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Prior to the review period: On July 1, 2006, this girl was 15 years old.  On 11/22/97, there was an indicated report of inadequate 
supervision.  On 1/23/02, the child was placed with a maternal aunt.  The mother had died and the father had been incarcerated.  She 
stayed there for over 1 ½ years (583 days). The aunt informed the social service agency that her sister had expressed an interest in 
obtaining guardianship of the girl.  The aunt stated that she would rather the girl go with her sister in another state because she (the 
original aunt) is going through some life changes and does not feel she would be the appropriate caretaker for the girl at this time in 
her life.  The girl did live with the other maternal aunt for 115 days.  It ended because the girl did not fully accept living in the other 
state and had asked to return to Illinois in order to be closer to her grandmother and cousins.  The girl had some behavior problems as 
well that might influenced decision-making.  The child then lived with yet another maternal aunt, but her behavior problems escalated 
at both home and school.  There is a 12/1/04 call in the record alleging that maternal aunt put a rag in the girl’s mouth.  Respite
services were offered.  The caregiver requested a change, but the caseworker also had concerns about the caregiver, although the
caregiver is listed as having four strengths on our strengths checklist.  The child was then placed temporarily (a month) with a fourth 
maternal aunt, during which there was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury.
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During the review period:  Then the child went to live with a fifth maternal aunt, where she stayed for more than 1½ years (593 
days).  The youth continued to have behavior problems and was suspended from school.  The aunt requested a change, and the 
caseworker was not able to maintain the placement when the girl was not willing to apologize for recent behaviors and told the aunt
and the worker that she wanted to be moved, even if it meant ending up in a residential placement.  The girl then went back to the
maternal aunt she had originally been placed with and stayed there for 187 days.  There is no information on this placement except 
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that the girl was suspended from school again.  The youth was placed in foster care, but left the foster home after 24 days at the foster 
family’s request.  The girl had walked out of the foster home and shortly afterward, the foster family received threatening phone calls 
from the girl’s kin insisting that the girl return to a kin home.  The child went to what was apparently a short-term adolescent shelter or 
group home for a couple of days and then back to the foster home.  But she only stayed there about three weeks, and for unknown
reasons then went to the home of the fifth maternal aunt (in the chronology above) where she stayed about a month, reason for leaving
not documented.  The girl went to what might be an adolescent shelter for about three days and then to a new home of a relative—not
one who had previously been a caregiver.  This caregiver wanted the child out because of behavior problems after less than three
months.  The child’s whereabouts were unknown for three days, and then she went back to that same relative she had just left and
stayed another month.  The child then went to the maternal grandfather for about six weeks, during which she had a brief incarceration 
for an unknown offense.  The child went to a foster home for a day, then back and forth for a few days at a time between yet another
relative and an incarceration in a detention center.  She was in this situation at the end of the time of data collection.

A goal of subsidized guardianship was established in 2002 but the prospective guardian changed her mind.  A goal of adoption was at 
least discussed in 2005, but the child does not want to be adopted.  Independence was the goal at the end of data collection. 

There is no record of psychiatric diagnosis or special needs. Obviously the girl’s delinquent behavior suggests substantial conduct
problems.  

The girl’s first CAYIT took place on 5/22/07, during a stay with one of her aunts, and was triggered by multiple moves.  Attending
were the child, caseworker, supervisor, an educational liaison and a court appointed special advocate (a volunteer advocate for the 
child in the court system).  The CAYIT recommended staying in the same placement.  The CAYIT recommended individual therapy, 
SOC referral and continuation in the same placement.  

The girl’s second CAYIT, also triggered by the multiple moves, occurred 11/27/07 during the child’s stay with the last relative in the 
list.  The child, foster parents, caseworker and supervisor attended.  Recommendations were for educational follow-up, supervision to 
deal with crime and delinquency issues, and life skills assessment.  The CAYIT also recommended remaining in the same placement.

The girl’s substantial conduct problems and history of considerable instability and the apparent lack of a setting and plan that can 
contain her suggest continued instability. 
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Prior to the review period:  There was an indicated report of inadequate supervision on 9/7/01, when this girl was 10 years old, of 
substantial risk of injury on 1/5/05 (age 13), and of a lock out of a place she had been staying and of her family home on 3/8/06 (age 
14).  The family had an open DCFS case and there was a long history of neglect, but details are unknown.  The girl apparently had
been in placements prior to the period documented, because there is a permanency goal of returning home as early as 2001, and in
2003, the child rejected a permanency goal of returning home.    
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Review Period: On 3/31/06, the child went to a residential treatment program for almost a year (364 days).  During her stay there, the 
youth was arrested and on probation.  At the program the girl had 35 unusual incident reports related to injury, medical/psychiatric
issues, education, behavior management, behavior issues, facility, criminal act, abuse and neglect, and other issues.  Overall, the 
incidents were responded to appropriately.  She was discharged to home where she stayed for about 40 days.  The girl left because she 
complained about her mother’s husband, and the mother became so angry she left the girl at DCFS. 

The girl then had 5 different foster placements with 3 different foster mothers.  The first four stays were for 2, 3, 23 and 21 days.  Why 
she left these placements and whether any were planned to be temporary is not documented.  She had been at her last foster placement 
for most of a year (340 days) at the time of data collection.  She had an SOC referral there.  She was in 11th grade and on probation.
The last foster mother was experienced and a good match who can work with the girl, but information is missing on whether she was
able to commit to permanency.  The permanency goal as of 3/11/08 was independence.
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There is no record of psychiatric problems or special needs, though conduct problems are evident from the criminal involvement and
from the history of placement in a residential treatment center and behavior problems there.  The girl is noted as smart and currently 
working toward independence and involved in services.

A CAYIT took place on 4/19/06, while the girl was in residential treatment.  The reason for the referral and the participants were not 
documented.  The CAYIT recommended individual, group and family therapy and continuation of residential treatment.  

Given the child’s and caregiver’s current strengths and the quality of their match, and the length of the placement so close to
emancipation, stability is predicted. 
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Prior to the review period: There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 12/13/04, when this boy was 6.  He was 
placed with two siblings with a maternal aunt.  Referrals for counseling and SOC were made. The foster mother called DCFS and 
stated that they were spending all their energy on children, and that, although they love them, it was more than they were prepared for.
They requested removal. The child and siblings were then placed in foster care.  Referrals for SOC and counseling were again made.
They moved after more than a year (397 days) when the foster parent requested the change.  It appeared to be related to the foster
parents not being able or willing to provide long-term care due to the attention they felt the children needed. They were previously
open to considering adoption of the children.
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Review Period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 7 years old, about to turn 8 in a week.  The child went with a sibling to another foster 
home, and stayed there 184 days. One day the foster parents were arguing, yelling and cursing upon child's return home from a visit
with parents. Despite the attempts of counselor and the DCFS caseworker, the foster mother would not calm down. The decision was
made to move the children.  The child went to a home of a relative for 5 days, to a temporary foster home for a day, and then with a 
sibling to the home of a paternal aunt.  They aunt decided that she had limited resources, especially due to work schedules, and
considering that the children were out of school during the summer. They felt they could not provide long-term care, and the children
were moved after 239 days.  The child and a sibling had been in the next foster home for nearly a year (356 days) at the time of data 
collection.  Counseling and SOC referrals were made. 

Neither psychiatric diagnoses nor special needs were recorded for this child. This child did well in therapy and adapted to homes once 
there a while. He does have a sibling who is developmentally delayed.  Sexualized play with the sister is noted in 2006. 
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Termination of parental rights was apparently set 4/17/08, but no permanency goal after that is recorded. No information is available
on the current caregivers’ commitment to permanency.   

A CAYIT was held 4/12/06, when the children were in the foster home that disrupted six months later because of the foster mother’s
ire following the visit to parents. The CAYIT was requested because of multiple moves and because of the child’s sexualized play
with a sister.  Present were the foster parents, the caseworker, the supervisor, and a screener. SOC referral, sexual behavior problem 
assessment and individual counseling for the child were recommended. The CAYIT also recommended continuation in the placement. 

Instability seems mostly due to limitations in the caregiver. It is not clear whether the lack of information on permanency is simply 
missing data or a reflection that permanency has not yet been addressed successfully in the case. The children may present above
average demands (one is developmentally delayed and the child had sexualized play with the sister), although this is not clear.
Nevertheless, they have been in the current placement almost a year. Given the lack of information about a permanency plan, stability
is cautiously predicted, with uncertainty.  
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Prior to the review: This girl came from a family that had been open with DCFS and had already had children removed.  There were 
repeated suspicions and indications of sexual abuse in the family.  An allegation of sexual abuse was initially unfounded.  Then a 
sibling was found with a sexually transmitted disease, causing the court to order DCFS to take custody of the children.  Suspicious
information accumulated such as repeated sexually transmitted disease findings despite no disclosures, and the revelation that an uncle 
had sexually abused 10 other children.  A sibling disclosed sexual abuse by three cousins once the sibling was in care.

The child had 5 foster placements between 7/27/00 and 7/24/03 with durations of 253, 142, 1, 10 and 696 days (in that order), but
information is missing on what happened in these placements and why they disrupted.   

During the review period: On 7/24/03, she was placed with a maternal aunt where she stayed for almost 3 years (1068 days).  On 
July 1, 2006 she was 13 years old.  She was removed from the placement because of a hotline report of alleged physical abuse, and
later it came to light that she also experienced sexual abuse (indicated) perpetrated by an aunt and by a cousin.  During this stay, there 
were unusual incident reports related to education and behavior issues, and the child was truant and suspended from school.  There
was an SOC referral and placement stabilization services were provided.
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She and a sister then went to another foster home for 218 days, but left when the foster parent dropped both the children and her foster 
license at a DCFS office. Information is lacking on why the foster parent withdrew from foster parenting.  The child then went to an 
adolescent shelter.  At the shelter there were unusual incident reports for behavior management and behavioral issues and the girl was 
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suspended from school.  After 83 days, she and her sister were placed in a foster home at which there was an unusual incident report
for behavioral issues.  For unclear reasons, they went to a respite home, but ran away from there after 5 days and returned to the
relative home where the alleged physical and sexual abuse had taken place.  The child stayed there for 146 days, but was then 
psychiatrically hospitalized following self-mutilation behavior.  After 35 days in the hospital, she was discharged to a group home, 
but, after 5 days, she was cutting herself again and was psychiatrically hospitalized in a different facility.  She returned to the group 
home but 18 days later went back again to the first psychiatric hospital following more self-cutting. She was there at the time of data 
collection.

On 2/1/08, the girl was diagnosed with Impulse Disorder, Intermittent Explosive Disorder, and Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder. 

A CAYIT took place on 7/1/06. This was when the child was with the aunt who she had run to and had previously been removed 
from, with suspicions of physical and sexual abuse.  Present at the CAYIT were the girl, the foster parents, the caseworker and
supervisor, and a court appointed special advocate. The CAYIT recommended an SOC referral, tutoring, and other services, and 
recommended she stay in this placement.  The placement disrupted 14 days later. 

This girl has experienced significant trauma and it is unclear whether she has ever experienced a safe, nurturing environment. She has 
significant emotional and behavioral problems and a history of running away. No committed caregiver appears to be on the horizon,
and she was in the midst of substantial instability at the time of data collection. Continued instability is predicted.
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Prior to the review period: This girl is the sister of the boy in Case 02080604, and all references below to her brother refer to him. 
The case was originally opened because the mother was arrested for drug possession/trafficking and left the children in the care of a 
sister who could not handle all of them. On 9/27/05, there was an indicated report of cuts, bruises and welts and substantial risk of 
injury.  The child was placed with a sibling in foster care.  After 117 days, the foster parents sought removal of the children because of 
an unspecified life change in the foster parents’ lives that prevented them from caring for the children.   

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: The children were placed with another foster parent, which appeared to be a good match.  There was a 
plan for reunification but the mother’s parole was revoked and she was sent to prison for 6 years. The foster parent sought a removal 
because she could not provide long-term care and the children were removed after 317 days. (The review period began during this
placement; on July 1, 2006, this girl had recently turned 6 years old.)   The children were then placed with a maternal aunt.  The foster 
mother ended the placement after 34 days because she was "frustrated by lack of communication with the caseworker and counselor
and with visit." Also, the child was "acting out" and the caseworker "doesn't seem to care." 

The two children were then placed in a foster home.  An SOC referral was made.  The court ordered the children removed from the
home because the foster parents hitting the child with a belt as punishment, which was judged to constitute physical abuse in this case.
There was also an indicated report of sexual penetration by the foster parent against this child.  The placement lasted 140 days.  The 
girl was placed by herself for 12 days in a respite foster home,   and then with her brother in another foster home.  Counseling, an SOC 
referral and SASS were used to stabilize this placement, but the foster family asked for removal because of this girl’s behavior
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problems, and the children were moved after 162 days.  The agency also had concerns about the foster family, and there was an 
unusual incident report related to abuse and neglect. The child’s first CAYIT took place during this placement (see below). 

The girl and her brother were placed in specialized foster care.  Again counseling and SOC referrals were made.  However, after 87 
days, the child was admitted (via SASS) to a psychiatric hospital due to "aggression, outbursts, impulsivity, anger, hyperactivity, and 
[being a] danger to others." She apparently was angry at her school mates and went after them with scissors; notes suggest that her 
antidepressant dosage may have been implicated. During this placement, an unusual incident report for sexually aggressive child was 
made.  The child’s second CAYIT occurred about a month before the hospitalization. The girl was discharged and returned to the 
foster home after 21 days.  At the time of data collection, the girl had been in this specialized foster home with her brother an
additional 49 days. 

Termination of parental rights was planned on 11/1/07.  There is a note in the record that at one point mental health professionals
believed that the mother could successfully parent as long as she lived with a high functioning adult who could provide lots of help 
and support. 

On 2/15/08, the girl was diagnosed with Mood Disorder, Post Traumatic Stress Disorder, Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder. 
Her behavior problems and treatment with antidepressant medication are noted above.

The first CAYIT was held on 10/23/07 because of a suggestion of a move into specialized foster care.  The foster parents, caseworker,
supervisor, therapist and YSN staff attended.  The CAYIT recommended individual counseling, SASS, medication management, and 
mentoring (all of which were received in a timely way) and also family therapy, sex abuse counseling, physical health follow-up and a 
specialty referral (information is missing on whether this latter group of services were received).  The CAYIT recommended staying
in the same placement; however, about one month later the foster parents in that placement sought removal because of the child’s
behavior and the child was indeed placed in specialized foster care.  

The second CAYIT was held on 1/16/08 because of multiple moves.  The foster parents, caseworker, supervisor, therapist and SOC 
supervisor attended.  The CAYIT recommended medication monitoring (which was received) sex abuse counseling, and educational 
follow up (information is missing on whether the latter two were received). Staying in specialized foster care was recommended.

The prediction for stability is the same as for her brother.  Although the child probably benefits from being in specialized foster care 
versus traditional foster care, the child’s behavior problems, and history of instability and short duration of the latest placement 
suggest that instability is the best prediction. 
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Prior to the review period: This boy is the younger brother of the girl in Case 02080602. The case was originally opened because the 
mother was arrested for drug possession/trafficking and left her children in the care of a sister who could not handle all of them. On 
9/27/05, there was an indicated report of cuts, bruises and welts and substantial risk of injury.  This boy and his sister (Case 02080602) 
were placed in foster care.  After 117 days, the foster parents sought removal of the children because of an unspecified life change in 
the foster parents’ lives that prevented them from caring for the children.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: The children were placed with another foster parent, which appeared to be a good match.  There was a 
plan for reunification but the mother’s parole was revoked and she was sent to prison for 6 years. The foster parent sought a removal 
because she could not provide long-term care and the children were removed after almost a year (317 days).  . (The review period
began during this placement; on July 1, 2006, this girl had recently turned 3 years old.)   The children were then placed with a
maternal aunt.  The foster mother ended the placement after 34 days because she was "frustrated by lack of communication with the
caseworker and counselor and with visit." Also, the child was "acting out" and the caseworker "doesn't seem to care." 

The two children were then placed in a foster home that lasted 140 days.  An SOC referral was made.  The court ordered the children 
removed from the home because the foster parents were hitting the child with a belt as punishment, which was judged to constitute
physical abuse in this case.  There was also an indicated report of sexual penetration by the foster parent against this child.  At some 
point near this time, the boy’s day care center called and said they boy was endangering other children and had to be picked up
immediately. The caseworker took him to a SASS appointment and he was psychiatrically hospitalized at age 4.  After 36 days he was
judged to be ready for discharge and he went to an aunt’s house for 15 days. 
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Then he was moved to be reunited with his sister (Case 02080602) in another foster home.  Counseling, an SOC referral and SASS 
were used to stabilize this placement, but the foster family asked for removal because of the children’s behavior, and the children were 
moved.  The boy had been there 122 days (the girl had been there somewhat longer).  The boy was reported to have some truancy 
during this placement.  The agency also had concerns about the foster family, and there was an unusual incident report related to abuse 
and neglect.

The boy and the same sister were placed in specialized foster care.  Again counseling and SOC referrals were made.  The boy had
been in this foster home for 157 days at the time of data collection.  The sister was psychiatrically hospitalized during this placement 
(see final form for Case 02080602) and then returned to this foster home. 

Termination of parental rights was planned on 11/1/07.  There is a note in the record that at one point mental health professionals
believed that the mother could successfully parent as long as she lived with a high functioning adult who could provide lots of help 
and support. 

On 7/6/07, this boy was diagnosed with Impulse Control Disorder Not Otherwise Specified, rule out ADHD combined type, and rule 
out Bipolar Disorder.  His Global Assessment of Functioning score was 40, which indicates either some impairment in reality testing
or communication (e.g., speech is at times illogical, obscure, or irrelevant) or (more likely given other case information) major
impairment in several areas of functioning. 

The first CAYIT was held 8/6/07, during the next-to-last of the above foster care placements, the one in which the boy stayed 122
days.  The basis for the referral and the participants were not documented.  SOC referral, diagnostic assessment, and medication
monitoring were recommended, as was remaining in the same placement.   

The second CAYIT was held on 1/16/08 because of multiple moves.  This is the same date as the sister’s second CAYIT so the 
children were probably considered jointly in one meeting. The foster parents, caseworker, supervisor, therapist and SOC supervisor 
attended.  The CAYIT recommended medication monitoring (which was received) and an SOC referral and obtaining updated reports. 
Staying in specialized foster care was recommended. 

The prediction for stability for this boy is the same as it is for his sister.  Although the child probably benefits from being in 
specialized foster care versus traditional foster care, the child’s behavior problems, and history of instability and short duration of the 
latest placement suggest that instability is the best prediction. 
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Prior to July 1, 2006, the girl was indicated at age 9 for substantial risk of injury on June 2, 2000 and again on June 1, 2002.  There 
was also an unfounded allegation of sexual molestation investigated at the time. The child was removed from her home after the 
second indicated allegation in 2002 and placed in regular foster care. After 75 days, she was and moved in order to place the child
with a Spanish-speaking family.  The child remained in this home for only 43 days when the foster family requested her replacement
because she slapped the foster parents’ biological child, was mean to the biological children and didn’t listen to the foster father. The 
child was placed briefly with another foster family and then placed in her aunt’s home along with her siblings. There were V codes for 
parent child relationship problems and sibling relational problem on this time. Notes for family conflict on Axis IV. GAF score
indicates mild symptom. The child was removed from her aunt’s home after 243 days because the uncle in the home reportedly 
molested the child. The child was placed in a regular foster home for 40 days along with a sibling.  The foster parent requested
removal due to the child’s not helping around the house. The child was placed in her 6th home without a sibling.  The foster parent 
requested a change because the child purposely lied to get herself thrown out of the placement. Child was then placed in her 7th foster 
home that was noted in the record as “good home” about 2 years prior to the review period.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18-month review period, the girl has remained in the same foster home. At the close of the observation period in April of 
2008, the young woman had been in her current foster home for close to 4 years. There have been some UIRs related to sexual 
behavior– son of foster mother touched child’s leg, reported to hotline but no concerns about it. There were also allegations of the 
child at age 14 or 15 being left unsupervised at a pool and library, but they were not taken as reports. The permanency goal was
changed to independence after she turned 15 years old. The 48 year old caregiver is willing to make a permanency commitment. There
is a high probability that she will remain in this home until she transitions out of care. 
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Prior to the review: This boy is the older brother of the girl in 02270604, and much of the placement information here is the same as 
that case.  There were indicated reports of cuts, bruises and welts on 11/10/05, medical neglect on 1/26/06, inadequate supervision on 
3/31/06, and substantial risk of injury on 6/22/07. The parents were unable to provide stability and adequate supervision because of 
substance issues, and there was also a question of domestic violence.   

