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According to a recent report, 6,829 children were in the
foster care system in Nebraska as of late June 2008, While the
state 1s legally responsible for protecting the safety of these
children, most states rely heavily on federal funding in order to
do so. Nebraska, however, has done a poor job of "drawing
down” federal funds to reimburse state foster care funding. In
2 2002 comparison of the fifty states' total child welfare spend-
ing from federal and state/local sources, only ten other states
expended & higher percentage of state/local to federal funds
than Nebraska did?’ Nebraska improved significantly in this
measure by 2004, bur still fell below the national average.”

Not only does Nebraslka spend more state and local dollass
to fund child welfare than most other states, but Nebraska's nti-
Tization of varicus federal child welfare funding sources differs

significantly from most other states. For instance, in 2004

Nebraska had the second lowest "IV-E participation rate” - also
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referred to as the "penetration rate,” or percentage of children
eligible for one of the largest federal sources of foster care fund-
ing, Title IV-E of the Social Security Act - in the country.” In
that year, Nebraska's penettation rate was 29%, while the

In addition, Nebraska relies more
heavily on Medicaid dollars to fund child welfare services than

national average was 52%.°

most states, In 2004, 59% of total spending on child welfare in
Nebraska came from Medicaid funds while the national aver-
age was only 10%. This reliance on Medicaid is concerning,
primarily because the current federal administration has taken
steps to cisallow certain child welfare claims under Medicaid, a

move that would hit Nebraska particularly hasd?

In light of these statistics, Nebraska Appleseed recently asked
two questions with regard to Nebraska's foster care financing
structure; (1) why does Nebraska have such a Jow IV-E partici-
pation rate (presumably, the driving force behind the overreliance
on Medicaid funds), and (2} how can Nebrasks move effectively
leverage federal foster care funding? Perhaps surprisingly, the
answers we found are instructive not only for state and federal
child welfare administrators, legislators, and other policy makers,
but also for juvenile court attorneys and judges who, whether
they know it or not, can play a role in nsuring that eligible cases
are federally reimbursable under Title IV-E.

Background on Federal Sources of Child
Ifare Funding
In 2004, Nebraska spent $166,017,977 for child welfare

services.”

This includes all direct and administrative services
the state provides to children and families in the foster care sys-
tem.® Of that amount, 46% came from federal funds, and 54%
came from state funds.” In 2004, Nebraska received

- N
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$76,809,632 m federal funds and spent $89,208,345 in state
funds for child welfare.™

Federal funds for child welfare services can be divided into
two categories: those dedicated solely to child welfare and those
that can be used for child welfare but can also be spent on other
programs.” The principal federal sources of dedicated child
welfare dollars are Title TV-B and Title IV-E of the Social
Security Act.® The principal federal sources of non-dedicated
child welfare dollars are Medicaid, Temporary Assistance for
Needy Children (TANF), and the Social Service Block Grant
{S8BGLE

In terms of dedicated child welfare funding, Title IV-E of

the Social Secusity Act generally provides federal assistance to
cover the cost of "room and board” for children in foster care
{called a “maintenance payment”) and special needs children in
adoptive homes (called "adoption assistance"}, the cost of the
state agency's administration and training {e.g., dme spent in
court, conmecing children with services, recruiting new foster
parents, training foster parents and caseworkers, etc.), and
funde to assist with independent living for youth who "age cut”
of foster care.” Title IV-B of the Social Security Act, Subpart
1, is generally considered to be very flexible and can be spent on
a number of child welfare related services.™ Subpart 2 of Title
IV-B - Promoting Safe and Stable Families - requires that at
feast 20% of the money must be spent in four categories: fami-
ly preservation, community-based family support services, time
Lmited family reunification services, and adoption promotion
and sapport services."

The non-dedicated child welfare funding sowrces are:
Medicaid,® TANF" and the Sccial Services Block Grant®
Non-dedicated child welfare funding sources have the advan-
tage of oilering states more flexdbility in how the funds can be
used,” However, the availability of non-dedicated funds for
child welfare purposes is valnerable to shifts in state and federal
priorities.”

Understanding Title IV-E and Nebraska's
Low Participation Rate

For most states, Title IV-E is 2 primary source of federal
funding for foster care. However, the eligibility requirements for
Title IV-E reimbursernent are outdated and remain tied to the
income of the home from which the child was removed. In addi-
tion, other eligibility provisions require close attention to and
administrative oversipght of a number of procedural protections
and court oversight requirements, It is Tikely that both of these
factors impact Nebraska's low level of IV-E retmbursement.

