1,411 245 0 8,203
Mille Lacs 17,301 12,632 939 2,056 1,053 931 551 1,701 3,958 210 0 41,647
Morrison 7,588 2,245 956 138 148 0 1,431 611 691 375 0 14,183
Mower 6,822 2,105 355 50 6 179 996 3,773 1,072 773 0 16,165
Nicollet 2,437 1,643 211 1,724 0 103 202 908 1,309 283 0 8,820
Nobles 3,085 3,212 1,117 502 257 126 832 0 1,556 552 0 12,014
Norman 506 411 359 195 206 113 223 223 462 0 0 2,698
Olmsted 11,360 5,795 1,133 1,826 358 1,569 7,534 3,919 3,681 2,483 55 39,713
Otter Tail 7,382 2,134 910 99 145 683 116 0 1,773 208 0 13,450
Pennington 3,736 3,276 0 1,264 15 967 1,527 888 1,342 40 0 13,055
Pine 7,346 5,456 324 562 13 33 1,012 1,933 1,905 229 0 18,813
Polk 5,598 1,547 786 681 197 688 4,088 358 1,778 246 0 15,967
Pope 1,749 733 416 586 0 80 0 275 845 269 0 4,953
Ramsey 66,408 54,519 4,606 8,320 10,996 1,255 20,149 16,756 34,457 12,287 9 232,472
Red Lake 260 0 300 0 0 89 0 0 0 0 0 649
Renville 1,536 2,829 1,304 466 9 6 0 0 662 538 0 8,442
Rice 10,189 3,678 364 2,323 0 21 303 1,939 1,319 30 0 20,806
Roseau 0 247 364 364 145 318 0 0 485 364 0 2,287
St. Louis 80,556 44,784 5,191 3,510 744 2,660 12,223 12,227 12,100 2,705 0 178,322
Scott 2,533 3,393 1,045 266 59 682 854 139 262 2,135 0 11,423
Sherburne 5,767 1,860 1,890 664 78 295 2,444 1,090 2,600 802 0 17,490
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Days in Placement Settings Experienced by Children in Out-of-home Care (continued)

. Foster Foster Juvenile Juvenile . . . . .
Foster family . . . Pre-adoptive |Pre-adoptive| Residential | Supervised
. family home- Group correctional | correctional . Total
Countyl/tribe home- i L home-non- home - treatment |independent| ICF-DD
; home- corporate/ home facility — facility — ) . g days
non-relative ] . relative relative center living
relative shift staff locked non-secure

Sibley 2,034 1,663 364 121 0 0 0 19 778 0 260 5,239
Stearns 24,840 13,377 1,998 3,747 3,063 2,043 5,897 7,823 3,536 2,282 0 69,707
Stevens 92 728 11 113 0 16 154 0 828 0 0 1,942
Swift 3,693 928 340 417 114 270 472 0 1,478 495 0 8,935
Todd 5,396 4,851 467 600 56 96 1,294 1,642 1,178 301 0 15,881
Traverse 1,373 0 0 0 0 602 0 80 350 0 0 2,405
Wabasha 4,767 828 0 497 199 0 289 1,319 946 29 364 9,238
Wadena 1,068 1,107 136 441 313 125 188 116 723 0 0 4,217
Washington 8,064 7,141 4,795 1,757 243 240 2,327 1,765 4,485 3,604 35,508
Watonwan 917 278 364 0 0 177 237 0 1,572 294 3,839
Wilkin 1,165 0 0 245 0 0 0 0 118 364 1,892
Winona 3,446 2,859 0 267 19 35 394 632 2,168 364 124 10,308
Wright 11,465 8,792 1,984 300 0 292 5,780 2,190 1,199 381 32,747
Yellow Medicine 2,156 82 364 428 170 129 68 116 468 177 4,158
Southwest HHS 12,802 5,662 1,905 3,970 442 1,502 2,144 260 4,264 4,116 37,067
Des Moines