Event History Calendar
5.14.13.1

Stable (with caution)

CAYIT 1

(since 3/31/06) Return home w/in 
12 mos

Unfounded allegation of cuts, 
bruises & welts against FPIndicated allegation of substantial 

risk of injury/environment against 
FP

FP cannot provide long-term care

Indicated allegation of physical 
abuse against FP

FP's inability to handle ch's 
behavioral problems (anger, 

outburst)

FP requested CH's removal after 
unfounded allegation of physical 

abuse against FP

FP cannot provide long-term care

FHP6HMR5 (same as HMR1)FHP4FHP3FHP2HMR1

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: This boy and his sister were placed with their paternal grandfather, and were living there when the review 
period began; on July 1, 2006, this boy was three years old.  Despite referrals to counseling to stabilize the placement, the kinship
family sought a new placement. They did not realize how long it would take the children to return home, and did not feel like they had 
the time to continue to give the children what they needed. They helped transition the children to their new placement in a foster
home.  The foster placement lasted 54 days.  The sister supposedly had marks on her bottom and said that the foster parent spanked
her.  This allegation was unfounded, but subsequently the foster parents sought a change in placement because they could not risk
continued allegations against them, which might affect the day care business they had in the home. The boy and his sister were placed
in foster care.  This lasted 89 days, but the foster parent was unable to handle the boy’s anger and behavioral problems and was afraid 
someone would get hurt.  The foster parent asked that both children be moved due to those issues and they were moved into another
foster home.  They stayed there 95 days, but then were removed because of indicated reports of physical abuse by the foster parents.
There were no caseworker visits in this home. The children were then returned to the paternal grandfather for 146 days.  To stabilize 
this placement, counseling and respite and SOC services were offered, but the grandparents again said they did not have the time and 
energy to care for the children. The children then entered another foster home where they had been 160 days at the time of data

Case 8 

Case 9  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
02270603

collection, and this foster parent seems committed to care. Reunification remained the permanency goal throughout, although the
biological parents have not successfully addressed the substance abuse issues related to the children’s placement.  

There is no information on psychiatric diagnosis or identification of special needs.  The child’s behavior problems noted by a foster 
parent as a reason for a move, the presence at the CAYIT of a therapist and early childhood specialist (see below), and the 
recommendation for therapy and evaluation do suggest behavioral problems. 

A CAYIT occurred 4/18/07 during the foster care placement that the children were removed from two months later because of alleged
physical abuse by the foster parents.  Attending the CAYIT were the foster parents, mother, therapist, caseworker, supervisor and
early childhood specialist.  The CAYIT recommended individual therapy and a case study evaluation, and recommended staying with
the placement.   

Instability in this case seems primarily to be due to the limitations of caregivers.  The latest caregiver has been involved for five 
months and is reported to be committed. Stability is cautiously predicted. 

Case 8 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
02270604

Prior to the review: This girl is the younger sister of the boy in 02270703.  There was an indicated report of cuts, bruises and welts 
on 11/10/05, when she was 1 year old. There were indicated reports of medical neglect 1/26/06, and inadequate supervision 3/31/06,
when she and her brother were placed with her paternal grandfather. Despite referrals to counseling to stabilize the placement, the 
kinship family sought a new placement. They did not realize how long it would take the children to return home, and did not feel like 
they had the time to continue to give the children what they needed. They helped transition the children to their new placement in a 
foster home.  The foster placement lasted 54 days.  The child supposedly had marks on her bottom and said that the foster parent
spanked her.  This allegation was unfounded, but subsequently the foster parents sought a change in placement because they could not 
risk continued allegations against them, which might affect the day care business they had in the home. The child and siblings were
placed in foster care.  This lasted 89 days, but the foster parent was unable to handle a sibling’s anger and behavioral problems and 
was afraid someone would get hurt.  The foster parent asked that both children be moved due to those issues and they were moved into 
another foster home.  They stayed there 95 days, but then were removed because of indicated reports of physical abuse by the foster
parents. There were no caseworker visits in this home. The children were then returned to the paternal grandfather for 146 days.  To 
stabilize this placement, counseling and respite and SOC services were offered, but the grandparents again said they did not have the 
time and energy to care for the children.   

Event History Calendar
4.33.32.3

Unstable

CAYIT 1

(since 3/31/06) Return home w/in 
12 mos

Unfounded allegation of cuts, 
bruises, & welts

Indicated allegation of substantial 
risk of injury/environment against 

FP
UIR: CH had rash - examination of 
possible sexual abuse

FP cannot provide long-term care

Indicated allegation of physical 
abuse against FP

Moved w/ sib b/c of sib's problems: 
FP's inability to handle sib's problems

FP requested CH's removal after 
unfounded allegation of physical 

abuse against FP

FP cannot provide long-term care

FHP6HMR5 (same as HMR1)FHP4FHP3FHP2HMR1

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On 7/1/06, this girl was 2 years old.  The children then entered another foster home where they had been 
160 days at the time of data collection. Reunification remained the permanency goal throughout, although the biological parents have 
not successfully addressed the substance abuse issues related to the children’s placement.  

Case 9 

Case 10 Case 8



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
02270604

This child did not have psychiatric diagnoses, though her sibling did.  The children received services for behavioral problems.

A CAYIT took place 4/18/07, during the foster placement with the indicated report of physical abuse.  The foster parents, the mother, 
the therapist, the caseworker, the supervisor, and other (s) were present.  The CAYIT recommended remaining in the placement.  A
case study evaluation and preschool program were recommended and were received in a timely way.    

The children have been in their current placement for less than six months, and it is not clear that the sibling’s behavioral problems 
have been addressed.  Caregiver limitations (incapacity, maltreatment) played a major role in the instability in this case, but so did the 
behavior problems of the sibling.  Instability is predicted.

Case 9 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
03100302

Prior to the review: She is the older sister of Case 03100303. The family case was opened in October 2002 for lack of supervision 
and a dirty house.  The mother was not really participating in services and left the children alone. There was an indicated report of 
inadequate supervision in February 2004.  DCFS took custody 4/8/04 although it left the children in the mother’s care at that point.
Following indicated reports of inadequate and cuts, bruises and welts in April 2004, the child was placed with two siblings in foster 
care on 4/25/04, when she was 4, but this placement ended 194 days later. The foster parent stated she could no longer care for child 
because she was starting a new business venture. The children were then in another foster home for 77 days, which ended when the
children were reunified with their mother.  Somewhat ambiguously, the foster mother decision to return her fostering license because 
she was pregnant was also mentioned.  The children stayed 1 year, 5 months with their mother.  Three months into the stay with the
mother, there was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury, although what precipitated the move at the end of this stay is not 
documented.  

The child and her siblings went to live with the maternal grandmother.  There was an SOC referral and SASS contact, and 75 days into 
the stay, the child was psychiatrically hospitalized. She was treated for 11 days and then returned to the grandmother.  She stayed
another 161 days with the grandmother. During this time, a plan was worked out for the child to live with her father in another state. 
He had completed services and all was ready. Then he died suddenly.   Sometime after that, the child and siblings were moved 
because the caseworker staff felt that the grandmother was not acknowledging a sibling’s public indecency charge, and because 
caseworkers (along with a school director) were concerned about the grandmother’s ability to protect and care for the children.

The child and siblings went to a foster home for 21 days.  This ended because the foster parents were very distressed by a false
allegation of physical abuse that was made, particularly that their own children were spoken to as part of the investigation. An SOC 
referral was made.  The child was placed by herself in foster care, but that ended after 119 days when the foster mother stated that she 
could not continue to care for the child due to the child’s sexually acting out behavior. The child was again placed by herself in a 
foster home, and that ended after 68 days when the child’s sexual acting out behavior placed the foster mother’s grandchildren at risk. 
There was an SOC referral.  

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this girl was 6 years old, a month from her 7th birthday.   The child was then placed with 
a sibling in foster care, and had been there 219 days at the time of data collection. There were SOC and counseling referrals.  There 
was also an unusual incident report related to sexually aggressive youth.  The foster caregiver was recorded as willing to “go for
permanency”.  At the time of data collection, the girl was 8.  Returning home is listed as her permanency goal. 

On 9/7/06, the girl was diagnosed with Depressive Disorder and Attention Deficit Disorder.  Her Global Assessment of Functioning
score was 30, which indicates an inability to function in most areas.  On 9/19/07, she was diagnosed with Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder and Disruptive Disorder, Not Otherwise Specified.  Her Global Assessment of Functioning score was 50, which indicates 
serious impairment in functioning. Her IQ was 106, which is in the average range.

Case 10 

Case No. 11  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
03100302

Event History Calendar
8.97.96.9

Unstable

CAYIT 2

CAYIT 1

(since 4/27/04) Return home w/in 
12 mos

UIR: sexually aggressive children & 
youth

UIR: runaway

2 unfounded allegations of 
substantial risk of 

injury/environment

Indicated allegation of substantial 
risk of sexual injury against BM's 
boyfriend

Diagnosis: PTSD, disruptive D/O, 
GAF 50

Diagnosis: Depressive D/O NOS, 
attention deficit D/O, bladder 

infection, GAF 30

Ch's sexually acting out behavior: 
put FM's grandchild at risk

Ch's sexually acting out behavior
FP's distress from false allegation 

against FP
Allegations of general violence in 

foster family

Returned to FH

Psychiatric hospitalization

FHP8FHP7FHP6FHP5HMR3

HHF4

(since 6/21/06) HMR3

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The first CAYIT, held 4/18/07, was triggered by multiple moves.  Foster parents, mother, psychiatrist, therapist, caseworker, and
supervisor attended.  The CAYIT recommended individual counseling, a sexual behavior problem assessment and educational follow-
up.  It also recommended that the child stay in the then-current placement, which was the first foster home in which the foster parent 
later ended the placement because of the child’s sexualized behavior. 

The second CAYIT, held 10/11/07, was triggered by multiple moves and a 14 day notice (probably from the next to last caregiver).
The caregiver was the foster parent with whom the child was living at the time of data collection.   The CAYIT recommended 
counseling for the parent, and again a sexual behavior problem assessment and educational follow-up.  The CAYIT also recommended
the child stay in this placement. 

Despite the last caregiver’s willingness to pursue permanency, several elements of this case work against stability: the child’s history 
of maltreatment, loss and instability, the child’s unsettling sexual behavior problems, and the child’s general compromised 
functioning.  The prediction is for instability. 

Case 10 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
03100303

Prior to the review: This boy is the younger brother of the girl in Case 03100302.   The family case was opened in October 2002 for 
lack of supervision and a dirty house.  The biological mother was not really participating in services and left the children alone. There 
was an indicated report of inadequate supervision in February 2004.  DCFS took custody 4/8/04 although it left the children in the
mother’s care at that point. Following indicated reports of inadequate supervision and cuts, bruises and welts in April 2004, the child 
was placed with two siblings in foster care on 4/25/04.  The child stayed in this foster placement for 180 days, but the foster parent 
stated she could no longer care for the children because she was starting a new business venture.  The boy then went to live with his 
biological father, which lasted three months. The reason this ended was not documented. The boy then went back to his biological
mother, where he lived for 17 months.  Again the reasons why this ended were not documented.     

The boy and two siblings (including Case 03100302) went to live with their maternal grandmother, the boy living there for 247 days.
There was an SOC referral and SASS contact.   The notes for Case 03100302 indicate that a plan was worked out for the sister in Case 
03100302 to live with her father in another state, but it is not clear if the boy in this case was included in that plan. The father had 
completed services and all was ready. Then the father died suddenly.  Sometime after that, this child and siblings were moved because
the caseworker staff felt that the grandmother was not acknowledging the public indecency charge against her paramour, and because
caseworkers (along with a school director) were concerned about the grandmother’s ability to protect and care for the children. It was 
noted that the grandmother lacked training to deal with the children’s specific needs and lacked a support system. 

The child and siblings went to a foster home and the child stayed there for 21 days.  After earlier ejecting one of the siblings because 
of a false physical abuse allegation (see Case 03100302), the foster parent later had problems with the maternal grandmother seeing
the children. The foster parent disagreed with this contact with the biological family, and therefore asked that the child be removed.
This boy was then placed in another foster home.  The sister in Case 03100302 did not accompany him, but it is unclear if there was 
another sibling there or not.  The boy was moved after 46 days in this home, with no documentation on the reason why. Ironically a 
note six days before his removal indicated that the foster parents wanted to provide permanency for the boy.  

Case 10 Case 11 

Case No. 10  

Case No. 10  
Case No. 10  

Case No. 10  

Case No. 10  

No. 10  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
03100303

Event History Calendar
6.75.74.7

Stable

CAYIT 1

(since 4/27/04) Return home w/in 
12 mos

UIR: transported to hospital due to 
asthma

UIR: sexual abuse by BM & 
boyfriend prior to plc

IR: sexual abuse by BM & 
friend during visit

Reason not documented

Disagreement with court: opposed 
to ch havin

U
boy

g contact with bio family 
(MGM)

FP's generally inappropriate 
behaviors

FHP5FHP4FHP3(since 6/21/06) HMR2

l-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08Ju

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction 

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 4 years old. The boy moved to another foster home, where he had been for 
about 10 months (303 days) at the time of data collection.  An SOC referral was made, and there were continued placement 
stabilization services to address mental health issues and foster parent concerns.  The foster parent was noted as having two strengths: 
willingness to be involved in service provision and willingness to be involved in other aspects of the child’s life.  The family wants to 
adopt him. 

There is no record of psychiatric diagnosis.  However, there is some indication of services being provided to deal with mental health 
issues.  The child was in special education services during his last placement, but the reason for this was not documented. 

A CAYIT was held 6/21/07, triggered by multiple moves.  This was during the foster care placement that ended after 46 days for 
reasons that were not documented.  The CAYIT recommended sex abuse counseling involving both child and parent, extracurricular 
activities and SOC referral.  The CAYIT recommended that the child continue in that placement, but ironically the child was removed 
5 days after the placement.  

This boy was in a tumultuous family and there were issues with siblings that affected his placement (see Case 03100302). He may
have had some mental health or other problems, but they do not appear to be severe.  He is currently the only child in a placement in 
which foster parents have cared for him for most of a year and want to adopt. Stability is predicted. 

Case 11 

Case No. 10 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#03229907

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from mom at age 1 in February 2006 (along with 3 siblings), due to abuse allegations of sexual
penetration, cuts/welts/bruises, and risk of harm by the mother’s paramour who she left the children in the care of.  At the time these 4 
children came into care, there was an older sibling already in care who had been removed from the mom in 1999 due to failure to
thrive and sexual abuse by his father.  Mom has a long history of being in relationships with abusive men (domestic violence and
other).

The child was initially placed with a non-relative on an emergency basis for a few days.  The mother quickly identified a relative (the 
paternal grandmother), and the child has been in that home since March 2006.  The child is placed by herself in this home, but does
have weekly visits with her mom and siblings.  There have been no safety concerns while the child has been placed with the 
grandmother.   

E v e n t H is to ry  C a le n d a r
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The permanency goal remains Return Home, and the mother is making progress in services.  She has, however, a new paramour and 
allegedly there are concerns about the child’s behavior following visits.

From the record, it appears that the foster mother takes good care of the child.  While the foster mother does not wish to pursue
permanency at this time in the hopes that the child will return home to her mom, she is supportive and committed to keeping the child, 
ensures the child’s safety, and facilitates family connections.  There has not been a need for a CAYIT on this case, and the only
needed services have been for transportation for parent-child and sibling visits.  The caseworker is doing a good job of making regular 
and unannounced visits, and assessing needs.  The child is young and has no service needs currently.  As a result, the risk of future 
instability is considered low.   

Case 12 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#04630401

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from his mom at age 2 in April 2006, after efforts to maintain the family as intact failed.  Mom 
had a history of substance abuse and mental health concerns; she was not able to maintain sobriety and follow the imposed safety plan.
The current family case opened in November 2005; the family had experienced previous DCFS involvement (as an intact case) from 
June 2004 to April 2005 for neglect/substantial risk of physical injury. 

The child was initially placed with his maternal aunt, where he remained until February 2008.  There were no safety concerns while
the child was placed with his aunt, but over time his behavior became increasingly worrisome and difficult.  He began to have trouble
at home and at school.  In October 2007, he was diagnosed with pervasive developmental disorder, was found to have a low threshold
for over-stimulation, and sensory issues.  He was noted to have spit at and slapped school personnel when frustrated and having a 
temper tantrum.  He did receive speech/language therapy, as well as occupational therapy.  The relative caregiver decided that she 
could no longer care for the child.

E v e n t  H i s to r y  C a le n d a r
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06 the child was moved to his maternal grandparents home in February 2008 as the aunt decided that she could no longer
care for the child given his behavior.  A CAYIT was requested to specialize the child, and the staffing was convened in March 2008.
The CAYIT recommended that the child remain in the current placement (with the grandparents), that an SOC referral be made, that
the child be referred for extra-curricular activities, and that he see a specialist to evaluate him for sleep apnea.  The CAYIT did not 
recommend that he be specialized.  No concerns noted for caregiver on the CANS. 

The permanency goal changed to Adoption in October 2007, and the family case subsequently closed.  Risk on future instability is
predicted as low.  The maternal grandparents have agreed to provide permanency for the child.  They are engaged in the child’s 
services, have respite/support from extended family, and understand the child’s needs/are willing to hang in there with him.
Additionally, the agency is engaged in supporting the home by seeking additional services for the family. 

Case 13 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
04640403

On July 1, 2006, this boy was 10 years old.  There was an indicated report in the family of inadequate supervision on 9/12/02 and one 
of inadequate food and environmental neglect on 6/6/04.  In June 2004, the neighbors called 911 because the four children were 
complaining they could not wake the mother.  The police arrived and found her passed out because of alcohol and cocaine use. 
Furthermore, the home was roach infested and dirty, and there was no food or electricity in the home. The children were taken by the 
police and placed by DCFS.  The child first had a temporary 8 day placement with a paternal aunt, and then went to another paternal 
aunt for almost a year (342 days).  There was an SOC referral, but the aunt requested the children be moved due to their behavior
(stealing, hoarding food, and other behavior).  The caregivers also were older and had health challenges and did not want a long-term 
placement.  The aunt had anticipated that the children would have returned home by then.   

Event History Calendar
11.810.89.8

Stable

Subsidized Guardianship

Parental lack of compliance with 
services: risk of harm in parent 

home/lack of progress by parents in 
services: court order

Diagnosis: asthma, GAF of 56

(since 8/19/05) SGH4

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

The child and one sibling went into a planned temporary foster placement for 71 days, designed to give a cousin time to prepare to 
take the children into a permanent home.  The children then went to live with the cousin 8/19/05, and they had been there over 2½
years (980 days) at the time of data collection. Subsidized guardianship was established 8/15/06. The cousin is described as loving,
committed, consistent, stable, diligent and patient.  The family moved to another state, but still visit kin in Illinois and are consistent 
with sibling visits.  The boy has no psychiatric diagnosis. He has an IQ of 80, which indicates limited intelligence, and a Global
Assessment of Functioning score of 56, which indicates moderate difficulty in functioning. Given the cousin’s commitment and the
existing stability, continued stability is predicted. 