Income Eligibility for Title IV-E

The federal government provides a matching amount of

Tide IV-E funds to the state child welfare svstem but only for
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children who are eligible.® Unfortunately, eligibility for Title
IV-E foster care funds remains tied to an outdated eligibility
threshold for a cash welfare program, Aid to Families with
Dependent Children (AFDC), which no longer exists.
Furthermore, Titde IV-E provides that foster children only
receive federal funding if the parents who allegedly abused or
neglected them meet the income guideline for AFDC in 1996,

By way of background, when the former AFDC program
existed, it had an automatic eligibility threshold for a number
of federal programs.” If a child was removed from 2 family that
met the income eligibility for AFDC, that child would also be
cligible for Title IV-E foster care and adoption assistance.”
However when AFDC was eliminated as part of welfare reform
in 1996 and replaced by the TANF block grant, it was agreed
that foster care and adoption assistance would remain tied to
whatever the states had established as their AFDC income eli-
gitility level on fuly 16, 1996 This link to the 1996 date is
somerimes referred to as the "look-back” provision® Because
the AFDC program was based on a complex system of eligibil-
ity requirements and because Congress has not updated the
income eligibility for Title IV-E foster care assistance since that
time, a large number of children in foster care are simply not
eligible for Title IV-E assistance because of their parent's
income.™

The "look-back” provision, tying eligibility for Title IV-E
to 1996 AFDC eligibility, has particularly deleterions effects
for Nebraska, which, in 1996, had an exceptionally low eligibil-
ity level relative to other states. To provide some context, the
eligibility for AFDIC in Nebraska was only spproximasely $673
per month for a family of three in 1996.% That means that if a
child today is removed from & home in which the household
mcome is more than approximately $673 per month, that child
1s not eligible for foster care assistance under Title V-

Other IV-E Requirements

More than just income eligibility considerations tied to
AFDC, even though this may be the most significant factor,
affect whether a state receives a federal match for children in
% In order for a state to receive 2 federal match
under Title IV-E, other requirements must be met as well.®

These requirements, generally the responsibility of the state

foster care.

agency and court system, are inteaded o putin place important
protections for children and families and other mechanisms to
insure court oversight of child welfare cases. At the same time,
the requirements place some degree of administrative burden
on the state agency, which must not only see thar the relevant
requirements are being met throughout the course of a case hut
must also review files o assess whether they qualify and may be
submitted for Title IV-E reimbursement.

Below are some examples of the various requirements for
IV-E reimbursement, Please note that this list is nor exhaus-
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must he met for Title TV-E reimbursement.

IV-E funds ifs

= there 8 not & court order contdining a "contrary
to the welfare™™ finding;

* the "contrary to the welfare” order was not the
first order sanctioning removal;

= there is not a court order finding "reasonable
efforts to prevent removal” or that reasonable
efforts to preveat removal were not required,

= the "reasonable efforts to prevent removal” find-
ing was not made within 60 days from removal;

= the child 15 18 years old or older;

* the child was not deprived of the care, guidance
or support of one or both parents during the
removal month;

= the relative family from whom custody was
removed did not meet 1996 AFDIC income and
asset requirements;

« the child did not live with the relative from
whom custody was removed during the 6-months
prior o or during the removal month; and

* the child was on a trial home visit™ longer than
six months, without court extension.™

=
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tive, but is Intended 10 give a general sense of the factors that

For example, a child may be considered ineligible for Tide
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In addition to the above requirements, the following are
some additional factors that contribute to a Titde IV-E eligible
child not being reimbursable. These additional factors are dis-
tinet from those listed above in that they are in a sense "curable”
or may change from month to month, whereas the require-
ments listed above may be considered "fatal” or have to be met
in the first instance.

* the child is not in a licensed placement;
* the custody order becomes invalid;

« the court fails to find "reasonable efforts”
finalize permanency every twelve months;

w

¢ the child is receiving Supplemental Security
Tncome; and

= the child is ne Jonger deprived of the care, guid-
ance or suppoert of one or both parents”

As noted above, in order to obtain reimbursement for Title
IV-E, the state agency must insure that applicable requirements
are met and review files to determine whether cases are reim-
bursable. It is easy to lose Title IV-E funds if this responsibil-
ity falls on under qualified or overburdened staff charged with
handling these potentially Title TV-E eligible files.