Valley HHS 2,129 1,059 762 944 309 360 1,335 0 3,088 94 0 10,080
Faribault-Martin 6,984 7,270 364 327 31 252 703 2,671 2,313 0 364 21,377
MN Prairie 8,215 3,845 1,044 361 142 405 2,176 1,283 2,073 1,041 0 20,585
Leech Lake

Band of Ojibwe 23,490 10,570 31 1,074 12 1,788 2,672 364 1,636 0 0 41,637
White Earth

Band of Ojibwe 32,500 33,131 82 1,073 27 1,219 3,028 7,817 2,335 37 0 81,249
Total 867,219 493,373 71,211 91,661 33,696 39,005 161,016 137,416 237,277 75,887 4,525 2,235,645
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Reasons for Entering Out-of-home Care
Note: Children may have entered care for multiple reasons and may have entered multiple times. Every reason is counted in this figure (not children).

County/tribe Abr?]ré?](t) n- ﬁgg?ei(: ;/)A rl I;S% Sgn éléi%(;(lj i(rig{)eilti?; ?(r) Inr? gfgit:%te c :enr ;f}ro n eI;I 2 (r)e;]not | P(?rrf g t a?cr:)l:]?)l Ch;lt;juggu 91 p ;E\I/(ijo Mg is(,:;tijli(lji ty Other*
abuse abuse cope of parents | abuse abuse abuse problem
Aitkin 1 9 0 1 1 0 0 2 6 0 0 25 1 3
Anoka 6 77 60 21 41 23 12 11 106 0 0 87 23 3
Becker 1 45 12 9 20 5 0 6 45 0 1 33 3 2
Beltrami 11 473 6 23 11 3 8 27 68 0 0 55 3 1
Benton 1 22 11 4 10 0 0 2 18 0 0 39 3 0
Big Stone 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 3 0 0
Blue Earth 1 26 2 5 4 6 31 0 0 11 6 1
Brown 0 12 0 0 0 1 9 0 1 17 3 1
Carlton 1 15 4 10 1 3 1 13 0 0 42 8 1
Carver 1 21 14 1 2 6 1 13 1 2 37 7 0
Cass 1 13 27 4 0 0 3 24 0 0 18 3 2
Chippewa 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Chisago 3 29 11 2 1 3 2 21 0 0 13 3 4
Clay 5 43 10 7 19 1 12 9 11 0 7 143 18 3
Clearwater 0 13 6 1 0 7 0 0 0 11 0 0
Cook 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0
Crow Wing 7 48 17 0 11 3 10 10 44 1 2 43 0 2
Dakota 6 102 28 4 31 5 7 5 32 0 1 25 22 1
Douglas 0 11 0 7 3 0 2 4 0 0 14 1 3
Fillmore 0 8 0 3 0 0 3 0 1 7 0 0
Freeborn 1 11 2 4 6 3 4 21 0 0 19 3 1
Goodhue 3 15 15 1 2 1 5 4 8 0 0 11 1 0
Grant 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 6 1 0
Hennepin 101 738 286 122 120 16 64 79 310 4 9 540 56 11
Houston 1 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 5 0 1
Hubbard 2 12 14 1 2 0 2 5 25 1 1 33 2 1
Isanti 1 10 6 0 5 13 4 2 34 0 0 29 0 0
Itasca 1 40 6 4 16 4 1 8 40 0 2 61 6 4
Kanabec 0 3 1 1 0 1 0 8 0 0 9 4 0
Kandiyohi 0 27 8 5 7 1 10 0 16 1 2 46 1 0
* “Other” includes Death of parent, TPR and Safe Place for Newborns.
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Reasons for Entering Out-of-home Care (continued)

c _ Abandon- | Alleged Alleged Alleged _Care_t‘aker Inadequate Incar- Parent Parent Child Child Chilc_j Child .
ountyl/tribe ment neglect physical sexual inability to housing ceration alcohol drug alcohol drug behavior disability Other
abuse abuse cope of parents| abuse abuse abuse abuse problem