Case 14 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
05039903

Prior to review: A report of inadequate supervision came on 1/27/00.  At that time, a sibling was diagnosed with respiratory syncytial 
virus and bronchitis, and was in intensive care for 3 days. Her mother was not available at discharge.  DCFS was involved and placed
this child with the mother for 28 days and then with a relative for 4 days.  Then the child was placed with a sibling in a pre-adoptive
kin home.  However, the kin caregivers could not commit to adopt the child and sibling. They were initially willing to adopt, but
changed their minds due to the sibling’s behavior problems.  Services were being provided to the sibling to prevent disruption but they 
did not work. This girl wanted to stay (as she did with later placements – see below) but there was no discussion by DCFS of splitting
the two children, even though there were other siblings in other homes. The placement ended after almost 3½ years (1270 days).  The 
child and sibling were then placed in foster care.  This placement ended after 2¼ years (826 days).  The foster parents requested that 
child and her sibling be removed from her home because of the sibling’s defiant behavior. The sibling was getting needed services but 
the behaviors continued. Again, there was no discussion of splitting siblings.  The two children then went to live with a relative. The 
placement ended 130 days after placement when the foster parent requested the children be removed because of the older sibling's
behavior. Again there was no discussion of splitting the siblings. An SOC referral was made.   

Event History Calendar
10.89.88.8

Unstable

CAYIT 1

(since 5/3/02) Adoption

Temporary plc awaiting HMR plc

Moved w/ sib b/c of sib's behavioral 
problems

Moved w/ sib b/c of sib's behavioral 
problems

HMR8FHP7FHP6(since 4/7/06) FHP5
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Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this girl was 9 years old. The same scenario took place with a foster placement of 186 
days, except that a counseling referral to aid stabilization was made instead of an SOC referral. In another foster placement of 101 
days, the foster parent did not want to adopt because of the sibling’s behavior. Again there was no discussion of splitting siblings.  The 
children then went into a temporary 7 day foster placement, and then to an aunt’s house, where they had stayed 1¼ years (455 days) at 
the time of data collection.  An SOC referral was in place from the last placement.  The last permanency plan listed was adoption in 
2002, which was once a plan of a former caregiver. 

Case 15 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
05039903

This girl has no psychiatric diagnoses or special needs documented.  This child’s needs appear not to be demanding. 

Multiple moves triggered a CAYIT held on 2/28/07, a month into the last placement. Kin parents, a therapist, a caseworker, a 
supervisor, other DCFS staff, a youth service worker and the sibling attended.  Recommendations were for tutoring, educational 
follow-up and individual counseling for the child.  Further recommendations were to

� maintain the relative placement and follow up on all licensing procedures 
� make the SOC referral include recreational activities to meet social needs 
� monitor and evaluate the after school tutoring program to assist with academic difficulties 
� monitor and evaluate contact with birth parents/relatives at the discretion of the agency 
� continue to have regular CFC team meetings to assist caregiver with permanency issues 

There is little evidence that anything has been done to prevent the repetitive effect of the sibling’s behavior problems from disrupting
more placements, or that a commitment to stability exists.  Instability is predicted.   

Case 15 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#05260401

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 8 in February 2004 due educational neglect (not attending school), and not getting his 
asthma medication.  He was originally placed with a non-relative foster parent for 6 months (who the child is living with now, again)
before being moved to a relative home.  He remained in the relative home for nearly a year and half, but had to leave because the
child’s siblings moved in and the relatives were not able to follow through on needed services, nor were they able to get licensed.  It 
was felt by the reviewer that the reviewable child could have achieved stability and permanency with this relative had the siblings not 
moved in.  The child is one of 12 total siblings, several of whom came into care after him.  The child experienced an additional 3 
living arrangements (including a psychiatric hospitalization) prior to 7/1/06.  Placement changes were made due to the child’s 
behavioral and mental health needs. 

E v e n t H is to ry  C a le n d a r

H H F 5
F H P 4

F H P 6
F H P 7 F H P 8 F H P 9

T re a tm e n t  n ee d s  c h a n g ed
F P  re q u s t e d  d u e  t o  c h ild 's  b e h a v io r

F P  re q u s t ed ;  u n w illin g  t o  c o m m it  
lo n g - t e rm

F P  re q u s t e d  d u e  t o  c h ild 's  b e h a v io r
F P  fa ile d  t o  m e e t  n e e d s  o f c h ild

C h ild  b e h a v io r  is su e s

R e t u rn  H o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
(s in c e  3 /9 /0 4 )

A d o p t io n
S C p T R

R e t u rn  H o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
A d o p t io n

C A Y IT  1  
C A Y IT  2

S t a b le

1 0 .3 1 1 .2 1 2 .2

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic tio n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

From 7/1/06 – 9/25/06, the child experienced 4 living arrangements, all with non-relatives.  All placement changes were made due to 
the child’s behavior, the foster parent request for change, and in one home, because the foster parent was not meeting the child’s 
service needs.  The child was placed with the same 2 siblings in each home, except for the last 2.   

During the child’s stay at the psychiatric hospital, he was diagnosed with explosive disorder and dysthymic disorder upon entry, major 
depressive disorder upon his exit, and began receiving psychotropic medication to manage his mental health needs.  In August 2006
and March 2008, he was diagnosed with Bi-polar disorder.  He continues on medication.  For all of his clinical evaluations, his GAF 
ratings were in the 45 – 55 range.  There was no indication in the file of his cognitive/intellectual functioning, however it is noted that 
he has been in special education since case entry. 

Case 16 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#05260401

Since March 2004, individual counseling and a behavior management plan have been identified as needed services for the child, and
were provided.  Since July 2006, the additional services of medication management and monitoring, as well as a supervision plan for 
his aggressive behavior, have also been provided. 

The child had his first CAYIT in August 2006, triggered by his multiple moves.  That CAYIT recommended an SOC referral and that
the child remain in the current placement (the second to last home, which he left 9/25/06).  The second CAYIT occurred in November
2006, and made the same recommendations as the first CAYIT.  Neither CAYIT adequately addressed the child’s emotional and 
behavioral needs. 

There appear to have been 6 CANS completed for this case between April 2006 and October 2007.  Three of these CANS were 
completed while the child was in the second to last living arrangement, and all 3 scored the caregiver differently.  Two of the three 
indicated concerns in several areas, including supervision, involvement with care, knowledge, organization, resources, residential
stability, and safety.  This is the home from which the child was removed because the foster parent was not meeting his service needs.
The last two CANS were completed while the child has been placed in the current living arrangement; one of the two indicated 
caregiver concerns in the areas of knowledge and resources. 

The child has remained in the current non-relative placement for most of the period under review.  In the current home there have been 
3 UIRs between February 2007 and November 2007 for injury, he was suspended from school, and there have been many caseworker 
and team assignment changes.  The child is still on medication for his mental health diagnoses.  The foster parent has stated her
willingness to commit to permanency with the child.  The reviewer noted caregiver strengths in that the foster parent is willing to 
maintain the child’s important family connections, demonstrated knowledge of the child’s needs, and is willing to be involved in his 
service planning/needs and in other important aspects of his life.  The child has a connection with this foster parent, as she was his 
initial placement.  He is not placed with his siblings but maintains contact with them.  The presumed risk of future instability is 
therefore identified as:  low.  (Footnote: this case was closed to adoption in August 2008)

Case 16 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
06330303

On 7/1/06, this boy was 6.  There were two indicated reports of substantial risk of injury on 1/17/03 and 5/16/03.  Mother reportedly 
chronically abused substances and there was apparently some domestic violence with a paramour. The child apparently remained with
this birthmother until 8/20/03, when he was placed with a maternal aunt for 748 days. He was then reunified with his mother, but that 
only lasted two months.  He was then placed with his 23 year old sister on 11/22/05, who also has two biological and adopted children, 
and had lived with her for 890 days at the time of data collection.  The sister was reportedly supportive of the child’s connections with 
biological relatives and important others, demonstrated an understanding of the child’s needs and had social support.   Adoption had 
been in place as a permanency goal for 15 months. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child made progress individual therapy dealing with separation and loss and history of neglect.  But the child did not have any 
formal clinical diagnoses or special needs. There were no CAYITs 

Given the child’s lack of behavioral problems or special needs and the stability of the placement over better than 2 ½ years, continued
stability is predicted. 

Case 17 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#06769806

The child entered care in September 2004 at age 5 from her parents: the child was sexually molested by her biological father.  The
child and her two siblings were all removed from the home and placed in an emergency home for two days until they could be placed
with their paternal grandparents. The family has been known to DCFS since at least 1991 (a “B” sequence was noted in 1991; details
unknown but it has not yet been purged from the SCR).  There was a previous family case opening with DCFS from 1998 to 2000.  
The report that opened the current case is a “P” sequence, so there has been a lot of family involvement with the child welfare system 
for a long time.  Only two child abuse/neglect reports have been unfounded since 1991.  Allegations include environmental neglect,
medical neglect and inadequate supervision, in addition to the sexual molestation allegation mentioned previously. 

There has been no instability for this child either before or after 7/1/06.  The child and her siblings have remained with their paternal 
grandparents since September 2004.  Case assignment changes did not impact stability.  There have been no reports of abuse/neglect
while in care, nor UIRs.  The child has no clinical diagnoses, however she has attended individual counseling to address her sexual
abuse victimization, as well as had supervised visitation with her parents.  She is in regular education classes at school.  There are no 
noted service needs for the foster parent.  The child is stated to be “thriving” in this placement. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The permanency goal was changed to Subsidized Guardianship in July 2007 because the parents were not making progress in services
or toward established service plan goals and outcomes. 

The risk of future instability is considered low because the paternal grandparents are completely committed to providing a permanent,
safe home for this child.  The child continues to thrive in all domains.  Should any issues arise in the future, these caregivers are very 
capable of securing necessary services for and supporting this child.  Most importantly, these caregivers have demonstrated the
capacity and willingness to protect this child and her siblings from harm. 
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Case 18 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
07510604

Prior to the review period: This boy had indicated reports of substantial risk of injury on 5/21/06.  The mother contacted the mental 
health center and stated that she would hurt her children.  The child was placed with a maternal aunt (the maternal aunt category was 
selected, although the placement was categorized as a foster placement and not as a home of a relative). The child was described as 
aggressive and threatening, and reportedly he stated that he would murder the aunt.  He has also been aggressive to animals in the
home and with neighborhood children and a sibling. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was five years old. The aunt sought placement and he was placed with sibling(s) 
in foster care. The children only stayed there 35 days, with the reason for the move was not documented.  The child and apparently
two siblings were placed in another foster home where they stayed almost a year (358 days).   This placement ended when there was
an indicated allegation of physical abuse against the foster parent related to corporal punishment.  The children were then placed in 
another foster home where they stayed for 126 days. The foster parent asked for removal because both children were showing 
behavior problems, with physical aggression toward other children in the house and at school.  The children were placed in another
foster home where they stayed for 40 days. The foster parent did not have adequate space in her car to accommodate all the car seats
she needed for children. Therefore she could not transport the children and had licensing issues as a result.  The children were then 
returned to the previous foster placement for 6 days, and then went to a new foster home. After 83 days, the child was psychiatrically 
hospitalized due to violent behavior, and talk of suicide and homicide. The child was apparently sexually aggressive and destroyed
property too.  The caseworker had made efforts to stabilize the child and there were SOC and SASS referrals.  The child was treated 
for 27 days and then returned with medication to the previous foster home, where he had been for 3 days at the time of data collection. 

Case 19 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
07510604

On 7/11/07, the child was diagnosed with Adjustment Disorder and Depressive Disorder Not Otherwise Specified.  His Global 
Assessment of Functioning (GAF) score was 50, indicating serious impairment in functioning.  On 4/21/08, toward the end of the 
psychiatric hospitalization, he was diagnosed with Mood Disorder Not Otherwise Specified with Attention Deficit Hyperactivity 
Disorder. He again had a GAF score of 50. The child’s IQ is 89, below average. A speech defect, nocturnal enuresis and a fungal
infection have been issues. 

A CAYIT took place on 2/8/08 because of multiple moves, during the last foster placement but before the hospitalization.  The foster
parent, mother, therapist, caseworker and supervisor attended.  The CAYIT recommended continued individual therapy for child (via
SOC), parental visitation, and a 1-to-1 parent coach for the foster parent. The CAYIT also recommended the child stay in the foster
placement 

Despite his young age, this child has substantial mental health problems that have not been improving. He has not been in his current
foster placement long, and the foster parent needs parental coaching.  On the other hand, much of the instability in the case is due to 
the limitations of the foster parents, and a strong foster parent could conceivably handle behavioral problems in a child this young.
Prediction is for future instability. 

Case 19 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#07520503

The child entered care in August 2005 at age 3 from the mother.  The mother had substance abuse issues and provided inadequate 
supervision while she was on drug binges.  Additionally there was evidence of domestic violence.  The case was opened as Intact in 
March 2005 following an indicated report of substantial risk of harm.  While the case was open for services, two additional reports
were made and indicated for substantial risk of harm and poisonous/noxious substances.  There is no known previous DCFS 
involvement. 

Upon removal from the mother, the child was placed with a maternal aunt for seven days until a more stable and permanent placement 
with a paternal aunt could be secured.  The child has remained in the care of the paternal aunt August 2005 and the caregiver is
planning to adopt her. 

There has been no instability for this child either before or after 7/1/06.  Case assignment changes did not impact stability.  There have 
been no reports of abuse/neglect, and there were two UIRs for medical reasons (the child has an asthma action plan).  The child has no 
clinical diagnoses, however she has attended individual counseling to address separation and loss.  There are no noted service needs
for the foster parent.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The case has progressed toward adoption since case opening.  The permanency goal was changed to Adoption in February 2008 
because the mother was not making progress in services or toward established service plan goals and outcomes.  The family case was
closed in January 2008. 

The risk of future instability is considered low based on the young age of the child, her few service needs, the length of time she has 
been stable in the current placement, and the caregiver’s commitment to adopt the child. 

Case 20 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#08020002

Prior to 7/1/06, the youth was removed at age 2 from her mother in April 2002 due to neglect.  The child was placed in care due to 
substantial risk of physical injury caused by the mother's untreated mental health condition, chronic substance abuse issues and her 
lack of capacity to adequately supervise the children.  The natural father was contacted to get the children prior to taking PC, but he 
declined to pick them up as he was working.  This was the family’s third case opening with DCFS since 1999.   

All instability for this child occurred prior to 7/1/06, and none of it was related to characteristics of the children.  The initial placement 
disrupted after 24 days for reasons unknown, however it is noted that the next placement was with a relative.  The children stayed with 
the relative for about five months until she decided that she “needed to get herself together” and moved away.  The children then
returned to the initial placement, and stayed there until they were reunified with their father.  They remained with their father from 
June 2003 until February 2005, and came back into care because the parents violated a no-contact order.  During the time the child
was home with her father there were five reports of suspected child abuse and neglect, all unfounded except for the last one in
February 2005.  Upon reentry, the child was placed for two months with a non-relative, and then placed into her current placement
with a paternal aunt who was willing to pursue permanency.   

Early on in the case, the child received preschool services and play therapy to address separation and loss issues.  Later, in 2006, an 
SOC referral was made for her due to “unstable moods.”  Around this time she was suspended from school.  No clinical diagnoses are
noted in the file, and it does not appear that the child was prescribed psychotropic medication.  The child has consistently been in 
regular education.  It appears that she has completed all services successfully. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 21 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#08020002

Since 7/1/06, the child has not experienced instability. 

The permanency goal is currently subsidized guardianship (re-established in February 2008).  Efforts were made early in the case and 
for 4 years to reunify the family, and the children were in fact reunited with their father for about 2 years.  However, there continued
to be lack of progress on the part of the parents and currently the family case is closed.  There has been no CAYIT for this child.  In 
the fall of 2007 there was an unfounded report of substantial risk of harm. 

The child has been in the same relative placement since April 2005 with her brother.  The children are placed with a paternal aunt who 
has a very close relationship with their natural father and who is very invested with the children.  The agency and aunt allow the father 
to have liberal visitation with the children and the situation has been normalized for the children.  The natural mother is now deceased, 
and her behavior is what precipitated the children's initial entry in foster care (April 2002) as well as their reentry in February 2005.
As a result, the predicted risk for future instability is considered low. 

Case 21 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#08020003

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at age 18 months from his mother in April 2002 due to neglect.  The child and his sister were 
placed in substitute care due to substantial risk of physical injury caused by the mother's untreated mental health condition, chronic
substance abuse issues and her lack of capacity to adequately supervise the children.  The natural father was contacted to get the
children prior to taking PC, but he declined to pick them up as he was working.  This was the family’s third case opening with DCFS 
since 1999.

All instability for this child occurred prior to 7/1/06, and none of it was related to characteristics of the child.  The initial placement 
disrupted after 24 days for reasons unknown, however it is noted that the next placement was with a relative.  The child stayed with 
the relative for about five months until she decided that she “needed to get herself together” and moved away.  The child then returned 
to the initial placement, and stayed there until he and his sister were reunified with their father.  They remained with their father from 
June 2003 until February 2005, and came back into care because the parents violated a no-contact order.  During the time the child
was home with his father there were five reports of suspected child abuse and neglect, all unfounded except for the last one in
February 2005.  Upon reentry, the child was placed for two months with a non-relative, and then placed into his current placement
with a paternal aunt who was willing to pursue permanency.   

In April 2002 the child was referred for Early Intervention services, and in June 2002 it was recommended that he receive speech 
therapy services.  In October 2003 he was referred for a IEP evaluation.  Upon reentering care in February 2005, the child was noted
to have conduct problems, and an SOC referral was made.  In August 2005 he had surgery to remove his tonsils and adenoids. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 22 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#08020003

Since 7/1/06, the child has not experienced instability.

The permanency goal is currently subsidized guardianship (re-established in February 2008).  Efforts were made early in the case and 
for 4 years to reunify the family, and the children were in fact reunited with their father for about 2 years.  However, there continued
to be lack of progress on the part of the parents and currently the family case is closed.  There has been no CAYIT for this child.  In 
the fall of 2007 there was an unfounded report of substantial risk of harm. 

The child has been in the same relative placement since April 2005 with his sister.  The children are placed with a paternal aunt who 
has a very close relationship with their natural father and who is very invested with the children.  The agency and aunt allow the father 
to have liberal visitation with the children and the situation has been normalized for the children.  The natural mother is now deceased, 
and her behavior is what precipitated the children's initial entry in foster care (April 2002) as well as their reentry in February 2005.
There are no services indicated as needed for the foster mother.  As a result, the predicted risk for future instability is considered low. 

Case 22 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#08060601

The child entered care in January 2006 at age 10 from the mother after she left the children alone and due to substance misuse.  Three 
reports of abuse/neglect had been indicated between December 2005 and the date of removal, involving allegations of inadequate 
supervision, risk of harm, and cuts/welts/bruises.  This was the first involvement of the family with DCFS.  The child and siblings
were immediately placed with their maternal grandmother, where they remain currently. 

There has been no instability for this child either before or after 7/1/06.  Case assignment changes did not impact stability.  The child 
is placed with her three siblings.  She is in special education.  There have been no reports of abuse/neglect, and there were two UIRs 
for medical and educational reasons (details unknown).  The child has no clinical diagnoses, however she has attended individual
counseling to address attachment issues and angry outbursts toward her brother.  She has also received an IEP evaluation.  There are 
no noted service needs for the foster parent.

Event History Calendar

HMR1 (since 1/18/06)

Medical/Psychiatric Education

Return Home within 12 months 
(since 1/18/06) SCpTR

Stable

10.6 11.6 12.6

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The permanency goal was changed to SCpTPR in May 2007 because the mother was not making progress in services or toward 
established service plan goals and outcomes. 

The risk of future instability is considered low.  The child is in a safe and stable placement with her maternal grandmother who is 
committed to providing permanency for her and her siblings. 

Case 23 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#09199502

The youth entered care in April 2005 at age 14 when it was reported by neighbors that the mother had left her four young children at 
home alone.  Reportedly the mother had a history of leaving children alone while she went looking to get drugs.  The youth and his
siblings were initially placed with a paternal uncle.  The youth had been previously in foster care between 1994 and 1999. 

All instability for this youth occurred prior to 7/1/2006.  The reason for removal from the paternal uncle is unknown.  The next
relative placement (a cousin) disrupted after nine months because the relative determined that she could not meet the special needs of 
one of the siblings.  Therefore all children were removed.  The youth and his siblings were then placed with a non-relative caregiver in 
June 2006 where they remain currently.  
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The permanency goal was changed to subsidized guardianship in May 2007 because the mother was neither participating in services
nor compliant with any components of her service plan.  The family case closed in January 2008. 