In arder to provide oversight of this process, the US.

Department of Health and Human Services performs "regufar
systematic” andits™ of states’ Title IV-E systems. The audit
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reviews a small sample of files for documentation and verifies
that 2 number of eligibility requirements are met.®

Any Tide IV-E payments made in cases determined to be
ineligible during the audit are assessed as a disallowance and
states must repay these funds.” Nebraska was found to be in
subgtantial compliance on initial review in the most recent
audit in 2006, whick suggests a more cautlous approach in
Nebraska to claiming reimbursement for IV-E* Tt 15 possible
that some states may be more permissive in submitting cases for
IV-E reimbursement and risk repaying cases deemed ineligible
later, rather than potentially under-submitting cases in order to
avoid penaliies.

improving Nebraska's Approach to
Foster Care Financing

Nebraska i disproportionately spending more state funds
on child welfare than it should and is not adequately utilizing
Title IV-E funds. Nebraska is missing out on federal dollars
and by doing so it is shifting the monetary burden of funding
child welfare to the state and allowing our federal tax dellars to
go to other stares. Nebraska's system of foster care fnancing
could be improved by "delinking" Title IV-E and AFDC at the
federal level and by improving our administrative oversight of
eligibility requirements at the state Jevel.

Delinking IV-E Eligibility to AFDC

One likely reason Nebraska's IV-E participation rate is so
low is because Nebraska's 1996 AFDIC eligibility rate is low in
comparison to other states. The maintenance of the link
between Title IV-E and AFDC is problematic not just for
Nebraska; "almost all administrators speak of declining Title
IV-E penetration rates because of it." One solution that has
been proposed to increase participation rates nationally would
be to "delink" Tide IV-E eligibility from AFDIC and instead
hink TV-E eligibility to current TANF eligibility standards.®
However, this selution, referred to by some as "re-linking,"
would only update the income eligibility standard for Title TV-
E and would continue to leave many children ineligible.
Moreover, it would not address the fact that children's eligibil-
ity for federal foster care payments should not depend on the
income of the home from which they were removed. It is also
unlikely to significantly boost Nebraska's IV-E participation
rate significantly as Nebraska's TANF eligibility lags behind
many other states.

Two coalitions of child welfare advocates and organizations
at the national level - the Pew Commission on Children in Fosier
Care {"Pew Commuission™) and the Partnership to Protect
Children and Strengthen Families ("Partnership”) - have calfed
for the elimination of income eligibility for Title IV-E alto-
gether. The Pew Comumission report proposes a cost-neutral
method of delinking in order to "pay for foster care for every

16

child who needs protection . . . regardless of income."* The
Partnership proposal recommends "federal, as well as state,
financial support for all children when they must be placed in
foster care by eliminating the income eligibility criteria applic-
able to Title IV-E, provided that state funds currently used for
foster care are reinvested in prevention and treatment services
for children who are at-risk of being or have been abused or
neglected.™ The chief difference between the proposals is that
the Pew Commission would convert Title IV-E training,
administrative, and child placement funds to a block grant
while the Partnership proposal recommends maintaining Title
IV-E as an open-ended entitlement, but separating administra-
tive costs from casework services.
The recommendations of these coalitions are available at:

Pew Commission on Children in Foster Care:

http://pewfostercare. org/research/docs/FinalReport.pdf

Partmership to Protect Children and Strengthen Families:

httpy//www.clasp.org/publications/changes_ew_law.pdf

A step in the direction of delinking Title IV-E foster care
eligibility from 1996 AFDC levels was recently made when
Congress passed- the Fostering Connections to Success and
Increasing Adoptions Act in September® This bill delinks
Title IN-E adoption assistance from 1996 AFDC and advocates
are hopeful that Congress will take the next step to delink Title
IV-E payments for foster care in future sessions,

If no change takes place, penetration rates will continue to
fall. With a falling penetration rate, Nebraska will have to seek
other funding sources like Nebraska has done with Mediesid
dollars in order to "compensate for the loss in Tide IV-E
funds,™

Meeting Other Eligibility and Reimbursement
Requirements

While eliminating the income eligibility for Title IV-E
would likely have the most dramatic effect on raising
INebraska's participation rate and participation rates nationally,
close scrutiny of eligibility determinations by the state agency
and other requirements by the legal system may also help to
raise Nebraska's reimbursement for Title IV-E.