Kittson 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 6 1 1
Koochiching 1 6 3 0 3 0 0 2 7 0 1 13 1 0
Lac qui Parle 0 0 5 4 0 0 0 0 9 1 0 7 0 0
Lake 0 3 0 0 1 0 2 2 14 0 0 1 0
\I;\?Iggdc;f the 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 0 0
Le Sueur 0 8 2 0 6 1 2 0 4 0 0 11 4 2
McLeod 0 16 0 0 8 2 0 8 39 0 3 3 1
Mahnomen 1 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1
Marshall 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0
Meeker 0 0 2 4 8 2 1 0 0 15 3 0
Mille Lacs 7 34 16 4 7 0 1 6 68 1 4 49 4 0
Morrison 0 14 0 1 6 1 0 1 29 0 0 10 1 3
Mower 0 31 11 12 8 0 2 4 32 0 0 6 5 0
Nicollet 1 6 6 0 10 3 1 3 15 0 0 15 2 0
Nobles 1 16 2 6 5 3 2 1 10 2 2 20 4 0
Norman 0 4 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 14 1 0
Olmsted 0 39 7 5 4 1 2 6 62 0 0 72 5 1
Otter Tail 0 15 5 1 10 2 7 6 6 0 0 16 7 0
Pennington 3 3 5 3 0 0 1 15 0 4 15 0 1
Pine 2 28 9 1 0 2 0 27 0 0 19 0 1
Polk 0 29 13 1 2 10 1 2 1 0 35 7 0
Pope 1 4 3 1 0 1 0 3 0 0 14 1 0
Ramsey 24 448 140 71 59 5 27 21 105 1 5 624 15 29
Red Lake 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
Renville 1 5 0 0 3 0 3 21 1 0 18 2 2
Rice 1 26 12 1 3 4 12 0 0 13 2
Roseau 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 5 9 0
St. Louis 22 186 63 18 66 22 26 20 347 0 8 138 12 8
Scott 6 25 3 3 4 0 7 0 3 29 4 1
Sherburne 0 21 9 2 5 3 14 0 4 45 3 1
* “Other” includes Death of parent, TPR and Safe Place for Newborns.
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Reasons for Entering Out-of-home Care (continued)

c _ Abandon- | Alleged Alleg_ed Alleged ‘Cargt_aker Inadequate Incar- Parent Parent Child Child Chil(_i Child .
ounty/tribe ment neglect physical sexual inability to housing ceration of | alcohol drug alcohol drug behavior disability Other
abuse abuse cope parents abuse abuse abuse abuse problem

Sibley 0 6 0 3 1 0 1 0 7 0 1 5 2 0
Stearns 5 118 70 15 18 1 11 9 44 0 14 110 2 13
Stevens 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0
Swift 8 5 1 2 1 12 6 0 2 0 1 15 1 0
Todd 0 25 11 7 3 2 2 13 0 0 16 1 4
Traverse 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0
Wabasha 0 13 0 3 0 0 10 0 1 11 4 0
Wadena 0 8 0 0 0 0 1 6 0 0 5 15 0 3
Washington 4 41 14 9 18 11 10 1 18 0 3 93 21 1
Watonwan 1 0 4 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 0
Wilkin 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Winona 4 13 2 13 1 1 0 1 0 0 19 0
Wright 5 24 30 8 3 1 5 47 0 2 18 13 2
Yellow Medicine 0 8 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 4 8 1 0
Southwest HHS 8 29 12 2 10 2 4 2 53 2 5 56 15 4
aﬁfSMO'“eS Valley 0 9 1 0 9 1 0 0 3 0 1 28 4 0
Faribault-Martin 1 12 4 2 9 3 66 0 12 17 3
MN Prairie 5 37 0 14 1 8 2 29 0 5 21 5 0
'afg‘;irg)vbgke Band 23 49 12 9 17 0 4 7 55 0 0 3 0 0
\c?f/holtj?bsvirth Band 25 39 23 8 16 8 6 4 196 1 7 12 0 2
Total 315 3,257 1,082 433 731 208 333 332 2,333 19 133 3,116 353 131