Since 7/1/06, child has been stable in same non-relative placement.  There have been no reports of abuse/neglect.  There was a UIR in 
February 2007 for a criminal act (details unknown), and during this placement the youth was suspended from school (details 
unknown).  He is attending an alternative high school.  He has participated in individual counseling to address his history of being
neglected, has had a mentor, and has had supervised visitation with his mother.  In addition he has received tutoring, college 
preparation, and is on a waiting list for budgeting skills classes.  No service needs have been identified for the foster parents.  There 
have been case assignment changes during this placement.  No CAYIT was initiated for this youth nor needed.  There were no 
documented CANS. 

Case 24 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#09199502

The risk of future instability is considered low.  The youth is in a safe and stable home (with his siblings) where the two parent (foster) 
home has committed to keeping him, and has received guardianship of him.  The foster parents adopted or took guardianship of all
siblings (adopted 2 and took guardianship of 2).  The youth will turn 18 years old in March 2009 and has interest in furthering his 
education.  (Footnote: the case was closed to subsidized guardianship on 6/12/2008.) 

Case 24 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y

20250603
On July 1, 2006, this boy was 9 years old. There were indicated reports of inadequate supervision and substantial risk of injury in 2006. 
The boy was placed with a sibling in foster care 4/19/06 and stayed in this first placement for 232 days.  The foster parent then
requested another placement for this boy, separating him from his sibling, because of the boy’s behavioral issues.  The records
indicated that the foster parent reported that the boy exposed his penis and engaged in self-injurious behavior – sticking his head in a 
puddle and somehow in the vicinity of a lawn mower.  He was also involved in some fighting at school.  During this placement, the
boy was referred for counseling, there was a SOC referral, and respite services were offered.

The child was placed with another foster parent and stayed there 232 days.  Counseling and respite services were noted again, and the 
child was suspended from school—the reason for this was not listed.  This placement was disrupted when the foster parents were 
divorced; the child went to live with the foster mother.  This placement terminated after 107 days at the foster parent’s request, but the 
reasons were not clear.  The foster parent apparently had adults living with her, and the foster parent was not willing to make changes 
for appropriate sleeping arrangements.  Apparently there were licensing issues as well, although information is missing in the client
information system.  The foster parent was identified with three strengths in the study checklist.  The child was then placed with
another foster parent, where he had been for 166 days at the time of data collection.  Referral for counseling was made and respite
services offered.  The foster parent was noted as having 7 strengths on the study checklist.  According to our reviewer, the last
placement seemed stable.  The child’s sibling is with the child.  The current caregiver is committed to permanency and would like to 
adopt.  The child wants to be adopted.  But the court seemed to be delaying permanency for the child.  
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 25 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y

20250603

The boy was diagnosed with ADHD, depressive disorder and adjustment disorder with a mixed display of emotional and conduct 
problems.  His level of functioning score indicated variable functioning with impairment depending on time and context.  In every
placement, the child received psychotropic medication.  IQ testing took place on January 2006 and yielded an IQ of 103. 

The boy was referred to CAYIT on 12/6/06, during the second foster care placement.  The CAYIT considered the option of 
therapeutic foster care, and the caseworker, supervisor, therapist and another person participated. The CAYIT recommended 
remaining in the current placement with an educational follow-up and individual therapy for the child. 

The child’s behavior problems contributed to instability. Also, in all placements, the biological mother’s lack of cooperation with
services and visits undermined stability.  Foster parents’ difficulties contributed to instability as well.  The first foster parent was not 
willing to do concurrent planning and do work related to the child’s behavioral issues (despite 7 different strengths being listed on the 
study checklist).  One set of foster caregivers divorced, leading to the foster child remaining with the wife, and then the wife
subsequently was unwilling to change adult sleeping arrangements to accommodate the child.     

Given that the child has been in the last placement for over 5 months, is receiving services and is with a foster parent with many
strengths who is committed to permanency, the guarded prediction is for stability. 

Case 25 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
20670404

On 7/1/06, this girl was 3 years old.  There were 4 indicated reports of inadequate supervision (once with environmental neglect)
ranging in date from 6/2/04 to 6/7/06.  She was placed along with siblings with a maternal aunt, who was as a result taking care of 6 
children.  However, this placement only lasted 23 days, because the aunt had her own problems to deal with (sexual abuse, sleep
disorder, history of substance abuse that she was dealing with through Alcoholics and Narcotics Anonymous), and because she found
the 6 children overwhelming.  The reviewed child’s behavior was not an issue.  The child was then placed in a foster placement for 11 
days and another for 77 days. The reasons for the disruption of these placements were not documented.  She was then placed in 
another foster home 10/9/06 where she remained at the date of review 10/27/08.   Given that a 4th placement took place, a SOC referral 
was made on 10/18/06 just to provide supportive services. Respite services have been offered. It is noted that all needed services are in 
place. The caregiver was noted as having 6 strengths in the study checklist and was willing to commit to permanency.  Parents were
not willing to commit to services and the permanency plan was changed to adoption on 8/20/07. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has neither clinical diagnoses nor behavior problems and is reported to be doing well. There was no CAYIT referral. 
Given that the current placement was stable for two years, the child presents no problems that have the potential to disrupt a placement, 
needed services are in place, and the caregiver has several strengths and plans to adopt, stability is predicted. 

Case 26 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
24140602

Prior to July, 1, 2006 the child was removed due to inadequate supervision at age 9 in October, 2005.  He was originally placed, along 
with his three siblings, with a relative where he stayed for 8 months at which time he was moved to traditional foster care.  His first 
placement did not work out because the caregiver was not equipped to deal with his defiant behavior.  About one month prior to 
moving from the relative, the child received some diagnosis: ADHD with oppositional features possibly due to fetal alcohol syndrome. 
He has an IQ of 87/88 and GAF of 55. 

Event History Calendar

FHP2 FHP3 FHP4 FHP5

FP requested change - child 
behavior

FP requested change - child 
behavior & FP concern for new 

foster baby

FP requested change - other foster 
child causing problem

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18 month review period the child lived in four homes.  The instability that he experienced was all related to his ‘defiant
behavior’ – each placement ended because the caregiver could not cope with his behavior, or the combined behavior of him and his
siblings.  However, there does not seem to have been any services provided to these caregivers.  The child has been in his current
placement since July 2007 and there is no indication of issues at this placement. 

There was no CAYIT for this child despite the multiple moves.  Since this child has been stable for more than a year, and the 
caregiver is committed to permanence, it is predicted that he will remain in the current home, and be stable. 
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Case 27 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#25160005

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 2½ in October 2005 due substantial risk of injury (unfounded allegations of substance
abuse as well).  The family history of DCFS involvement dates back to 1997 for various neglect allegations.  The child was originally 
placed in an emergency non-relative foster home for three days, and then placed for nearly a year with another non-relative caregiver.  
A few months into the review period, the child and sibling left that caregiver to live with a relative whom the agency thought would
provide permanency.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

From 7/1/06 – 9/25/06, the child experienced 4 living arrangements (the relative placement as noted above, and 3 non-relatives).  The 
children left the relative home at the request of the relative – she had not realized the extent of the siblings needs and the amount of 
involvement that would require of her.  She changed her mind about providing permanency as a result, stating that she had already
raised her own children.  The next placement disrupted due to the sibling’s behavior problems as well – the foster parent made respite 
arrangements and then did not come back to get the children.  The next placement was temporary until a more permanency resource
could be located.

The children were placed with their current foster/prospective adoptive parents early November 2007 following many weekend pre-
placement visits.  There have been no reports of suspected child abuse/neglect in any foster home, nor any UIRs.  The current foster
parents plan to adopt this child and the sibling, and the reviewer notes many caregiver strengths.  The child has needs.  No CAYITs
have occurred for this case.  Two CANS were completed for this child, in December 2005 and June 2007.  The June 2007 CANS 
noted several concerns for the caregiver (living arrangement #3, where the foster parents did not retrieve the children from a respite
arrangement). 

Based on the apparent commitment of the current foster parents and their noted strengths, as well as the child’s young age and few
needs, the risk for future instability is low-moderate, depending on the behavior of the sibling and how well that is managed. 

Case 28 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#25179009

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 3½ in April 2004 due to neglect (details unknown).  The family history of DCFS 
involvement dates back to 1990 (reasons not documented until 2003, then for various neglect allegations).  The child was originally 
placed in a non-relative foster home for 8 months, which disrupted due to neglect by the foster parent (she was allowing sexual acting 
out behavior between the children in her care, and was unwilling to follow the safety plan.  Additionally, the foster mother had
undergone surgery which made her bed-ridden for some time).  A hotline report was made, indicated, and a UIR was documented as 
well.  In this home, the child demonstrated difficult behaviors: bed wetting, lying, stealing, destruction of property, some sexualized
behaviors

The next non-relative placement lasted for over a year and a half, and carried into the review period of 7/1/06 – 12/31/07.  During that 
stay, there was 1 (later) unfounded report of alleged child abuse/neglect, and 2 UIRs (one for hospitalization, and one for 
abuse/neglect – both handled appropriately).  The child was removed due to the hotline report and UIR (the private agency policy is to 
remove children if an allegation of abuse/neglect is made).  The next living arrangement disrupted after a few months because the
foster parent had an emergency and could no longer care for the children.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The next living arrangement disrupted after 20 days because of the child’s behavior, and because the child was not specialized by
CAYIT the foster mother refused to keep her.   

The next home lasted nearly a year, to June 2007, and the child was removed due to allegations the child made about the foster mother 
(that she hit the child with a belt; these allegations were later unfounded). Again, due to agency policy the child was removed for the 

Case 29 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#25179009

investigation.  The child was placed without her sibling in the next home, which lasted for less than 2 months.  The foster parents
requested that the child be moved due to her behavior. 

The child has been in the current home since July 2007.  There has been an unfounded report of abuse/neglect in this home and it is 
unclear from the record why she was not moved; the child is again placed with her sibling.  She is in regular education.  The 
caregivers are willing to pursue permanency with the child, and are noted to have several caregiver strengths: knowledge of parenting 
and child development, understanding of child’s needs and compassion for her experiences, as well as experience as foster parents.

Goal changed to adoption following TPR in August 2006. 

One CAYIT occurred November 2006, requested to make the child specialized.  The CAYIT recommended individual counseling for 
the child, play therapy, extra-curricular activities, SOC referral, sibling visitation, tutoring, and specialty referrals.  Additionally, the 
CAYIT recommended that the child remain in the current traditional foster home.  Following that decision (not to specialize the child), 
the foster home refused to keep her.  Although there was a phone conversation with CAYIT in March 2007, there have been no 
additional CAYITs convened, despite the fact that the child experienced 3 additional moves since the November 2006 CAYIT. 

Three CANS have been completed for this case; two of them conducted in November 2006 and April 2007 indicated mild concerns 
with the foster caregivers in the area of knowledge of the child’s psychological condition and her talents, skills and assets. 

Psychological testing had not been completed as of 4-25-08, and in spite of repeated requests for specialized placement, CAYIT has
not made this recommendation.  Risk for future instability is high.

Case 29 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#27540504

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 3½ in June 2005 due to substantial risk of sexual injury.  The family history of DCFS 
involvement dates back to 1999 for various neglect allegations.  The child was placed with her grandparents, and has remained with
them since.  For the review period (ending 4/25/08), there have been no child abuse/neglect allegations made involving the foster
home and no UIRs.  The child is placed with her sibling, and the relative caregiver is noted to have many strengths.  There has been no 
CAYIT on this case. 

The permanency goal has remained Return Home since case opening.  The mother and the step-father have a history of domestic 
violence that remains unresolved (the mother goes back and forth with him still).  Additionally, the mother has a history of being
sexually abused. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Based on the apparent commitment of the current foster parents and their noted strengths, as well as the child’s young age and few
needs, the risk for future instability is low.   

Case 30 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
31010503

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 5 years old.  Between December 2004 and May 2006 there were 3 indicated reports of substantial risk of 
injury and one of tying/confinement.  The child was placed with two siblings with a maternal aunt in May 2006.  She remained there
at the time of data collection, nearly two years (706 days) later.  In February 2007, parental rights were terminated and adoption was 
set as a goal in July 2007.

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no psychiatric diagnoses and there is no indication of special needs. 

Given the stability of the current placement and the goal of adoption and the child’s lack of mental health problems and special needs, 
continued stability is predicted. 

Case 31 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
35099709

Prior to the review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 6 years old.  He is the older brother of the boy in Case 35099710.  The 
family had an open case with DCFS prior to this child’s birth because of an injurious environment. The father was an alcoholic and the 
mother had a history of incarceration for forgery and carrying drugs, and was intellectually challenged.  There was an indicated report 
of substantial risk of injury 12/12/00, when the child was 1.  The child was placed with a relative in 2/16/01 and was moved after 154 
days to live with siblings in foster care.  This ended after 31 days when a hotline report revealed that the foster parent was using
corporal punishment on the older siblings.  This was the second investigation in one year on this foster home.  The foster parents also 
did not know where the older siblings were at a time when they walked to the DCFS office.  The child was then placed with siblings in 
foster care for almost 2 ½ years (879 days).  Apparently the first of multiple requests for specialized foster care in this case was made 
during this placement, related to the child’s high supervision needs.  The foster mother had trouble keeping up with all the 
appointments for this child and the three visits per week he required, in addition to caring for the other children. There were three 
unusual incident reports for injuries in 2002, all of them responded to appropriately.  This placement ended because the children were 
reunified with their father.

They stayed with their father for just over a year.  Why this placement disrupted is not entirely clear, but it seems related to the father 
having to go to jail.  The children did not move then, but instead lived in the same dwelling for 216 days with the father’s paramour.  
The father told DCFS this paramour was the children’s godmother, so this was designated a relative home.  The father resumed care
when he returned from jail.  Seven months thereafter, the police removed the children from the home because of domestic violence
between the father and paramour.  The children went to foster care for 5 days, and then were placed with a paternal uncle, where they 
stayed for 287 days.  At that point, however, a “personal emergency” in the lives of the kin parents arose and they abrupt terminated
the children’s placement, dropping the children’s belongings off at the DCFS office. The case records suggest that the father 
threatened the kin parents and they were afraid. The caseworker had to get the children from school.    
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Case 32 

Case No. 33  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
35099709

During the review period: After a foster care placement of 4 days, they were placed in another foster home.  This one disrupted after 
55 days because the foster parent’s son did not get along with the foster child and refused to sleep in the bedroom with him—
apparently the foster child was acting out and may have exhibited some sexualized behavior.  The foster parent had repeatedly called
to discuss the foster child’s needs and what could be done better.  Requests for specialized foster care continued. 

The children were placed in another foster home.  This disrupted after 204 days, although the brother (Case 35099710) remained. This 
child needed constant redirection and mentoring, and was bothering other children in the home. He had physical temper tantrums and
was suspended from school, and there were false allegations of verbal and physical abuse against the foster parents.  Counseling and 
caseworker intervention with the child and family were tried to stabilize the child in the placement. The next placement in the record, 
reportedly for 7 days, appears actually not to have happened.  In the next foster home, the foster parents discontinued the child’s use of 
the psychiatric medication Adderall and the child’s behavior deteriorated. Referrals for counseling, SOC and CAYIT were made, but
the child was threatening suicide and was psychiatrically hospitalized at age 8 after 23 days in the placement.  Reportedly, hospital 
staff were shocked that they he was not stable even after 5 days of treatment. For unknown reasons, he was returned to the foster
placement from which he was hospitalized.   He had SOC services in place from the referral prior to hospitalization, received 
caseworker intervention aimed at stabilization, and was referred to SASS.  After 47 days, he left this placement because the foster
mother could not handle him and said that he needed to be the only child in a placement.  After a temporary placement for 4 days, this 
child was placed as the only child in a foster home.  He had been there for 94 days at the time of data collection.  Because this
placement was in another county, he had lost SASS and SOC services and new referrals had to be made. 

The child had physical and behavioral challenges from an early age.  The records indicate diagnoses of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder
and Learning Disorder – Not Otherwise Specified in November 2007, with an additional noted of emotional distress because of 
multiple placements.  He had a full scale IQ at that time of 77, which is in the borderline retarded range.  When the child was less than 
2 years old, the child was so hyperactive that the agency was concerned about brain abnormality and the child received MRIs and
other tests to evaluate this. He started on Adderall at that age.  His hyperactive, demanding and sexualized behaviors were an issue in 
every foster home. 

He had three CAYITs. The first was 5/24/06, during his stay with the paternal uncle.  Information was missing on who attended and
what the recommendations were, other than to remain in the current placement.  The second CAYIT was 2/21/07, during the stay in
foster care that later disrupted because of his behavioral problems and problems in the relationship with the foster parent’s son. The 
foster parents, father, caseworker and supervisor attended.  Recommendations were made for individual counseling for the child and
play therapy, and again, continuation in the placement was recommended.  The third CAYIT was 11/19/07, while the child was in the
psychiatric hospital.   The current and former caseworker attended along with a supervisor (it seems likely that the hospital staff
participated as well).    Recommendations were made for an SOC referral, a referral for psychological assessment, and individual
therapy.  The recommended placement was a traditional foster placement. 

Given this child’s substantial needs and history of instability, and the short time he had been at the current placement at the time of 
data collection, continued instability is predicted, despite the fact that, apparently for the first time, he is the only child in the home. 

Case 32 

Case No. 33  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
35099710

Prior to review period: This boy is the younger brother of the boy in Case 35099709.  The records in this boy’s case show three 
indicated reports of substantial risk of injury between December 2002 and September 2006.   

On 12/18/02, this child was placed in the same foster home as his brother, who according to our data had apparently been placed there 
16 months earlier.  Apparently the first of multiple requests for specialized foster care in this case was made during this placement, 
apparently for the brother and related to the brother’s high supervision needs.  The foster mother had trouble keeping up with all the 
appointments for the brother and the three visits per week the brother required, in addition to caring for this child and other children. 
There were three unusual incident reports for injuries in 2002, all of them responded to appropriately.  This placement ended because
the children were reunified with their father.   

They stayed with their father for just over a year.  Why this placement disrupted is not entirely clear, but it seems related to the father 
having to go to jail.  The children did not move then, but instead lived in the same dwelling for 216 days with the father’s paramour.  
The father told DCFS this paramour was the children’s godmother, so this was designated a relative home.  The father resumed care
when he returned from jail.   

Event History Calendar

HMR3 (since 4/10/06)

FHP4 FHP5

FP life emergency

Older sibling's problem

Return home within 12 months 
(since 4/18/05) SCpTPR

CAYIT 2

Stable

5.0 6.0 7.0

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

 Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy had just turned 5 years old.  Seven months thereafter, the police removed the 
children from the home because of domestic violence between the father and paramour.  The children went to foster care for 5 days,
and then were placed with a paternal uncle, where they stayed for 287 days.  At that point, however, a “personal emergency” in the 
lives of the kin parents arose and they abruptly terminated the children’s placement, dropping the children’s belongings off at the 
DCFS office. The case records suggest that the father threatened the kin parents and they were afraid. The caseworker had to get the 

Case 33 

Case No. 32  



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
35099710

children from school.   After a foster care placement of 4 days, they were placed in another foster home.  This one disrupted after 55 
days because the foster parent’s son did not get along with the brother and refused to sleep in the bedroom with him—apparently the 
brother was acting out and may have exhibited some sexualized behavior.  The foster parent had repeatedly called to discuss the
brother’s needs and what could be done better.  Requests for specialized foster care for the brother continued.  The children were
placed in another foster home.  The brother had substantial emotional and behavioral problems during the placement and went on to
other placements (see the final form for Case 35099709), but this child remained in the foster home for  more than a year (399 days) 
until the time of data collection.  The foster parent reportedly wants to adopt him. A termination of parental rights occurred in June 
2008 when the father was in jail, but he reportedly plans to appeal that. 