State Agen cy

A potential solution to improving Title IV-E reimburse-
ment could be in specially training dedicated staff whose
responsibility is to review these files. Nebraska has designated
specific workers to perform the Tite IV-E eligibility functions
but this may not be enough.® These workers may be aver-
worked to begin with or, more mmportantly, not trained in
ucderstanding the nuances of Title IV-E funding.

Here, Nebraska can learn from our neighbors in Towa.
Towa has made an attempt to carefully identify cases that are
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eligible for Tide IV-E and, according to their website,” has
been able to "serve more children with state resources by lever-
aging federal funding” through Title IV-E* In attempting to
improve their IV-E participation rate, Iowa has established a
Title IV-F. eligibility unit where ongoing staff training is pro-
vided and supervisors conduct reviews to identify cases poten-
tially eligible for Title IV-E funds™ At least in part as a result
of these reforms, Towa has been able to raise their penetration
rate from 28% in 2003 two 42% in 20087 Other states have
hired consultants to help them raise their Title IV-E participa-
tion rates.

Cowris and Attorneys

Another possible improvement is to make sure judges are
making the necessary findings within the required timelines in
order to make a case reimbursable. One positive development
i this area was recently undertaken by the Nebraska Court
Lmprovement Project, which developed model fuvenile court
forms that are in compliance with the Adoption and Safe

Families Act (ASFA) and Title TV-E.

These forms are available on the Nebraska Supreme
Court's website at:

Nebraska Supreme Court Forms:

http://www.supremecourt.ne.gov/forms/juvenile/abuse-
neglect-index.htm!

The utilization of these forms in juvenile cases will help
nsure that, as a state, we are not losing federal funds due to a
lack of the appropriate findings being made within the given
timelines. Attorneys can also be of assistance by being aware of
IV-E requirements and advocating that cases move forward
according te federal guidelines,

Other Critical Child Welfare Financing
issues

Although the focus of this article is Nebraska's low Title
IV-E participation rate, this subject does not encompass all
child welfare financing issues of concern to Nebraska
Appleseed or other child advocates across the country. In par-
ticular, many advocates have noted that the existing federal
child welfare financing structure creates incentives for the
placerment and maintenance of children in out-of-home care
with insufficient resousrces aimed at reunification or maintain-
ing children safely in their own homes. There are also insuffi-
cient resources to move children to adoption ot into a guardian-
ship when reunification is not in the child's best interest. In
addition, Nebraska Appleseed is concerned about the lack of
funding at both the state and federal level for rehabilitative ser-
vices for children as well as for parents. Therefore, in addition
to providing foster care funding for all abused and neglected
children regardless of income, reform of the child welfare

i

financing system must provide funding and flexibility to states
for critical prevention, reunification and rehabilitative services,

Conclusion

Lmproving Nebraska's approach to foster care funding will
benefit the children of Nehraska who are the future of cur state.
Leveraging federal funds for child welfare will free up more
state funds for programs that benefit not only foster children
but all Nebraskans. It simply makes good fiscal sense to lever
age federal funds for the welfare of Nebraska's children. B8

Endnotes

This article was researched and drafted by Matt Neher, 2 thisd
year law student at Creighton University and law clerk at
Nebraska Appleseed, under the direction of Sarah Helvey, The
author also acknowledges the assistance of Noah Greenwald, &
second year law student at the University of Nebraska and law
clerk at Nebraska Appleseed, for his assistance in the final prepa-
ration of this article.

Governor Dave Heineman, Gow Heineman and Cihtef Justice
Heaviean Highlipht Child Welfare Reform Progress; Outline Next
Steps, Press Release, July 10, 2008, avatlable at hrtpi/Awwrwgov-
ernornebraska.gov/ news/2008/2008_07/10_child welfare_refor
m.hml,