* “Other” includes Death of parent, TPR and Safe Place for Newborns.
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Reasons for Discharge from Out-of-home Care
Note: Children may have exited care multiple times, for multiple reasons. Reasons for discharge are counted once per child, per episode in this table.

counrive | AW | oClodibar | ansterof | Luingwith | Guardian- | oo | RUnaAWay | ooy o | Transferto
caretakers customary custody toa |other relatives ship longer planned) child or tribe
adoption relative
Aitkin 22 0 1 2 0 4 0 0 0
Anoka 178 23 14 9 0 13 6 0 7
Becker 50 18 8 3 1 0 0 0 2
Beltrami 108 12 20 2 0 10 1 2 0
Benton 33 3 2 0 7 0 0 0
Big Stone 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Blue Earth 25 14 1 0 2 0 0 1
Brown 19 4 0 2 0 3 0 0 1
Carlton 18 10 1 1 8 0 0 1
Carver 36 10 8 1 0 7 2 0 3
Cass 28 11 2 0 3 0 0 0
Chippewa 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chisago 29 10 4 0 2 0 0 5
Clay 157 11 4 4 0 3 2 0 16
Clearwater 12 0 0 0 0 0 1
Cook 3 0 0 1 0 0 0
Crow Wing 51 24 9 5 0 6 0 1 7
Dakota 103 24 13 2 4 6 1 0 3
Douglas 12 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 2
Fillmore 7 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
Freeborn 24 1 2 0 0 8 1 0 0
Goodhue 11 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 2
Grant 5 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Hennepin 820 117 92 49 0 103 38 1 48
Houston 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Hubbard 36 1 2 1 5 0 0 1
Isanti 19 10 0 0 8 0 0 0
Itasca 79 24 1 0 2 0 0 7
Kanabec 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kandiyohi 46 13 6 5 1 2 2 0 1
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Reasons for Discharge from Out-of-home Care (continued)

Reunified with | . AdOPtion Permanent L ; ; Runaway Transfer to
Countyltribe parents/ finalized/tribal transfer of Living Wl'th Guarc_ilan- Aged out (placement no Deat_h of another agency
caretakers customary custod_y toa |other relatives ship longer planned) child or tribe
adoption relative

Kittson 9 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Koochiching 16 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
Lac qui Parle 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lake 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Lake of the Woods 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0
Le Sueur 6 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
McLeod 27 7 4 4 0 3 1 0 0
Mahnomen 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
Marshall 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Meeker 6 1 0 0 3 1 0 0
Mille Lacs 60 5 11 2 3 3 3 0 3
Morrison 7 11 0 0 1 3 0 0 0
Mower 23 13 2 1 0 2 0 0 1
Nicollet 20 3 4 2 0 1 1 0 2
Nobles 22 6 4 0 3 1 0 0
Norman 10 2 2 1 0 2 0 0 0
Olmsted 52 28 1 3 0 9 0 0 0
Otter Tail 28 1 10 1 0 1 0 0 2
Pennington 17 6 1 2 0 0 0 0 1
Pine 24 10 0 1 1 0 0 2
Polk 33 16 1 0 3 0 0 0
Pope 7 0 3 1 0 1 0 0 0
Ramsey 662 73 47 15 0 25 20 1 18
Red Lake 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Renville 21 5 0 2 0 0 1
Rice 18 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roseau 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
St. Louis 221 54 80 7 0 9 1 1 3
Scott 42 3 2 3 0 5 0 0 2
Sherburne 39 9 3 2 0 7 0 0 3
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Reasons for Discharge from Out-of-home Care (continued)