In terms of psychiatric diagnosis, this boy is reported to have “features” of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder and Attention Deficit
Hyperactivity Disorder Not Otherwise Specified. His Global Assessment of Functioning score is 69, which indicates very mild 
symptoms and generally good functioning.  He reportedly finally got appropriate evaluations and medication in his last placement.

One CAYIT was held June 2006 because of multiple moves, but there is little information on it.  It recommended continuation in the 
home of the kin parents who later had the “personal emergency” leading them to seek the boys’ removal.  Another CAYIT was held 
2/21/07, again because of multiple moves.  This occurred when the boy was in the foster home that later disrupted because of the
conflict between the boy’s sibling and the foster parents’ son.   The foster parents, the foster grandmother, the father, the caseworker
and the supervisor were present.  The CAYIT recommended a case study evaluation and other, unidentified services.  It also 
recommended continuation in the same placement.   

Given that this child generally functions fairly well, has been stable in his current foster home for over a year, and has a foster parent 
who wants to adopt him, continued stability is predicted. Note that some of his previous instability was because he was yoked to his 
brother, who had considerably greater problems that led to some disruptions in placement.

Case 33 

Case No. 32



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
35330604

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed in May, 2006 just after her first birthday where she was placed in a traditional foster home 
for a month before moving to the home of her maternal aunt where she has lived since.   

The child was placed with a relative, and has remained in that home since.  For the review period (ending 4/25/08), there have been no 
child abuse/neglect allegations made involving the foster home and no UIRs.  The child is placed with her sibling, and the relative
caregiver is noted to have many strengths.  There has been no CAYIT on this case. 

The permanency goal has remained Return Home since case opening. 

Event History Calendar

HMR2 (since 6/14/06)

Return Home within 12 months 
(since 6/9/06)

Stable

1.3 2.3 3.3

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Based on the apparent commitment of the current foster parents and their noted strengths, as well as the child’s young age and few
needs, the risk for future instability is low.   

Case 34 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#35420504

Prior to July, 1, 2006, the child was removed at age 1 month in January 2006 due to substantial risk of physical injury.  The family 
case had been opened in March 2005 for substance abuse and domestic violence, and this child removed.  The child was initially 
placed with a non-relative foster parent, and moved after 4 days in to live with a cousin.

There has been no CAYIT on this case. 

The permanency goal has remained Return Home since case opening.  There has been limited success in resolving the underlying 
issues that opened the case. 

E v e n t H is to ry  C a le n d a r

H M R 2  (s in c e  1 /3 1 /0 6 )

R e t u rn  H o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
(s in c e  1 /2 7 /0 6 )

S t a b le

0 .5 1 .5 2 .5

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic tio n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child remains with the cousin currently and has experienced no instability.  The caregiver is willing to commit to permanency
with this child, and there are no reported concerns about the caregiver or the home.  The child is young and has no special needs.
Although the child is not placed with siblings, the relative caregiver supports regular contact with the siblings and with the parents.
The family appears to be close-knit and supportive.  There have been no UIRs in the foster home.  Although there was significant
caseworker assignment changes, the case remained with the same team and it appears the team worked together to support the child
and the home and provide consistent service provision.  Risk of future instability appears low. 

Case 35 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#36110006

Prior to July, 1, 2006, the child was removed at age 13 in January 2001 due to inadequate shelter.  The family case had been open
since 1999 for intact family services. There was a previous indicated report in November 2000 for medical neglect.  Upon entry into 
substitute care, the youth was assessed as specialized and placed in a series of specialized foster homes (5 total) until landing in the 
current, traditional foster home in October 2003.  Although the official reasons for placement disruption for the previous placements is 
unknown due to lack of case notes prior to 2003, the reviewer was able to determine through reports that the behavior of the youth and 
his brother was difficult for the specialized foster parents.  Their behavior was not noted as abnormal, but still the foster parents were 
not willing to deal with it. 

E v e n t H is to r y  C a le n d a r

F H B 7  (s in c e  1 0 /1 3 /0 3 )

S e x u a lly  A g g re s s iv e  Y o u t h

In d e p e n d e n c e  (s in c e  7 /2 2 /0 2 )

S t a b le

1 9 .1 2 0 .1 2 1 .1

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic tio n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06 the youth has experienced no instability.  It is noted by the reviewer that the caregiver is the main reason for this – she is 
stable and committed to him.  Additionally, the youth’s brother left the home and that added to stability.  The youth has been able to 
have contact with his mother, and that has been beneficial for him and aided his stability.  There has been no CAYIT on this case.

Just prior to the end of the review period (4/25/08), there was a UIR documented in the current home for sexually aggressive youth
which was appropriately handled.  The youth was in special education when in school. He was also arrested while in the current foster 
home.  The permanency goal has remained Independence since July 2002 (he did not want to be adopted or pursue subsidized 
guardianship). Risk of future instability appears low.  His 21st birthday is in May 2008. 

Case 36 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#37740202

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from her family at age 6 in March 2002 due to ongoing risk of harm stemming from the 
mother’s mental health concerns and her continued statements that she might harm her child.  The family case had been open since
August 2001 for intact family services.  All of the child’s instability occurred prior to 7/1/06:  she experienced 6 different living
arrangements (mostly with relatives/people she knew), and the primary reason for her instability is noted to be due to her behavior.
The child would physically attack people out of anger).  The reviewer noted that the relatives gave up the child because of her
behavior, but also because they were under the impression that she would be returning to the mother shortly.  When that failed to pass 
and they realized that this was a long-term commitment, they requested the removal of the child.  All appropriate services were
provided to the mother to facilitate a safe return home, but she was unable to make needed changes to ensure the safety of her child.

Since June 2005, the child has remained in the same non-relative home.  The permanency goal was changed from Return Home to 
Subsidized Guardianship in March 2006, then SCpTPR in March 2007, and is currently set as Adoption since November 2007.  The 
plan is for the current caregivers to adopt the child. 

E v e n t H is to r y  C a le n d a r

F H P 6  (s in c e  6 /2 4 /0 5 )

S u b s id iz e d  G u a rd ia n sh ip  (s in c e  
3 /2 7 /0 6 ) S C p T R A d o p t io n

S t a b le

1 0 .8 1 1 .8 1 2 .8

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P r e d ic tio n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

In 2004 the child underwent 3 distinct clinical evaluations to assess her mental health concerns.  She was diagnosed with: ADHD
(each diagnosis, for which she continues to receive medication), Oppositional Defiant Disorder (twice and most recently diagnosed),
and Adjustment Disorder (once diagnosed).  There are no documented diagnoses since 2004, nor are there any documented IQ scores.
The child is noted to be in regular education.  Her global assessment functioning indicated she was experiencing a moderate degree of 
interference.  Since April 2002 she has received individual counseling, and since August 2006 she has received medication 
management and psychiatric services.  It is noted that these services appear to be helping the child.

Case 37 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#37740202

N o CAYITs have been requested for this case.  Three CANS have been completed, between October 2005 and July 2006.  One of the 
CANS indicated that although the (current) caregiver was consistently involved in the care of the child, the caregiver was not actively
advocating on behalf of the child.  The research study tool indicates that the current caregivers have many strengths, including their 
willingness to be involved in the child’s many life aspects, and supportive of maintaining her important family connections.   

Due to the length of time the child has been placed with the current caregivers, the fact that there have been no UIRs or child
abuse/neglect concerns involving the current foster home, the fact that she is the only child in the foster home, that she is involved in 
services, and the fact that the current caregivers plan to adopt the child, the predicted risk of future instability is low. 

Case 34 Case 37 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#39030603

Prior to 7/1/06, the child and his sibling were removed from his mom at age 6 in August 2005 because the sibling had bruises that did 
not match the mother’s changing explanations (allegation: risk of harm; it was later determined that the sibling had a liver disease
which caused the bruising, and ultimately the children were ordered returned home to the mom by the Judge).  The child and sibling 
were immediately placed with one set of maternal grandparents for 7 days, and then moved to a maternal aunt when the grandparents
moved to Alaska (planned move).  The children remained in the care of the aunt for about 9 months, and were removed from her 
because she was not making the children available for visits with the caseworker, and the agency felt she was “overwhelmed.”  From
there, the children were placed with another set of maternal grandparents in May 2006, where they stayed for nearly 2 years before
being returned to the mother on 4/1/08. 

E v e n t  H is to r y  C a le n d a r

H M R 3 (s in c e  5 /3 0 /0 6 )

H M P 4

P e r m a n e n c y  p la c e m e n t  w it h  p a r e n t

R e t u r n  h o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
(s in c e  9 /3 0 /0 5 ) R e t u rn  h o m e  w it h in  5  m o n t h s

S t a b le

6 .9 7 .9 8 .9

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P r e d ic t io n

A G E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O A L S

E V E N T S

P L A C E M E N T S

R E A S O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06 the child has experienced no instability.  This is primarily due to the fact that the child was placed with very supportive,
committed, and involved family members.  Additionally, the child was able to maintain very frequent visits with the mother, and had 
few service needs himself.  He and his sibling were alone in the care of the most recent relative caregivers.  There were no UIRs or 
safety concerns in the caregiver’s home.  There was no CAYIT or CANS on this case. The mother was consistently involved and 
active in the case, and completed all required services.  The children returned home to her in April 2008, and the case is closed.  Risk 
on future instability is predicted as low. 

Case 38 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#39370604

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from his mother at almost 2 years of age in January 2006 due to ongoing risk of harm posed to 
the child and his two siblings by the mother’s paramour, and the mother’s inability to protect the children.  The child and his siblings 
have been placed with their maternal aunt (mother’s sister by adoption) and her husband since case opening, and are in the process of 
being adopted by them currently.   

E v e n t H is to r y  C a le n d a r

H M R 1  (s in c e  2 /7 /0 6 )

R e t u r n  h o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
(s in c e  2 /7 /0 6 )

R e t u r n  h o m e  p e n d in g  s t a t u s R e t u rn  h o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s S C p T R

S t a b le

1 .6 2 .6 3 .6

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic tio n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced no instability since 7/1/06.  This is primarily due to the fact that the agency was willing and able to support 
the current caregiver in her desire to raise the children, versus respond to the demands of the mother’s biological family to have the 
children placed with them.  The mother’s biological family has a long history of profound and chronic child maltreatment, as well as 
mental and behavioral health problems, and was not likely to care for the children adequately.  The relative caregiver has 
demonstrated consistent parenting abilities, commitment to all of the children, advocacy for the children’s needs, and willingness to be 
involved in case planning.  Additionally, the reviewable child has few needs, and has participated in play therapy.  The older sibling
was the child primarily abused by the mother’s paramour, and her behavior has led the caregivers to engage in family therapy and
SOC services to support the placement.  Currently, the mother and paramour have distanced themselves from these 3 children as they 
now have another child.  The case is moving toward termination of parental rights and adoption.  There was no CAYIT on this case.
Three CANS were completed on this child, and no concerns noted for the relative caregiver.  No safety concerns in the current home, 
and the risk of future instability is considered low. 

Case 39 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#39430503

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from her mother at 1 year of age in February 2006.  The family case had originally opened in 
January 2005 when the child was age 5 months and was presented at a local hospital with seizure-like activity.  Her skull was found to 
be fractured.  It was determined that the cause was accidental, and the case was open for intact services.  While the case was open, two 
subsequent reports were received and indicated for allegation cuts/welts/bruises and risk of harm.  The mother gave birth to another
child.  The case was screened in through the Juvenile court system. 

Both the reviewable child and her infant sibling were placed initially with the paternal grandparents, where they continue to live.  The 
goal is to pursue adoption: the permanency goal was changed to SCpTPR in February 2008 due to non-compliance in services by the
parents and continued risk of harm. 

E v e n t H is to r y  C a le n d a r

H M R 1  (s in c e  2 /7 /0 6 )

R e t u r n  H o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s  
(s in c e  2 /7 /0 6 )

R e t u r n  H o m e  p e n d in g  s t a t u s R e t u rn  H o m e  w it h in  1 2  m o n t h s S C p T P R

S t a b le

1 .6 2 .6 3 .6

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic t io n

AG E

R e v ie w  P e r io d

G O AL S

E V E N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced no instability since 7/1/06.  This is primarily due to the commitment of the relative caregivers, and the 
relatively few needs of the young child.  The relative caretakers are young in age, and very actively involved in the case.  They are 
also supportive of important family connections.  The case is moving toward termination of parental rights and adoption.  There was 
no CAYIT on this case, nor any CANS.  No safety concerns in the current home, and the risk of future instability is considered low
despite the high caseworker turnover rate since case opening (7 total). 

Case 40 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
42350403

On 7/1/06, this boy was 7 years old.  He is the sibling of another child in this study, case number 42350404, and the children appeared
to move together through placements. The remaining sentences in this paragraph are identical in the two case reviews. There was an 
indicated report 3/25/04 of substantial risk of injury.  The child was involved with DCFS as an in-home case.  There was domestic
violence between the parents and the mother’s mental health was an issue.  Family preservations services were not successful, and the 
child was moved with sibling to the home of a paternal aunt on 7/19/06.   The child and sibling stayed there 330 days, but were then 
abducted by the biological parents.  The aunt had an indicated report of inadequate supervision as a result although our review
suggested it was not her fault.  The caregiver was willing to commit to permanency (in a co-parenting relationship with the father) and 
was listed with 8 strengths on the study checklist, but the agency did not apparently feel that she was capable of parenting the two 
children.  The child and sibling were placed in a temporary foster home 6/14/07 for 15 days.  Then the children were placed in another
foster home where they had lived for 306 days at the time of data collection.  The caregiver was willing to commit to permanency and 
was listed with 8 strengths in the study checklist. SASS was contacted during this placement.  

Event History Calendar

HMP1 (since 1/4/06)

HMR2
FHB3 FHP4

Nothing Recorded

Bio family abducted child; moved to 
confidential location

Temporary placement

Substantial Risk of Injury

Remain home (since 1/4/06)
Return home within 12 months

Unstable

7.2 8.2 9.2

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

This child had no clinical diagnoses nor any listing of behavior problems, needs and services.  There is a note that this boy has some 
behavior and mental health issues, but services seem to help (unclear what services he is receiving); his issues are not as extreme as 
his two siblings. The current foster parents really love him and that seems to make the difference. 

No CAYIT was held. A moderately high risk of instability is predicted. This is due to the siblings’ mental health problems, the foster 
parents’ report that they are not sure they can insure the sibling’s safety, and the sibling’s tendency to run when outside, necessitating
a safety plan. 

Case 41 

42 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
42350404

On 7/1/06, this girl was 2 years old. She is the sister of another child in this study, case number 42350403, and the remaining
sentences in this paragraph are identical in the two case reviews. There was an indicated report 3/25/04 of substantial risk of injury.
The child was involved with DCFS as an in-home case.  There was domestic violence between the parents and the mother’s mental 
health was an issue.  Family preservations services were not successful, and the child was moved with sibling to the home of a 
paternal aunt on 7/19/06.   The child and sibling stayed there 330 days, but were then abducted by the biological parents.  The aunt had 
an indicated report of inadequate supervision as a result although our review suggested it was not her fault.  The caregiver was willing 
to commit to permanency (in a co-parenting relationship with the father) and was listed with 8 strengths on the study checklist, but the 
agency did not apparently feel that she was capable of parenting the two children.  The child and sibling were placed in a temporary
foster home 6/14/07 for 15 days.  Then the children were placed in another foster home where they had lived for 306 days at the time 
of data collection.  The caregiver was willing to commit to permanency and was listed with 8 strengths in the study checklist. SASS
was contacted during this placement.  

Event History Calendar

HMP1 (since 1/4/06)

HMR2
FHB3 FHP4

Nothing Recorded

Bio family abducted child; moved to 
confidential location

Temporary placement

Substantial Risk of Injury

Remain home (since 1/4/06)
Return home within 12 months SCpTPR

Unstable

2.5 3.5 4.5

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child was listed with PTSD, reactive attachment disorder and ADHD.  No CAYIT was held. A moderately high risk of instability
is predicted. This is due to the child’s mental health problems, the foster parents’ report that they are not sure they can insure the 
child’s safety, and the child’s tendency to run when outside, necessitating a safety plan. 

Case 42 

41 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
43299902

On 7/1/06, this girl was 8.  This was originally a dependency case opened 12/21/98.  There was a report of substantial risk of injury
when the child was 1 day old, and 4 subsequent reports of alleged neglect.  The girl was first placed 2/15/05 in a temporary 2-day
placement when she was 6 and then had 3 subsequent placements in foster care.  The first of these placements lasted 36 days but
ended when the child was disrespectful to the foster parent, the foster parents’ children were dismayed by the behavior, and the foster 
parent reported too much stress.  This foster parent was listed as having only one strength on the checklist.  The next placement lasted 
42 days, but ended after the mentally ill biological mother showed up unannounced and threatened to abduct the child, and the foster
parent requested a change.  The last placement has lasted over 3 ½ years.  The child does not want to go home and is very happy in her 
current placement.  Data were missing on the caregivers’ strengths in these last two placements, but the change of permanency goal to 
termination of parental rights suggests that the last caregiver is committed to permanency.   

Event History Calendar

Jul

9.58.57.5

Stable

SCpTR

Risk of harm in parent home/lack of 
progress of parent in services

(since 5/6/05) FHP4

-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child was not listed with any clinical diagnoses and there was no information listed regarding service needs.  No intervention for 
behavioral or emotional problems or developmental difficulties was listed during placements.  

No CAYITS were held. 

Given the relative absence of behavior problems, the child’s reported happiness with the current placement, and its long duration,
continued stability is predicted. 

Case 43 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
46670203

On 7/1/06, this girl was 14 years old. She was originally placed 8/8/02, but it is not clear why, because there was no indicated report 
close to the time of the placement.  In the family, there were expunged reports of cuts, bruises and welts 6/04/02, and inadequate
supervision on 5/14/02 and 8/23/01, and the family case was opened 10/30/01 because of neglect.  There was also an indicated report
of sexual penetration in the family on 6/2/01, and the clinical information indicates that this child had a history of sexual abuse. 

Event History Calendar
16.815.814.8

Stable

(since 8/4/05) SCpTR

Parental lack of compliance with 
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disorder
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Prediction
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EVENTS
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

At the beginning of the target period, she had been in one kin care placement and five foster care placements; each move was related
to the child’s emotional and behavioral problems.  At the time of review, she had been in her current foster home for 1159 days (since 
2/26/05). There was a report of abuse and neglect in this placement, when another child in home alleged that the foster father grabbed
him by the neck and threw him against the wall, but this report was not indicated.  The caregiver was willing to commit to permanency
and was noted as having nine strengths in the study’s strengths checklist.

She was diagnosed with ADHD and possibly PTSD and Obsessive Compulsive Disorder.  She also has learning disabilities and 
speech and language difficulties, though her IQ was 100.  Emotional and behavioral problems included anger, depression, defiance,
eating problems alcohol and drug abuse.  She was prescribed psychotropic medication, received counseling, and was in a full-time
special education placement. 

No CAYIT was held. 

Case 44 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
46670203

The match between caregiver and child, the caregiving environment and family, and the family’s acceptance of the child seemed to
have helped this child stabilize.  Future stability was predicted because of the record of stability with the current caregiver and his 
strengths.  

Case 44 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#46740304

On 7/1/06, this girl was 4 years old.  There were indicated reports of substance misuse on 10/9/02 (4 days after the girl was born) and 
inadequate supervision on 4/27/06, at which point she and her sibling were first placed in foster care.  The clinical information in the 
case also mentions sexual abuse and witnessing domestic violence.  The child was in this foster placement for 172 days.  Despite the 
fact that the caregiver was listed with 6 strengths in the study checklist and a full regimen of visitation was followed, the placement 
was ended when the child was dropped off at the DCFS office by the foster mother, who had been in conflict with the caseworker and 
supervisor.  The foster mother had been expressing concerns about her ability to meet the special needs of the children.  The review
notes that referrals for counseling had been made to stabilize the placement but it was unclear whether the foster mother was 
participating.  Apparently no services were in place in the home prior to this disruption.  After a 1 day temporary foster placement, the 
child and her sibling were placed in another foster home on 10/17/06.   They stayed there 140 days, at which point the foster family 
moved to Florida and the child and sibling were placed in another foster home.  They stayed there 154 days, but then a judge ordered
removal on 3/6/07 because the foster parent was apparently sabotaging the biological mother’s involvement.  For example, the foster
parent made appointments for the child without telling the biological mother and caseworker, cancelled visits, and obtained false
criminal information on the biological mother.  The child and her sibling were placed in another foster home on 8/9/07, where they 
remained 265 days later at the time of review.  In this last placement, the caregiver was listed as being committed to permanency
(though reunification appears still to be the permanency goal) and the caregiver had 3 strengths on the study checklist.  The biological
mother had a full slate of supervised visits during this placement until April 2008, and then there is no more record of them – it is not 
clear whether this is just a lag in recording them in the record. 