Cyathia Andrews Scarcella, Roseana Bess, Erica Heche
Ziclewski, Lindsay Warner, Rob Geen, The Cosr of Protecting
Valnerable Children IT: How Child Welfare Funding Fared During
the Reeassions, The Urban Institure, 9 {2004}, available ar
htrp/fwrsrwarban.org/ Uploaded PDE/ATIT1S VilnerableChild
reniV.pf, |Hereinafter "Urban Instirure 2004.7"] Note that the
nereased use of state fands in Nebraska may also be atoibutable
in part to the fact that the federal government reimburses states
at different levels, depending on the states’ per capira income.
Cynthia Andrews Scarcella, Roseanz Bess, Erica Heche
Zielewski, Lindsay Wamer, Rob Geen, The Cost of Protecting
Vulnerable Children Ve Understanding State Variation in Child
Woelfare Finandng, The Urban Institure, 30 (2008), avatlable ar
htepe/Fwwanurban.org/Uploaded PIDF/311314_velnerable_chil-
dren.pdf [Hereinafter "Urban Institure 20046.")

fold ar4n

Td. Note thar estimates of Title TV-E participation rares vary
depending on the calenlation used, For instance, according to the
Center for Law and Soctal Policy (CLASP), thelr estimate is
based on dividing federal dars for the state's average monthly
number of children receiving IV-E maintenance payments
(based on U5 Departmnent of Health and Fluman Services
Fupenditure Data for the relevant vear) by the number of chil-
dren in foster care in the state on September 30th (from the rel-
evane issue of Child Welfare Gutcomes which can be accessed at
btiprfwwwiach hhs. goviprograms/ch/pubs/ewo(s/srare_data/ne
braska.htm). This calculation is limited to the extent that it uti-
Lzes a point in time messurement versus an average measure-
ment. By comparison, the Urban Insttute asked each state to
seif-report gither 4 point estimate or a range for their participa-
tion, Urban Institute 2006 at foomote 14, This method is lim-
ited in that it 1s self-reported. Both of these merhaods, therefore,
have limitations. However, in 2002, the Urban Institute estimat-
ed Nebraska's IV-E parricipation rare in the range of 21-30%
and it appears that this cstimate pretty closely caprures
Nebraska's TV-E participation rates over the last few years,
Usban Institute 2004 ar 17. One notable exception s CLASP's
2005 figure, which estimated Nebraska's [V-E participation rate
ar 33%. This represents an improvement from CLASP's esd-
mate in 2003, which was only 17%. Center for Law and Social
Policy, Child Walfire in Netraska, 2 (September 2006}, aveilable ar
herpy//clasp.org/publications/child_welfare_in_ncbraska06.pdf,

-
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It should aleo be noted that there is wide variation in IV-E par-
ticipation rates across the country such that national averages do
101 provide a complete picture for comparison. For example, in
2004, four states had IV-E participation rates in the 7I-80%
range and another six states had participation rares in the 61-
70% range. Urban Institute 2006 ar 16, The majority of states,
17, had participation rutes in the 51-60% range, and another 11
state had participation rates in the 41-50% range. Id. Only cight
states had participation rates under 40%, Id.

Center for Law and Social Policy, Child Welfare in Nebraska, 2
(Seprember 2006), available at hep:/clasp.org/publications/
child_weltare_in_nebraskal6.pdt. |{Hereinafter "CLASP Child
Welfare in Nebraska,"]

The corrent federal administration has taken steps to disallow

claims for "rargeted case management,” an optional category of

Medicaid providing case management © a targeted group
including child welfare or foster care. In 2005, Congress passed
the Deficit Reduction Act (IDRA) which instructed the Cenrers
for Medicare and Medicaid Services {(CMS) to issue interim
final rcrmhr'mm on this issue, which specified that “rargered case
management” could not be c?;nmcd for child welfare and that
ar;whm:j covered by Tide IV-£ or IV-B could nor he claimed
ander Medicaid. These regulations would have had a severe
impact on Nebraska, given our reliance on Medicaid to fund a
wide range of child welfare services. Fortunarely, this summer,
Congress passed 4 moratorum on six sets of those regulations,
including those mendoned above, unl March of 2009,

Child Welfare League of America, Nebraska's Children (2007)
at htmpi/fwww.owla.org/advocacy/Starefactsheers/ 2007 /nebras-
ka.htm; see also L ASP Child Welfare in Nebraska.

' 1d.
b id.

id.

" Narth American Council on Adoptable Children, Child Helfire

Finaneing 107, 1 {March 2007,  available  at

hrtpy/fwww.nacac.org/policy/financing 101 pdf.
Tk see also 42 US.CL 7, Title 1V {2006},

Id.; see alvo 42 US.C. 1396u-7 (2007) {(Medicaid), 42 U.S.C.
601-619 (2004) (TANF), 42 115.C. 1397 (2007) (8SBG).