Reunified with . Ac_ioptio_n Permanent o . . Runaway Transfer to
Countyltribe parents/ finalized/tribal transfer of Living WI.th Guarc_ilan- Aged out (placement no Deat_h of another agency
caretakers customary custody toa |other relatives ship longer planned) child or tribe
adoption relative
Sibley 6 0 2 2 0 1 1 0 1
Stearns 149 27 23 10 2 7 1 0 3
Stevens 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Swift 10 2 4 0 0 3 0 0 0
Todd 22 6 0 3 0 2 1 0 0
Traverse 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Wabasha 10 4 1 0 0 0 2 0 0
Wadena 20 3 3 0 1 1 0 0 0
Washington 111 8 9 4 0 12 1 0 3
Watonwan 11 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 1
Wilkin 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Winona 20 4 6 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wright 37 6 7 1 0 6 2 0 0
Yellow Medicine 10 4 0 1 1 0 0 0 6
Southwest HHS 65 7 9 2 1 4 1 0 2
aﬁ'sSMoines Valley 14 7 ) 1 0 ) 0 0 0
Faribault-Martin 30 9 7 0 4 0 0 1
MN Prairie 36 13 5 3 0 3 1 0 3
(';?g‘l?i';wbzke Band 29 1 6 7 2 2 0 0 0
\c’)\]f*gtj?biirth Band 35 10 18 3 0 4 0 0 0
Total 3,985 704 554 203 21 351 93 6 170
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Flow of Children in Guardianship

County/tribe guErr(]jtinr?ghip gl?e;]rtcliri]:r?sdhlig Adopted Aged out
Aitkin 0 0 0 0
Anoka 33 21 48 1
Becker 12 16 8 0
Beltrami 9 12 9 1
Benton 7 6 9 2
Big Stone 4 4 1 0
Blue Earth 9 14 9 1
Brown 6 4 3 0
Carlton 4 5 1 0
Carver 0 10 2 0
Cass 10 0 13 0
Chippewa 0 0 0 0
Chisago 5 4 0
Clay 10 7 12 0
Clearwater 0 0 1 0
Cook 0 0 0
Crow Wing 19 24 10 1
Dakota 12 25 14 2
Douglas 5 0 5 1
Fillmore 0 0 6 0
Freeborn 1 1 1 0
Goodhue 2 2 9 0
Grant 1 6 0 0
Hennepin 107 126 154 19
Houston 0 2 2 0
Hubbard 4 1 5 0
Isanti 6 10 6 1
Itasca 14 4 17 1
Kanabec 5 0 5 0
Kandiyohi 13 13 9 1
Kittson 0 0 0 0
Koochiching 2 4 2 0
Lac qui Parle 0 4 1 0
Lake 1 3 1 0
Lake of the Woods 0 0 0 0
Le Sueur 2 3 1 0
McLeod 2 7 3 1
Mahnomen 1 1 0 0
Marshall 1 1 0 0
Meeker 4 6 0 0
Mille Lacs 4 3 6 0
Morrison 3 11 3 0
Mower 13 13 12 0
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Flow of Children in Guardianship (continued)

County/tribe gugrr:jti(:r?ghip gl?;rt(;ri]:r?sdhlig Adopted Aged out
Nicollet 4 3 2 0
Nobles 4 0
Norman 1 2 1 1
Olmsted 29 27 22 0
Otter Tail 1 1 3 0
Pennington 2 6 3 1
Pine 6 11 8 0
Pipestone 0 1 0 0
Polk 7 16 4 0
Pope 1 0 1 0
Ramsey 34 73 115 10
Red Lake 0 0 0 0
Renville 0 0 0 0
Rice 15 7 14 0
Roseau 0 0 0 0
St. Louis 49 52 76 2
Scott 4 2 5 1
Sherburne 11 9 0
Sibley 1 0 0
Stearns 35 26 45 6
Stevens 1 0 0
Swift 1 2 2 0
Todd 14 6 16 0
Traverse 1 0 1 0
Wabasha 4 14 0
Wadena 0 3 1 0
Washington 10 8 12 0
Watonwan 1 0 0
Wilkin 0 1 0
Winona 0 3 1 0
Wright 11 6 26 2
Yellow Medicine 4 0 0
Southwest HHS 5 7 0
aasSMomes Valley 0 7 3 0
Faribault-Martin 2 9 2 0
MN Prairie 20 14 16 1
é?i(;weLake Band of 0 0 0 0
\(/)\/jrkl)tvseEarth Band of 0 0 0 0
Total 604 686 802 56
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