Event History Calendar
5.74.73.7
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 45 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#46740304

The child was diagnosed with reactive attachment disorder, and notes were made in the clinical record about sexual abuse and 
witnessing domestic violence (which apparently took place between the mother and grandmother).  Sexualized behaviors were noted.
She had an IQ of 114 in 2007, somewhat above average.  The child had play therapy and maybe family therapy with the mother 
(unclear if the referral led to services).  The biological mother had an alcohol use problem and was doing well with it for a while, but 
then relapsed. Her frequent visits helped the children. She did not consistently participate in all services.   

No CAYIT was held.

Although this girl was diagnosed with reactive attachment disorder and the first foster parent expressed concern about the girl’s
special needs, the disruptions in this case seem mostly attributable to limitations of the foster parents.  The child and her sibling have 
apparently been stable for 265 days in the current placement, so a cautious prediction of stability makes sense.    

Case 45 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
48359905

On 7/1/06, this girl was 5 years old.  There was a report of sexual penetration which was unfounded and expunged in 2005.  The girl
had an indicated report of cuts, bruises and welts on 5/9/06.  The child and siblings were placed with her maternal grandfather on 
5/10/06 and remain there still.  She has neither clinical diagnoses nor history of service needs except for a developmental re-screening
and dental care that were conducted. The relatives are committed to permanency and very involved with the children. The biological
parents have had very little contact with children and rights have now been terminated. The caregiver is listed as having numerous
strengths.

Event History Calendar
7.36.35.3

Stable

SCpTRReturn home w/n 12 months

Parental lack of compliacne with 
services

Initial IA completed

(since 5/10/06) HMR1
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REASONS
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

No CAYIT was held.

Because of the existing stability and absence of factors related to disruption, continued stability is predicted. 

Case 46 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
50350404

On 7/1/06, this boy was 2 years old.  The family case was opened 9/30/03 with indicated neglect related to substance misuse.  The
child was screened into care after other siblings had already been placed into care.   The child was placed with his maternal 
grandmother on 6/15/04 and was still there at the point of data collection. The 49 year old grandmother was committed to permanency
and had nine strengths listed on the study checklist. The grandmother was allowed to supervise the contact between the parent & child. 
However, because the mother was allowed visitation essentially whenever she wanted, this may have reduced the parent’s motivation
to engage in services and eventually have custody returned to her.  Reunification was the permanency goal for four years, but this was 
changed to termination of parental rights in January 2008 because of birthmother’s lack of compliance with services. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Specialty services were provided because of the child’s speech and hearing impediments, but no other behavioral or developmental
needs were noted that needed intervention and the child had no psychiatric diagnoses.  No CAYIT was held. 

Given the long duration and stable nature of the placement and the child’s lack of special problems, continued stability is predicted.

Case 47 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
53110505

Prior to review: There was an indicated report of inadequate supervision on 8/29/04 when the child was 2. This was related to the 
mother travelling to a city several miles away and leaving the 2 year old in the care of the oldest sibling.  The review is somewhat 
confusing, but something that was at least partly related to the child removal was that the birthmother allowed a frightening paramour 
into the home. There was an order of protection at some point against the paramour but apparently the birthmother did not follow the 
order of protection.

Event History Calendar
6.15.14.1

Unstable

CAYIT 1
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Prediction 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On 7/1/06, this girl was 4.  The child and siblings, who very attached to the birthmother, were placed 
immediately in foster care, and the index child stayed for 1095 days until she was reunified with her mother on 8/29/07.  The review 
tools shows an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 11/7/06, related to a fight that the birthmother and paramour had in 
front of a child during a visit.  The child was again removed from the birthmother 12/24/07, again because the birthmother allowed the 
same paramour in the house.  The child was then in five successive new foster homes from 12/24/07 to 3/11/08, lasting 4, 3, 19, 53 
and 6 days respectively.  The information about these placements is fragmentary.  In the third of these placements, the caregiver found 
the child difficult to manage and request termination of the placement.  The fourth of these placements was noted as ending because of 
a permanency placement with the parent, but there may or may not have been an additional 6 day “906” placement thereafter.  The
child was returned to her birthmother on 3/17/08, where she remained at the time of data collection 9/29/08.  

The birthmother completed parenting classes in which she was reported as progressing.  She also received counseling for depression.
The child was noted as having developmental and educational needs and internalizing mental health problems (crying, sleeping in
school).  A developmental and case study evaluation were provided, there was progress on these issues, and the services were 

Case 48 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
53110505

completed.  However, a trauma assessment referral was made, but this assessment was not provided—an issue of accessibility was 
noted. No clinical diagnoses were listed. 

The child received a CAYIT on 1/7/08.  The caseworker and supervisor and a DCFS early childhood specialist attended.  Apparently
the CAYIT recommended reunification.  A referral for a psychiatric assessment for the mother was made but the service was in a bad
location and the mother did not receive it.  There are indications of recommendations for individual therapy for the child and family 
therapy, but what happened with these is unclear.

Stability may have been greater if the child had been able to return to the original foster parent in which she had a three year stay.
Perhaps the completion of the recommended trauma assessment may have help prevent the instability of one placement, which 
disrupted because the caregiver could not handle the child’s behavior problems.   

Given the substantial instability prior to 3/17/08 and the birthmother’s poor judgment about caretaking in 2004, instability is predicted. 

Case 48 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
53270404

On 7/1/06, this boy was 5 years old.  The family had a history with DCFS dating from 1993, and on 3/29/06 had indicated reports of 
medical neglect and substantial risk of injury that apparently pertained to this child.  He was placed in foster care for 5 days and then 
with his 44 year old paternal grandfather on 5/30/06. He has been there for 701 days.  The caregiver was supportive of connections
with the biological parents and willing to be involved with other aspects of the child’s life, such as school. No other strengths were 
noted on the checklist, though the summary reports that the relatives were committed and able. 

Event History Calendar
6.55.54.5

Stable

Return home w/n 12 moSCpTRReturn home w/n 12 mo

Initial social history/comprehensive 
assessment completed

Court order/BM had a good 
attorney & health

Parental lack of compliance with 
services/court order

(since 5/30/06) HMR2
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Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Though the boy suffered from enuresis and shyness, there were no psychiatric diagnoses.

There was no CAYIT. 

Given the long duration of the latest placement, the absence of serious child problems, and the caregiver’s commitment and strengths,
stability was predicted. 

Case 49 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
53410403

On 7/1/06, this boy was 5 years old.  There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 3/8/04. On 3/11/04, he was placed 
in foster care for 42 days and then in a permanency placement with a paternal grandmother, where he remained at the time of review
on 9/29/08.  In all, this child and 3 siblings were placed there, all very young. The grandmother was reportedly intent on preventing
instability and twice appealed successfully to prevent moves.  The permanency plan was for reunification from the time of placement 
until 7/2/06 when a subsidized guardianship began. On 6/17/06, there was a UIR related to a sexually aggressive youth, and this was 
responded to appropriately (no other information on this is available).  The grandmother received an in-home parenting coach in 2007.
The child had a developmental evaluation and counseling to deal with abuse and trauma.  The grandmother was noted as having the
strengths of supporting the child’s connections with biological family and important others, but no other strengths on the study
checklist  The review notes the lack of a support system as a risk factor, but also that more services were provided to support the 
grandmother.  Biological parents visit often.

Event History Calendar
6.85.84.8

Stable

Subsidized Guardianship

Court order

(since 4/22/04) HMR2
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Prediction
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no clinical diagnoses and according to the review does not have big problems. No CAYIT was held. 

Given the duration of the placement, the support of it by subsidized guardianship and services, and the determination of the 
grandmother despite having limited strengths and a limited support system, the prediction is for stability. 

Case 50 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
53570202

On 7/1/06, this girl was 9 years old.  There were 4 indicated reports of either substantial risk of injury or inadequate supervision
between 3/10/02 and 6/15/05.  The child was placed with a relative 8/3/05, but removed 29 days later – reason missing.  She was then 
placed in foster care for 281 days and removed when the foster parent requested a change due to the child’s behavior.  The child acted 
out, was disrespectful, had poor hygiene and did not get along with the biological daughter. The child was placed in another foster
home for 441 days, but then was removed because the foster parent physically abused the child.   After a 7 day temporary foster care 
placement, the child was placed in another foster home. She stayed there 52 days but then the foster mother requested removal 
because of the child’s behavior problems (the child reportedly acted out, once lifting up her skirt at church).  She was then placed with 
her maternal grandmother, where she had been living for 222 days at the time of review).   

On 5/2/07, the child was diagnosed with adjustment disorder with disturbances of emotion and conduct.  The child was eligible for an 
integrated assessment but did not receive one.  The child had externalizing behavior problems with anger control issues, and had
developmental and educational needs that led to an IEP evaluation.  The child had a full-scale IQ of 72, which is in the borderline
retarded range.  The child had individual counseling, school-based support/treatment and extra-curricular activities.

Event History Calendar
11.610.69.6

Unstable

CAYIT 1

(since 10/25/05) Return home w/n 
12 months

Indicated allegation of cuts, bruise, 
& welts against FP

UIR 1: abuse & neglect

Indicated allegation of susbtantial 
risk of injury/environment & 
substance misuse

Adjustment d/o w/ disturbance of 
emotions & conduct

CH's inappropriate/acting-out 
behaviors

Temp plc (where 2 sibs were): 
awaiting more appropriate plc

Indicated report of physical abuse 
against FP

HMR6FHP5HMR4

(since 6/9/06) FHP3
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Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child had a CAYIT 11/2/07, during the last placement.  The foster parents, therapist, caseworker and supervisor attended.  The
CAYIT recommended continuation in the maternal grandmother’s home.  Individual counseling was recommended as was 
extracurricular activities, but reportedly the caregiver was not facilitating the latter.   Dental care was also recommended. 

There is moderate risk of instability.  On one hand, the child has been in the latest placement for 222 days.  On the other hand, the 
child has impaired cognitive abilities and some history of behavioral problems, the maternal grandmother was only chosen as a 
caregiver after many other placements, and the grandmother was not listed as having any strengths in the study checklist other than
support for maintaining connections with the biological family (although it is impossible to determine strengths due to missing data). 

Case 51 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#60420603

Prior to 7/1/06, the child entered care at 1 year of age from her mother in September 2005.  The infant sibling suffered severe head 
injuries and the mother was unable to explain how the injuries occurred. There were three siblings total, and all were removed to
ensure their safety.  There was no prior family involvement with DCFS.  The children were initially placed with a specialized non-
relative caregiver who quickly determined that her schedule did not allow for her to continue caring for the children. 

In October 2005 the children were placed with a second specialized non-relative caregiver for five months before being placed with
their maternal grandmother in March 2006.  The child remained with the grandmother and her siblings for two years before being 
removed in March 2008 due to neglect by the grandmother.  While in the care of the grandmother there were four unfounded reports
of child abuse/neglect.  The children were finally removed because she was failing to comply with the established safety plan that was 
to prevent the mother’s access to the children.  There were case assignment changes during this time, and infrequent caseworker visits. 

The permanency goal was initially established as Return Home, but changed to SCpTPR and ultimately to Adoption in March 2008 
due to lack of parental cooperation and involvement in the case.  The father was in and out of prison as well.  The family case was 
closed in February 2008. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced one placement move since 7/1/06, in March 2008.  She is placed currently back in the home of the second
foster parent.  The current caregiver is noted to have many strengths as a foster parent, however she has not expressed a desire to adopt 
the child.  The child is a legal orphan.  The child has received play therapy, participated in a bonding assessment, and has attended
preschool.  There has not been a CAYIT convened for this child, nor have any CANS been completed.  Due to the lack of 
commitment to permanency on the part of the current foster parent, and the short duration of the current stay, the predicted risk of 
future instability is high. 

Case 52 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#62690005

Prior to 7/1/06, the child entered care at just under 2 years of age from his mother in February 2005.  The child’s younger brother
received a serious head injury while in the care of the father.  Neither parent could explain what caused the injury.  All of the children 
were removed to ensure their safety.  The children were all initially placed with their maternal grandmother, where they remain.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced no instability since 7/1/06.  There have been no reports of abuse/neglect in the foster home, nor any UIRs.
The child is in special education, and has received intensive developmental services since case opening.  In February 2008 a behavior
modification plan was implemented in the home (details unknown).  There has been no need for stabilization services.  The 
permanency goal remains Return Home.  The mother visits the child in the caregiver's home multiple times per week and participates
in the care of the children. 

Risk of future instability is considered low: The relatives are committed to providing permanency to the child and are capable of
meeting all of their needs.  The mother is very involved in the child’s ongoing care, so the child receives continued support and
nurturing from her.  Even if the child does not return home, he will achieve permanency with his relatives and still maintain a
relationship with his bio parents, which potentially minimizes future trauma and prevents future separation and loss symptoms.  The 
key factor that is preventing a return home is the unwillingness for the parents to acknowledge responsibility for the sibling's injuries 
and the fact the mother refuses to separate from the father. 

Case 53 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#64580002

Prior to 7/1/06, the youth was removed at age 16 from her mother in February 2006 due to neglect.  The mother left her 5 year old, 3 
year old and 10 month old children in a vehicle unsupervised.  One of the children played with a lighter and caused a fire.  The 5 year 
old and 3 year old escaped the car, but 10 month old was strapped in a car seat and died from smoke inhalation and severe burns.  PC 
was taken of all children.  This was the family’s third involvement with DCFS since 1999.   

The youth was initially placed with a 91 year old grandmother and her five siblings from February 2006.  This placement lasted two
months, and the reason for disruption was not documented in the case file.  From there she was placed for about a month in a 
temporary home.  She has been in her current foster home (#3) since May 2006.   

Since 7/1/06 there has been no instability.  The permanency goal was changed to Independence in November 2007.  The youth is a 
parenting teen and is engaged in all necessary services.  Initially the baby was removed from her, but the youth and her foster parent 
were very intent on getting the baby returned.  The baby’s foster parent was also very invested in the reunification.  The youth and her 
foster mother get along very well, and the foster mother is a strong advocate for the youth and her child.  The youth has settled down 
(age and parenting play a role), and the baby’s father is also very involved in the parenting of the baby. This young family has a great 
support system with the current foster parents.  Risk of future instability is considered low. 

E v e n t  H is to r y  C a le n d a r
1 9 .11 8 .11 7 .1

S t a b le

In d e p e n d e n c e

C o u r t  o r d e r

( s in c e  5 /2 6 /0 6 )  F H P 3

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r -0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P r e d ic t io n

A G E

G O A L

E V E N T S

P L A C E M E N T S

R E A S O N S

R e v ie w  P e r io d

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 54 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#64580006

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at age 9 from her mother in February 2006 due to neglect. The mother left her 5 year old, 3 
year old and 10 month old children in a vehicle unsupervised.  One of the children played with a lighter and caused a fire.  The 5 year 
old and 3 year old escaped the car, but 10 month old was strapped in a car seat and died from smoke inhalation and severe burns.  PC 
was taken of all children.  This was the family’s third involvement with DCFS since 1999.   

The child was placed with a 91 year old grandmother and her five siblings from February 2006 until she was returned to her mom in
January 2008.  There was very liberal parent-child visitation in the grandmother’s home.  Despite her advanced years, the grandmother 
was very invested in the children's lives.  There was also good contact by caseworker.  The child had very few service needs beyond
parent-child visitation.  She did attend individual counseling. 

Event History Calendar
11.710.79.7
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The risk of future instability is considered low-moderate.  The child was reunited with her mother in January 2008.  The family does 
have a history of multiple involvement with DCFS. 

Case 55 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
65790108

Prior to review: The family was involved with DCFS because of reports related to other children.  There was a report of substantial 
risk of injury related to this girl in August 2005, when she was 5, and she was placed in a temporary foster home 9/16/05 pending
finding a relative willing to provide permanency.  

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review: On 7/1/06, this girl was 6 years old.  On 10/14/05, the girl was placed with a paternal grandfather where she 
remained at the time of data collection over 2½ years (929 days) later. 

The paternal grandfather was willing to commit to permanency and was listed with 7 strengths on our checklist. Reunification was the 
goal until 6/15/07, when subsidized guardianship began. There was no record of formal clinical diagnoses. 

Given the girl’s stability with her grandfather, the establishment of subsidized guardianship, and no apparent behavioral or other
problems to disrupt placement, stability is predicted. 

Case 56 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
66830607

Prior to review period: The child and her siblings were initially placed in foster care on 5/18/06 after the mother's paramour (the 
child’s biological father) repeatedly sodomized and sexually abused a 10-year-old sibling. The court sent the children home on 
5/22/06 and entered a no-contact order between the paramour and children. The mother and paramour subsequently violated the court
order and the children were returned to foster care on 5/31/06.

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Review period: On 7/1/06, this girl was 1 year and 10 months old.   The child’s placement was with a younger sibling while older 
siblings had more specialized placements.  The placement had lasted nearly 2 years (700 days) at the time of data collection.  The
caregiver was noted as an experienced foster parent and as being supportive of the child’s relationship with biological family and with 
important others. No other strengths of the foster parent were noted and the foster parent’s commitment to permanency could not be 
determined from the record.  The family experienced additional sexual abuse reports in June 2007 and February 2008 and a substantial 
risk of injury report in March 2008, but this does not seem to have affected this child – perhaps this relates to other children placed 
elsewhere. The child had no reported psychiatric or medical problems. 

Several factors contributed to stability. The child was very young at the time she was placed in foster care and did not have any
significant behavioral or medical issues. The child was also placed with a younger sibling. The older children were appropriately
assessed as needing a higher level of service at the time of case opening and were placed in specialized homes. This child was not
sexually or physically abused.  Given all this and a record of almost two years in the current placement, continued stability is
predicted.

Case 57 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#67530304

Prior to 7/1/06, the child re-entered at age 18 months from her mother (and an open family case) in May 2006 when the mother 
contacted her caseworker and demanded that the child and siblings be returned to foster care.  The mother had lost her job, was being 
evicted, and said she was moving away to get her life together.  A dependency petition was filed the same day and all children 
returned to foster care.  The children had been returned to the mother in February 2006 after originally entering care in November
2004.  The family’s involvement with DCFS dates back to 1991, and includes indicated allegations of sexual molestation (older 
sibling), substantial risk of harm, and cuts/welts/bruises. 

Of interest is that there have been no case assignment changes on this case since May 2006. 

The child was initially placed with a non-relative caregiver, and stayed there until July 2006. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06 the child has experienced five placement moves, all with non-relative caregivers.  She was removed from the initial
placement in late July 2006 after a sibling alleged that the foster mother had hit him with a belt and he had sustained a welt.  The 
report was investigated and later unfounded.  The primary reason for the remaining placement moves centered around the behavior of 
the siblings.  The agency diligently attempted to keep the sibling group together, but foster parents repeatedly asked for the removal of 
1 sibling, so the agency typically moved all of them.  This resulted in instability for the entire sibling group. 

Additionally, one foster parent requested that the children be replaced with them after previously requesting the removal of one of the 
siblings.  The caseworker was not in agreement with this replacement, but other agency officials were.  Later the foster parents
determined that they “really didn’t love the children as they should” and again requested their removal. 