* Note that the focus of this article is Title IV-F, foster care assis-

tance rather then IV-F adeprion assistance.

Child Welfare League of America, 4 Decade sf Leawing Children
Bebind, 3 (2006, available at
hrtpifwww.ewla.org/advocacy/childreninfostercarerepart2, ndf.
[Hereinafrer "CWLA Leaving Children in Foster Care
Behind."}; see also Child Welfare League of Americs, Funding
Reseurees  for  Child Welfare {July 2003),
heep/fwww. owta.org/advocacy/financingfunding htm.
[Flercinafter "CWLA Funding Resources."]

CWLA Funding Reseurces at section 11

1d. at secrion HI

m o Foster Care

" I addition to mandated Medicald services (such  as

hospital/clinic and pharmaceutical services) and EPSDT (Early,
Periodie, Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment), states vy select
to provide “Targeted Case Management” {case management to a
targeted group including child welfare or foster care) and "reha-
bilitatton services” {any medical or remedial services recom-
mended by a physician or "other licensed practitioner of the heal-
ng arts"),

Urbag Instisure 2004 ar 126. {TANF includes "child welfare-
related services that must meet one of the four purposes of the
program ot have been In the state's AFDC plan on September
38, 1995, or August 21, 1996."}

# 1d. ["States are given wide diseretion in tsing (SSBG) funds for

direct social services, as well as administration, training, and case
management."] Note that Nebraska does not receive a Social
Services Block Grant,

#* CWLA Funding Resources,
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* Urban Institure 2004 ar 35.

CWELA Leaving Children in Foster Cave Behind »t 3.

Tk

“ Id. [Fitde TV-E foster care requires that the child must have been

a recipient of or eligible for AFDC during the month a petiton
was filed to remove the child (eligibility month) or the month a
VPA (Voluntary Placement Agreement) is signed].

Id at 4.

* 1d. av 4 { Aceording to 2 2005 Cangressional Research Report, "in

1996, when the 'look buck’ was established, the median state
need standasd under AFDC (for a family of three) equaled 604%
of the federa! poverty level; by 2005 that median was 48%. This
means thar in as many as 25 states, eligibility for Tide IV-foster
cave program may only be established for children removed from
famifies with incomes less than half the federal poverty level
{roughly $8,000/vear for a family of three)."]

* Id ar 4 ("In some instances, states had not revised or updated

their AFDC income rests when the eligibility was frozen in time,
and, therefore, the July 16, 1995 eligibility may actually be more

than 10 years old for children in those states."),

* ULS. House of Representatives, Committee on Ways and Means,

Green Book, 436 (2004).

CWILA Leaving Children in Foster Care Behind at 5.

Iloag 7. ]

“Contrary o the welfare” refers 10 2 "judicial determination o
the effect that continuation in the home from which removed

woudd be contrary to the welfare of the child” as set forth in 42

ULS.C. 672, Sec. 472 {(a}2HA) (2000).

A Mtrial bome visit" is "a short term option in preparation for
returning the child home permanently” as referenced in 45 CFR
1356.21{c} (2002} See also, huepi/Awww.achhhs.gov/i2ee/pro-
grams/ch/laws_policies/Taws/cwpm/policy_dspgspreicllD=93.

42 US.C, 48 670-679h (2000%; 45 C.FR. §§ 1356.10-1356.71
{2005}; see also CWLA Funding Resousces,

#1d.; see also Andy Barclay, A Strategy for Maximizing Fedsral

Social Securisy IV-E Foster Cave Retmbursement in Georeia. Barton
Child Law and Policy Clhinie, Emary University (2006},

' T understand the full scope of this administrative undertaking it

is Instructive to ook at the "Tide IV-E Foster Care Eligibility
On-Site Review Instrament and Instructions,” available at

Fmstrument.hem (Marck 2006 version), This document s used
during the audit w0 determine if 4 "foster care episode” is eligible
for Title TV-T reimbursement and shows the complexity of ITV-E
chigibility. See also 42 ULS.C. 8§ 670-6790 (2000}, 45 C.FR. §§
1356.10-1356.71 (2005); ULS. Deparument of Health and Framan

Sevvices, Administration for Children aud Famifies, Title IE
Faster Care Elypibiliey Revietos and Child and Faniily Services Stafe
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