Case 58 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#67530304

The permanency goal was changed to Adoption in November 2006.  Currently the child is placed with a non-relative caregiver since
August 2007 who is committed to adopting the child and her siblings.  She had been placed with this foster parent for about a month
before being replaced into the home of another foster parent.  The current foster home has always appeared appropriate and the foster 
parent seems committed to the children.  The current foster parent works in a school district and appears to be fostering because she 
cares about children.  She has many noted demonstrated strengths as a caregiver.  The child is young and has few current service
needs beyond a speech impairment.  There has not been a CAYIT on this case (triggered but withdrawn due to “planned moves”), nor
a CANS.  Risk of future instability is considered low. 

Case 58 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
69050502

Prior to review period: There was an indicated report of inadequate supervision on 3/24/05, when he was 10. The mother left they 
boy home alone and did not come home for days – there was no contact with other family members. The mother had substance abuse 
issues and the father was involved inconsistently.  Early in the case, the mom quit visiting child, seeing the caseworker, or cooperating
with services.  

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 11 years old.  The boy was placed as the only child with his maternal aunt on 4/27/06 
and remained there at the time of data collection, over 2 years later (754 days).  The aunt is listed with 7 strengths on our project 
measure, and is willing to commit to permanency. 

No psychiatric problems or special needs are listed for the child. 

The current placement has been stable for over two years and the aunt has many strengths and is committed to permanency.   There
appears to be an absence of child problems that could disrupt this placement.  Stability is predicted. 

Case 59 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#75410502

The child entered care in June 2005 at age 3 from her mother following four reports since April 2005, primarily involving risk or harm 
related to substance abuse.  Child and sibling were finally removed when meth-making supplies were found in the home.  The child
was placed with a relative for seven months, and then placed with her father in January 2006.  That placement was short-lived; the
child and sibling re-entered substitute care in March 2007 after the father left the children in the care of the grandfather who had a 
criminal history as was not appropriate to provide safe care of the children.  The biological father had felt physically unable to care for 
the children on his own.

Since 7/1/06 the child has experienced three placement moves: back into care from her father and into a temporary foster home, 
followed by two additional traditional foster homes.  The reasons for placement changes do not appear to be related to the child or her 
needs (due to placement with father, removal from father, temporary placement, and unknown reason).  The child has been in the 
current placement since August 2007 and is receiving all needed services.  The current placement appears to be stable and the child is 
moving toward permanency in this home. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no clinical diagnoses.  Her service needs include speech therapy, ADHD (and receiving medication), and supervised
visitation.  She is receiving all needed services.  Respite services offered in the current home to help maintain the children.  There has 
been no CAYIT.  No reports of abuse/neglect in foster care, nor any UIRs.  The reviewer noted that caseworker visits could have been 
more frequent. 

Case 60 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#75410502

The permanency goal was changed to Return Home pending status in March 2007 because the parents were not making progress in 
services or toward established service plan goals and outcomes.  Reportedly the current foster parents are willing to commit to
permanency with the child, and have demonstrated many strengths.   

The risk of future instability is considered low because the foster parents are committed to providing a permanent, safe home for this 
child.

Case 60 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#75410503

The child entered care in June 2005 at age 2 from his mother following four reports since April 2005, primarily involving risk or harm 
related to substance abuse.  Child and sibling were finally removed when meth-making supplies were found in the home.  The child
was placed with a relative for seven months, and then placed with his father in January 2006.  That placement was short-lived; the
child and sibling re-entered substitute care in March 2007 after the father left the children in the care of the grandfather who had a 
criminal history as was not appropriate to provide safe care of the children.  The biological father had felt physically unable to care for 
the children on his own.

Since 7/1/06 the child has experienced three placement moves: back into care from his father and into a temporary foster home, 
followed by two additional traditional foster homes.  The reasons for placement changes do not appear to be related to the child or her 
needs (due to placement with father, removal from father, temporary placement, and unknown reason).  The child has been in the 
current placement since August 2007 and is receiving all needed services.  The current placement appears to be stable and the child is 
moving toward permanency in this home. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no clinical diagnoses.  His service needs include monitoring of developmental needs, medication management 
(unknown for what), and , more recently, and SOC referral and individual therapy.  He is receiving all needed services.  Respite
services offered in the current home to help maintain the children.  There has been no CAYIT.  No reports of abuse/neglect in foster
care.  There was one UIR in July 2007 when the child sustained an injury, and it was handled appropriately.  The reviewer noted that 
caseworker visits could have been more frequent. 

Case 61 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#75410503

The permanency goal was changed to Return Home pending status in March 2007 because the parents were not making progress in 
services or toward established service plan goals and outcomes.  Reportedly the current foster parents are willing to commit to
permanency with the child, and have demonstrated many strengths.   

The risk of future instability is considered low because the foster parents are committed to providing a permanent, safe home for this 
child.

Case 61 



Stability Study 
#82558803

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from an intact family at age 12 and was placed with a non-relative caregiver for nearly a year. 
During this year, she was diagnosed with adjustment disorder for the first time, and later with oppositional defiance disorder and
mood disorder with serious symptoms.  In the summer of 2004, she was returned home to her family but had to re-enter care 3 months
later, in the fall of 2004, as she was sexually re-abused.  Upon re-entry she experienced an early placement disruption in foster care 
because the foster family moved. She was again diagnosed with adjustment disorder in 2005 and 2006.   

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period (7/1/06 – 1/1/08), the youth experienced 5 placement moves.  Reasons provided for her moves appear to be 
based on the foster families complaints about her behavior (including lying), and on two instances her removal from the foster home 
was requested due to her sexual orientation (she had a girlfriend).  There are no indications in the file that placement stabilization 
services were offered timely (particularly in home #2, where she had been from 5/05 to 10/06) or that subsequent adequate placement 
matching activities occurred to ensure that the youth was matched with accommodating foster families. (NOTE: Placement matching
tools were completed prior to placement in several of the homes, however that appears not to have resulted in the girl being placed in 
understanding, accommodating homes)

During review period, perhaps as a result of placement disruptions, the youth experienced a decrease in functioning and was 
diagnosed with multiple, serious mental health diagnoses:  reactive attachment disorder, major depression, oppositional defiant
disorder, PTSD, and personality disorder (NOS).  Since 2003 (initial entry), she has participated in individual counseling (but it is not 

Case 62 



Stability Study 
#82558803

clear that progress was made to address and remediate identified problems [particularly her history of sexual abuse]).  Prior to the 
permanency goal change to Independence, family counseling was also recommended and provided, again with little apparent impact.

Two CAYITs occurred during the review period.  Both CAYITs recommended that the youth “remain in the current home.”  The first 
CAYIT did not offer service recommendations that reflected the youth’s mental health needs, instead recommending mentoring and 
respite.  Individual counseling was in place.  The second CAYIT did recommend a psychiatric assessment and group therapy, in 
addition to services that would support achievement of Independence. 

During the child’s stay in foster care, there were 3 documented UIRs: 3/05, for injury; 5/06 for behavior; 1/08 for behavior (which
prompted the move into the current home).  All UIRs were handled appropriately.  There have been no reports of suspected child 
abuse/neglect reported during any foster care stay. 

The youth’s permanency goal changed from Return Home to Independence in May 2006 .   

The child is currently 17 years old. She has been residing in the current foster home since January 2008. We are unable to determine 
from the file whether the current foster parent is willing to commit to permanency for the youth (to either hang on to her until she 
achieves independence or be an adoptive resource).  A CAYIT and CANS were completed for the youth in April 2008.  The CANS 
indicated caregiver strengths in all areas except 1 in knowledge and involvement.  The CAYIT recommendations included individual
counseling, group therapy, special education, an IEP evaluation, tutoring, job seeking support (also to be provided by the caregiver),
extra-curricular activities. 

Based on the youth’s history of placement disruptions, psychiatric needs and lack of adequate service provision, along with the 
apparent inability of foster parents to provide her with the security and commitment that she uniquely requires, the risk of continued
instability is moderate to high. 

Case 62 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
86050503

Prior to the review period, this girl and her siblings were placed with her maternal grandparents.  She was 10 at the time and stayed
there for 1½ years, extending into the review period.  The child was then placed with a foster parent because the grandmother was
unable to meet the needs of the child.  This placement lasted six months but ended because the caregiver was unable to handle the
child’s behavior and was not willing to commit to the child; caregiver verbal aggression was also noted.  The child was then placed
with another foster parent, who reportedly had many strengths, but this placement disrupted after three months because of the child’s 
behavior.  The child was then placed with four foster parents in succession, with each placement lasting five months or less, and each 
time the child was moved because of her behavior.  CAYITs occurred in the last two of these placements. At the time of the review,
this girl had begun a new placement, but she had been suspended from school because of her behavior and did not seem to be doing
well.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child’s behavior was a major factor in her instability.  She had an IQ in the dull normal range (84), although she was noted
elsewhere in the record to be bright, have goals for the future, and act as a parent to her younger siblings.  She was diagnosed with 
adjustment disorder prior to the review period but then with attention deficit disorder and depression early in 2008. The reviewer
examining the record noted that the youth has never been able to address her anger issues and sexual abuse history.  She has taken
psychotropic medications, but reportedly wanted to get off them at the time of the review.   

The first CAYIT resulted in the receipt of several services for the child, but no services for the caregiver were mentioned. The second 
CAYIT report recommended she stay in the placement, but implied that the placement was insufficient because the child and caregiver
needed many more services than they were receiving.   

Case 63 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
86050503

The repeated disruptions in regular foster care because of this child’s behavior suggest that a more intensive intervention such as 
specialized foster care or residential treatment was needed.  Ideally, a placement would allow her to remain within her community, as 
she values her high school, has been on the honor roll and shows potential for a better life in the future. 

The child’s past history of disruptions and apparent insufficiency of current services to address her issues suggests future instability. 

Case 63 



Stability Study 
#86050505

Prior to 7/1/06, the youth was removed in February 2005 at age 14 due to continued and unresolved substantial risk of harm and lack of 
supervision.  The family case had initially opened for intact family services in September 2004; services were unsuccessful. 

Although the youth did not experience instability prior to the period under review, placement disruptions during the review period (5) have 
been primarily due to the youth’s behavior (due in part to her mental health), and all have been at the request of the foster parents.
Although parental rights were terminated and the goal was established as Adoption in February 2007, the permanency goal has been
changed to Independence (since January 2008) because the youth did not want to be adopted, the youth’s age, and behavioral/emotional
health needs that foster parents seem unable to handle and commit to.   

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The youth received the diagnosis of Major Depressive disorder in 12/06 and 1/07.  Also noted as issues are: separation from birth family, 
adjustment to differences in rules, multiple moves, and problems with sibling visitation.  Symptoms are rated as mild; Average IQ;
psychotropic medication used.  However, there is ample information that suggests that the diagnostic information understates the problem: 
the youth is noted as having self-harm and mutilation behaviors, making homicidal threats, and demonstrating anger and verbal aggression.
The youth has also repeatedly left foster care because of difficult behaviors, despite foster parents noted as having multiple strengths.  The 
youth was also psychiatrically hospitalized in February 2008 for a short stay (not noted as a placement change). 

The youth has experienced emotional and physical abuse, and sexual victimization.  Problematic are the lack of the various foster parent’s 
commitment to the permanency for the youth and their lack of ability (or understanding how) to handle the youth’s behaviors.  The level of 
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Stability Study 
#86050505

care and services provided in foster homes did not seem to fully address youth’s needs/problems, and no services were provided for foster 
caregivers.   

It was noted that previous placements did not match youth’s needs/problems. For example, the therapist mentioned that youth should not 
be placed with younger children; however that was not adhered to.  Also, the caregivers’ level of commitment and understanding could
have been more thoroughly assessed before youth’s placement with them.   

During the period under review, two CAYITs were convened.  The initial CAYIT occurred during the 5th placement: Recommendations
included foster parent licensure, individual therapy, tutoring, and SOC referral.  A second CAYIT occurred during the 6th 
(recommendations are foster parent licensure, tutoring, individual counseling, medication monitoring/management, extracurricular
activities, and stronger house rules to earn her freedom and privilege).  A variety of services were provided during the review period, 
which include life skills program, extracurricular activities, hospitalization, medication monitoring/management, individual counseling,
SOC referral, mental health assessment, group counseling, and sibling visitation. However, it is unknown whether progress was made
toward problems. 

Since the review period, the youth experienced an additional two placements (through 4/25/08).  He is currently in a non-relative
placement, and is 16 years old.  The latest CAYIT (3rd) occurred during the 7th (current) placement.  The CAYIT recommendations were: 
foster parent licensure, sibling visitations, individual counseling, medication monitoring/management, and tutoring.  The youth has also 
experienced 3 UIRs related to the psychiatric hospitalization, and other. 

There have been no reports of suspected child abuse/neglect involving any of the foster care placements. 

The risk of placement instability is moderate to high. The third CAYIT did not seem to be differentiated from previous CAYITs, and no 
services were recommended for foster caregivers. 

Case 64 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
86160502

Child was removed on January 13, 2006 from an intact family case just before his 3rd birthday for inadequate supervision and 
substantial risk of injury. He was placed with his sibling in a regular foster home. There was an unfounded allegation of broken bones 
during this placement episode. After more than a year in the home, the children were placed briefly in respite care for 4 days before
being returned to the caregiver’s custody where they remained for another 2 months. Although the home had many positive attributes, 
the caregiver was unwilling to make a permanency commitment. She wanted to be a professional foster parent. The children were then
placed in the home of a nurse (FHP3), but the arrangement proved unstable. The caregiver sought psychotropic medication from a 
doctor and her own for the children and administered the medication without the agency’s knowledge. A referral was made for SOC
services, and concerns were noted about the caregiver’s mental health and ability to look after the children. They were removed after 2 
months and placed in their 4th foster home. 

Removed FHP1
FHP2

FHP1 FHP3 FHP4

Respite

Caregiver unwilling to adopt

Child behavior
Unauthorized behavior by foster 

parent

Paramour non-compliant

Bone fracture (U) Substantial risk of injury (U) Clinical diagnosis

Adjustment disorder with 
disturbance

Return home (w. 5 mos) Adoption

No CAYIT

Stable

2.4 3.4 4.4

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Event History Calendar

Prediction

AGE

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

It is unlikely that this episode of instability was preventable. The unwillingness of the first caregiver to commit and the unsatisfactory 
conditions in the subsequent placement made it necessary to remove the children. 

A CAYIT should have occurred with the placement into the 4th home, but there is no evidence of one in the record.

At the close of the observation period in April of 2008, the child had been in the foster home for a little under 6 months. The caregiver, 
aged 41 yrs old, is rated high on strengths and agency efforts have been made to support the placement. The caregiver indicates a 
willingness to make a permanency commitment; he and the children are in counseling. The children are receiving psychotropic 
medication; otherwise the prognosis for stability looks promising. 

Case 65 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
91770602

This case was opened just prior to the beginning of the review period – in June, 2006, when the child was 1 year old. The child was 
brought into care due to indicated allegations of cuts, bruises and welts, substance misuse, and inadequate supervision. Early on the 
child received speech therapy, developmental assessment, and therapy. The biological mother also received therapy & substance abuse
therapy. In addition, the caregiver was provided domestic violence group therapy and mentoring. 

Event History Calendar

FHB1 (since 6/4/06)
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18 month review period, the child has been with the same caregiver. The caregiver is willing to commit to permanence.
Factors contributing to this child’s stability are: the age of the child at entry (one year old), the child’s needs seem to be addressed
through the services that are in place for the child, caregiver and mom. In addition, the child experienced no caseworker changes
during review period; he has no siblings in care and has been placed with one other foster child. Note: there has been only one
parent/child visit during the review period. There is some concern with domestic violence – the caregiver’s partner has a history of 
domestic violence. 

In looking towards the future, there is concern about the future viability of this current placement. While the current caregiver is 
committed to the child and is involved in services, after the review period ended, there was a licensing complaint that was 
substantiated regarding the DV issues with her partner. In addition, post review period the biological mother has re-entered the picture. 
The surrenders she signed have expired and she is now interested in services. In addition, the number of visits with the biological
mother has increased since the review period. 

Case 66 



Stability Study 
93160503

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at age 9.5 due to substantial risk of injury and was placed with a relative caregiver.  The 
permanency goal remained Return Home until 3/07 when it changed to SCpTPR.  Early in the case (2005), the child received and 
completed individual counseling and the caregiver received support transporting the child to counseling. Prior to TPR in early 2008, both 
parents received counseling, substance abuse treatment, and mental health assessments.  

The child has remained stable in the same placement since case opening.  There have been no UIRs noted during this stay, however there 
was an unfounded report alleging inadequate supervision in the fall of 2006.  The relative caregiver was very supportive of the child’s 
biological family and has committed to permanency for the child (the plan being to adopt her.)  Additionally, this has been the only child 
in the caregivers home. There was no CANS administered in this case. Although this was a stable case, it should be noted that this child 
had 4 different caseworkers during the period under review (9 total since case opening). 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18 month period under review, the child remained stable.  Because there was no event recorded that would have triggered the 
need for a CAYIT, no meeting was convened during the 18-month review period. 

The child is currently 13 years old. She has been residing in the same relative foster home since case opening in 2005. The prognosis for 
continued stability is good. 

Case 67 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
93270104

Prior to July, 1, 2006, the 12 year old child was removed from her home in January of 2004 for sexual abuse (vaginal penetration) and 
placed in regular foster care. She was given medical care for her broken arm and provided individual and family counseling. There
were repeated UIRs for other injuries during this placement. After nearly a year in the home, she was removed at the foster parent’s
request because of constant fighting with the other foster children in the home. She was then placed in a succession of regular (4) and 
temporary (1) foster homes, each one lasting no longer than 6 months. Each removal was requested by the foster parent because of
child behavior problems. After her 7th placement that began (FHP7), she was referred for her 1st CAYIT, which was held 2 days later. 
It was recommended that she remain in her current placement and be given counseling, tutoring, and referred to after-school programs 
and SOC.

Event History Calendar

(since 3/18/2006) FHP7

FHS8
FHS9
FHS8

FHS10FHP7

FHS9

FHS11

FHS9 FHP12 FHP13

Runaway

Facility to foster home

Child behavior

Facility to foster home

Child behavior

UIR-Runaway

Return home (w. 12 months)

Independence
CAYIT 2

CAYIT 3

Stable

15.2 16.2 17.2

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Six months into her 7th placement, a UIR was filed on 9/23/2006 because of her running away from the home. The foster parent stated 
her unwillingness to take her back, so she was placed at the Southern Thirty Adolescent Center, where she spent her nights going back 
and forth between 2 specialized homes, each placement lasting no more than a week.  

At the completion of her brief stay at Southern Thirty, she was returned to the home (FHP7) from which she originally ran. The 
placement lasted only a month before the foster parent again requested her removal because of behavior issues. She was returned to 
the Southern Thirty and placed for 112 days in a specialized foster home where she had previously resided (FHP9). She was moved
briefly for a 4 day respite before returning again to FHP9 for 2 weeks. She was then discharged to another regular foster home 
(FHP12) but was once again removed because of her difficult behavior. Shortly after placement in her 13th home, a 3rd CAYIT was 
convened. At the end of the review period she was still residing in this foster home. 

Case 68 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
93270104

The child’s instability was possibly reducible had a foster home been found earlier that was able to tolerate her misbehavior. Her
special needs appeared to overwhelm or try the patience of her previous regular foster caregivers. Fortunately she has been able to find 
stability in her latest regular foster placement. 

While she was lodged the first time at the Southern Thirty Adolescent Center, she was referred for a 2nd CAYIT. It was held a day 
after she was returned back to her previous foster home (FHP7). The recommendation was that she remain in her foster home with 
educational follow-up and special education services. Shortly after the CAYIT, the foster parent requested her removal once again for 
behavior issues. She was returned to the Southern Thirty. During this period, there were numerous UIRs for behavioral issues and
runways. She was then transferred to Catholic Social Services and placed in a regular foster home for a few months. The foster parent
requested her removal for lying and running away. Her 13th placement was made by Catholic Social Services into another regular 
foster home. At this time, she was 16 years old. She was referred for her 3rd CAYIT shortly after arriving in the home. It was held a 
month later, and the recommendation that she stay in her current placement and be given group therapy (she refused) and educational
follow-up. The caregiver is 45 years old, and in addition to this foster child, she looks after her own 2 children. The caregiver is rated 
high on multiple strengths, but it is unclear whether she is prepared to make a permanency commitment. 

At the close of the observation period in April of 2008, she had been in her last placement for almost one year. This bodes well for the 
stability of her placement. There is a low to moderate probability that she will be asked to leave her current home within the next 6 
months, but due to her older age she is likely to hang on to this placement. 

Case 68 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
94540402

This 16 year old girl was placed prior informally in the home of a relative in 2003 when she was 11.  That coincided with the first
report she was involved with, which was substantiated for substantial risk of injury.  She lived there continuously since then and
through the review period. There was a report of sexual penetration when she was 13, but this was designated as unfounded.

The kin caregiver’s many strengths and commitment to permanency supported stability.  Also supporting stability was the youth’s
ability to advocate for herself.  She did not want to return to her biological parents and preferred adoption by the kin caregiver instead.
The biological parents opposed this and have been advocating for their interests with the child welfare agency. As a compromise, the 
youth agreed to a permanency goal of independence and continues to live with the kin caregiver, now out of state.  The conflict among 
biological parents, DCFS, the kin caregiver and the girl herself could conceivably have made the placement unstable but it has not.

Services likely contributed to stability. The kin caregiver received family counseling for parenting skill needs (communication and 
problem solving skills). The child received individual counseling and a life skills assessment, and participated in family counseling.

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 69 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A0150402

Prior to review period: There were 4 indicated reports of inadequate supervision, inadequate shelter or substantial risk of injury from 
6/7/03 to 7/15/05.  There was an indicated report of substantial risk of sexual injury.  The child had a 2-day temporary placement in 
foster care on 2/11/06.  Then she was placed with a sibling in the home of a cousin on 2/13/06 and stayed there 262 days.

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On 7/1/06, this girl was 3.  The face sheet shows indicated reports of substantial risk of sexual injury 
5/16/06 and substantial risk injury on 7/11/06, both during this child’s stay in the cousin’s home, but there is no other information on 
these in the review materials. The foster parent then sought a move, citing one of the children’s behavior problems.  There was a 
concern that one of the children was acting out and placing a younger child in danger.  Counseling and SOC referrals were made but
the child was moved to a foster home on 11/2/06.  The children stayed in this new foster home for 341 days.  Then an older child was 
playing with knives in front of a younger child and was suicidal. The children were then moved back to the cousin they had 
previously been with and stayed there 40 days.  The children were moved from there because of one of the children’s acting out and
the cousin being unable to live with it.  The child was then placed with a paternal aunt without siblings and had been there 163 days at 
the time of data collection.  She was the only child in the home.  SASS was contacted and both SOC and CAYIT referrals were made.
There were a number of parental visits.  The caregiver was noted as being committed to permanency and having 7 strengths on the
study checklist.

There were no clinical diagnoses noted.  The child received play therapy to deal with issues of separation and loss and with anger,
aggression, attention deficit and impulsivity.  The latest kin caregiver received parenting classes to learn about adequate supervision
and discipline. 

Case 70 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A0150402

During this last placement, the child had a CAYIT referral, but no information is available about it. 

Despite this child’s behavior problems, the child is likely to do better not living with the difficult sibling and living as the only child in 
the home with a committed kin caregiver with multiple strengths.  The latest placement has lasted more than five months.  A cautious
prediction of stability is in order.

Case 70 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A0520401

Prior to July 1, 2006, the infant was indicated at 2 months of age for substantial risk of injury but was not taken into custody until 2 
years later after being indicated for substantial risk of sexual injury. Child was placed in home of unrelated foster parent where she 
stayed with her sister for only 12 days when it was decided the siblings should move because there were too many children in the
home. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Siblings were placed with unrelated foster parents (FHB2) but were removed after 14 months after birth parent/relative registered an 
allegation of sexual abuse for another child at the hotline. Records show that the allegation against the foster father was indicated but 
later expunged after appeal. During the siblings’ stay in care, there was extensive visitation in the home of the birth parent. After 
removal there were repeated changes in living arrangements over a 3 month period. The first change occurred 25 days after their
placement in their 3rd home in July of 2007 when the foster parents asked for a one-week leave in order to go on vacation. The siblings 
were placed temporarily in their 1st placement for a week (FHB1). When the foster parents (FHB3) returned from vacation, they 
accepted the children back into their care, but the siblings were removed again less than a month later because of an allegation of 
physical abuse made by the girl to her mother on a visit. The allegation was not documented as to the findings. The siblings were
placed briefly in their 4th home (FHB4) for 4 days but were moved again to an unrelated foster home (FHB5). Their one month stay
was cut short because the foster parent complained that the girl (now 4 years old) was sexually acting out with the foster parent’s
biological child. She was placed in her 6th home in September of 2007 (FHP6) where she remained with her sibling at the end of the 
18 month review period. 

Case 71 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A0520401

Some of the instability may have been preventable. It may not be wise to place children with a foster family who is planning to take a 
vacation that doesn’t involve taking the foster children. Agency did not identify any needs for child until August of 2007 or implement 
any services until that point, even though this was a disrupted intact, child had experienced instability in care, and mom had numerous 
issues. There were untreated symptoms of sexual abuse that contributed to some of the instability. The two allegations of sexual and 
physical abuse that the birth family levied against two different foster parents raise some concerns about the birth family’s acceptance
of the need for out-of-home care. 

A CAYIT was convened in November of 2007 several months after the last placement was made. The reviewer suggested that the 
siblings remain in the home to avoid the trauma of another move. She attributed the previous instability to abuse by foster parents
instead of the behavior of the girls. The reviewer expressed some concerns about the foster parent’s lack of understanding about
sexual abuse trauma. The recommended services of sexual abuse counseling and education were received but not in a timely fashion.

At the close of the observation period in April of 2008, the child had been in the foster home for a little more than 7 months. The 
caregiver is aged 39 and is caring only for the 2 siblings. The caregiver appears willing to make a permanency commitment to the
children, but no services are identified for foster parent to help support placement and needs of child through the CAYIT or by CW. 
The lack of services for the caregiver and her inexperience in dealing with child victims of sexual trauma suggests the placement has a 
moderate to high probability of disrupting before September of 2008. 

Case 71 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A3700603

Prior to July 1, 2006, the boy was removed immediately from his parent’s custody on May 18, 2006 and placed with his sibling at age 
4 in the care of his paternal grandmother after being indicated for substantial risk of injury. Although there have been 3 changes of 
workers during the review period, the child’s care has otherwise been stable. An integrated assessment was completed at removal; no 
clinical diagnoses were indicated. Permanency goal was changed to substitute care pending termination of parental rights (SCpTR)
TPR in October to 2007 because of lack of progress by parents with services. Prior to this time, parents’ visits were consistent.

(since 5/18/2006) HMR1

Lack of progress in services

Integrated Assessment completed
UIR- medical/psychiatric

Return home w. 12 months) SCpTR

Stable

5.0 6.0 7.0

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Event History Calendar

Prediction

AGE

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The lack of instability is due to the children’s placement with a licensed relative foster parent who is willing to make a permanency
commitment to the children. 

The grandmother, aged 53, is rated high on many caregiver strengths. Because this has been the only placement for the children and
the grandmother is willing to look after the children permanently, it is reasonable to assume that the placement will remain stable and 
possibly convert into a permanent home. SG would appear to be a logical permanency choice for these children. 

Case 72 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A3990602

Prior to July 1, 2006, a male child aged 3 and his brother were taken into custody for substantial risk of injury and placed in the home 
of their maternal grandmother on June 13, 2006. An integrated assessment was completed at entry. No clinical diagnoses were noted. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18 month review period, concerns over the safety of the grandmother’s home precipitated the child’s removal. There were
unfounded allegations made prior to the removal alleging inadequate shelter and environmental neglect, which were later expunged.
The boys were moved to a foster home, but they were moved a month later to the home of a maternal aunt who expressed an interest
in providing a permanent home for the boys. After looking after the boys for a couple of months, the family decided that they were not 
able to commit to the care of the boys long-term. At age five, the child and his brother were placed in the home of a foster parent near 
the end of the 18 month window. This is a large foster home with a total of 6 children (1 biological child). There continued to be 
parent-child visits. Although the caregiver is in her 60s, she is prepared to make a permanency commitment to the children. The case 
has been under the supervision of 1 worker during the entire review period. 

There appears to be little that could have been done to prevent instability preventable during the 18-month review period. The lack of 
suitability of the maternal grandmother’s home precipitated the initial replacement. A family group conference might have been 
convened during the early stages of removal to removal, which could have identified the aunt earlier as a permanency resource and
prevented another move. It is difficult to assess whether more could have been done to solidify the aunt’s commitment and ability to 
look after the boys. 

A CAYIT was reportedly convened shortly after the third movement, but there was no record of the meeting in the file. There were no 
CANS records on file either. 

Case 73 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
A3990602

Although there is insufficient information to know whether a CAYIT was actually held, it doesn’t appear that a CAYIT was essential
to ensuring permanence for this child. The boy was young and most of the moves were precipitated by the unsuitability or 
unwillingness of relatives to look after the children. The permanency goal was changed to substitute care pending TPR near the end of 
the 18 month window. The foster parent’s willingness to make a permanency commitment to the boys bodes well for stability  in the
short run but the age gap between the children’s and the caregiver’s ages (63 years old) raises some concern about the long-term
viability of the placement. Still, we give the placement a moderate to high probability of remaining stable on September 30, 2008.

Case 73 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
D5059205

On 7/1/6, this boy was 5 years old. There was one indicated report in 2004 and two indicated reports in 2006 – the reports involved
inadequate supervision, substantial risk of injury and substance misuse. Regarding the 2006 reports, one is at the time of placement 
and another is puzzling because it occurred after placement but did not seem to pertain to the foster caregiver.  The boy was first
placed on 6/20/06 in temporary foster care, and then went to another foster home two days later.  He was placed in foster care for 46 
days, but was then moved to be closer to his biological mother.  He was in his next foster home for 136 days, but then was moved
because his older sibling was having conflicts with the foster parent that led to an investigation, though further information on this is 
missing. The child and his sibling were then placed with another foster parent, but that lasted only 24 days until the foster parent
reported being too stressed to deal with the children because of their behavior. The child was placed in another foster home for 2 days, 
but then with a godparent, who was noted as having 9 strengths on the study checklist. The boy stayed there 360 days and was then
reunified with his mother on 1/1/08.  He had been with his mother for over 9 months at the time of review.  The mother had 
participated in services and made progress in problem resolution.   

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child is not listed as having a clinical diagnosis nor as having needs and services. No CAYIT was held.

The primary factors contributing to instability were the following: 1) the lack of planning/matching efforts of  child, siblings and
foster care resources;  this could possibly be related to having a lack of foster care resources to choose from; 2) sibling behavior
problems; 3) caseworker turnover; 4) fluctuating contact and support from the agency, depending on the caseworker involved. 

Given that a) the child does not have problems that would disrupt a placement, b) the child was stable two years in a prior placement 
and 9 months in reunification, c) recent disruption has mainly been due to foster parent and agency problems and d) the mother has
made progress, a cautious prediction of stability is indicated. 

Case 74 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#E7149907

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at 2 months of age from her mother in April 2005 due to court-ordered neglect.  The family
case had most recently opened in December 2004:  the mother violated a no-contact order issued by the local state’s attorney based in 
ongoing domestic violence by her paramour.  She then became homeless.  The children were placed into substitute care when the 
mother was arrested on a past warrant.  This was the family’s third involvement with DCFS since 1995.   

Between April 2005 and 7/1/2006, the child experienced two placements.  The child’s initial placement was with a non-relative 
caregiver.  She was removed from that home when a hotline call was made against the foster mother alleging lack of supervision (of a 
different child, subsequently indicated).  The child was placed with a second traditional foster parent.  It was unclear whether the child 
was placed with any siblings in the initial foster home, and she was not placed with any siblings in the second home. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the child has experienced an additional 4 foster homes.  It is unknown why she had to leave foster home #2, but it is 
noted that she then moved to live with a relative.  The relative placement lasted for about two months, and disrupted because the foster 
parent could no longer care for the child, and she was not interested in pursuing permanency for the child.  The next home lasted three 
months and disrupted due to allegations of physical abuse against the foster parent (details unknown). Foster home #5 disrupted after 
six months after the foster mother cited a personal crisis that prevented her from caring for the child any longer.  Overall, placement 
disruptions can be attributed to questionable assessments (of the foster parents to parent), and inadequate ongoing monitoring of the 
foster parents.  The reviewer also noted that the foster parents appeared to lack training (or at least demonstrated behaviors that do not 
adhere to state licensing standards and requirements).  It does not appear that the placement instability can be attributed to behavioral
problems of the child (none documented) or to those of her siblings (she was not placed with any until being placed in the current 
home).   

Case 75 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#E7149907

The permanency goal has remained Return Home since case opening.  Early on the mother was not participating in recommended 
services, and the goal was changed to pending status as a result (in anticipation of pursuing other permanency goals).  However, since 
2007 she has been engaged and participating in services to address her service needs (e.g., individual counseling to address her history 
of being a domestic violence victim, substance abuse treatment, parenting classes, and employment services).  Reportedly progress is 
being made by the mother in services.   

The child was placed in the current, non-relative foster home in November 2007.  The foster parents have expressed a desire to adopt
the child if return home is not successful.  The child is young (currently age 3) has no identified service needs (although with her 
history of instability so early in life, one can surmise that needs may present themselves over the course of time).  There has been no 
CAYIT for this child (there was one for a sibling).  The child is also placed with a sibling in the current home.  However, the child has 
experienced much instability.  As such, the risk for future instability is considered low-moderate. 

Case 75 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
F4768906

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 2 in 1996 for substantial risk of sexual injury and placed with sibling in the home a 
relative. After 6 days, the siblings were transferred for unknown reasons to another relative’s home. Poor record keeping doesn’t
provide much insight for the subsequent changes. He was moved after 2 days to a foster home with his siblings, but after a year was 
removed again for unspecified reasons and placed in another foster home until a relative was found who took the children in for 7.5 
months. Again the children were removed for unspecified reasons and placed at age 4 with their paternal grandmother. The children
remained in their grandmother’s custody for about 20 months until a LEAD/CANTS check turned up criminal activities by the 
grandmother’s husband. The children were removed once again and placed at age 5 in their 7th home (FHP7) with an unrelated foster 
parent. The foster parent indicates a willingness to commit to permanence for the child.  
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There was no instability during the 18 month review period. The caregiver is aged 65 and indicates a willingness to commit to 
permanence but changed her mind about adopting. The original goal of adoption was changed to SG when the child turned 8 years old
but then flipped back to TPR, return home until SG was reinstated as a goal at 12 years old. It reverted back to adoption again when 
the caregiver signaled her willingness to adopt, but she changed her mind and the goal was changed back to SG. 

There was no instability during the review period, but the frequent changing of goals and lack of permanence posed some risk of
instability to the child. In May of 2007, the boy was taken into police custody after he was found wandering the streets when he should 
have been in school. The Lydia Home worker spoke to the foster parent who hinted at filing a 14-day notice to remove the child. The 
foster parent agreed to retain custody of the child after he agreed to go into to therapy. 

Case 76 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
F4768906

Because there was no event recorded that would have triggered the need for a CAYIT, no meeting was convened during the 18-month
review period. 

The child is currently 14 years old. He and his sibling have been residing in the foster home since 2000. The prognosis for continued
stability is good. Although SG seems a logical permanency choice, there appears to be some sentiment on the part of workers to 
change the goal to independence. 

Case 76 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
H2519206

Prior to the review period: On 1/10/92, when the boy was 1 year old, there was an indicated report of substance misuse and 
inadequate supervision.  From his first placement 2/21/92 until the time of data collection in 2008, the records show 47 different living 
arrangements.  Documentation is missing on most of these. These will be dealt with in a summary way below. 

The boy first went to a temporary DCFS facility for a day, temporary foster care for 3 days, and then to a maternal aunt.  The boy
stayed there less than month because the aunt failed to comply with DCFS stipulations.  From age 1 to age 10, the boy had 9 foster or 
kin care placements.  The longest was from 1993 to 2000, 7.7 years (from age 2 to age 10) with a maternal aunt.  All other placements 
were 9 months or shorter.   

He ran away when he was 10 and was on the run for 173 days.  After brief stays in facilities, he stayed with his maternal grandmother 
for 107 days, where he had behavioral issues.  He then stayed with another relative for 295 days but they sought another placement
because of his behavioral issues.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 15 years old.  For the next nearly five years, from age 12 to 17, he went 
through a long succession of placements, in foster care, kin care, home of parent, institutions, detention and whereabouts unknown.
None lasted more than a few months. Documentation is incomplete, but evidence of behavioral problems, conflicted relationships and 
criminal involvement is scattered throughout these placement records.  At the end of data collection, he was 17 years old and had been 
with a cousin for 139 days.   He reportedly wanted his own apartment and independence without having to comply with any services.

Case 77 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
H2519206

The history of this child is mostly missing but a court social history indicates that in 12/00 the youth was diagnosed with depression
and reactive attachment disorder.  Oppositional disorder was noted as a diagnosis in 2000 as well and depression also in 1995.  In the 
recent history, he reportedly wanted to care for his sick mother and fiancée who became pregnant with his child, and he wanted to be 
free of DCFS. 

A CAYIT was held 8/18/05 when he was 14, but information is missing about what triggered the CAYIT and who attended.
Individual therapy, educational follow-up and continued monitoring of services were recommended along with remaining in the 
placement at the time.  Another CAYIT was held 9/20/06 when he was 15, triggered by multiple moves. Information on attendance is
missing. The CAYIT recommended special education services, continuing to monitor services, continuation of the placement at the
time. 

Given this boy’s history of instability, delinquent behavior, wish for independence but probable lack of means to insure a stable living 
situation for himself, continued instability is predicted.

Case 77 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
H4909008

Prior to the review: On July 1, 2006, this boy was 8 years old. There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury 10/2/02, of 
inadequate supervision 2/17/05, and of sexual penetration 4/29/05.  The mother had problems with substance abuse, mental health
problems, anger management and housing and the father was a sex offender.  This boy was placed with a sibling in the home of a 
cousin and lived there over 2½ years (985 days).

Event History Calendar

HMR1 

FHP2 FHP3 FHP4 FHP5

Unspecified allegations (FP)

Behavior of sibling

Temporary placement

Placed with siblings

Facility/Caregiver

Subsidized Guardianship (since 
12/27/05) SCpTR

CAYIT 1

Unstable

7.0 8.0 9.0

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

Prediction

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review: The court ordered that the child and his sibling be moved after older siblings (who were placed in another home) 
wrote a letter to the judge and then later met privately with the judge.  Although no one knows exactly what the older siblings said, it 
is believed they alleged that the foster parent abused the child and his sibling. The child and his sibling were placed in foster care, but 
left 9 days later when the foster parent became frustrated with the behavior of the child and sibling. There was an incident in which the 
sibling was acting out in the car and the foster parent ran over her dog.  The child and sibling were then placed in another foster home.  
Although the documentation is not very clear, it appears this caregiver was informed the placement would only be for a short while.
The agency had previously requested a waiver to place the child with his entire sibling group.  It appears this caregiver was becoming 
frustrated with the amount of time it was taking and requested the children be moved.  The child was then placed in another foster
home, but not with his entire sibling group.  Family therapy was apparently recommended to the substitute caregiver on 2/18/08 but
was refused—this is puzzling because it does not seem sensible to recommend family therapy for a temporary placement; there may
be an error in the documentation.   After 57 days in this placement, the director’s waiver the agency had been waiting for was 
approved, and the child was able to be placed with his entire sibling group.  He then went to a foster home with his sibling group
where he had been for 68 days at the time of data collection. At that point the boy was 9 years old.

Case 78 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
H4909008

On 11/24/07, the boy was diagnosed with Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder, Mood Disorder Not Otherwise Specified, Post-
Traumatic Stress Disorder, and Dysthymic Disorder, Not Otherwise Specified.  He received individual therapy and psychiatric 
medication, but it was unclear if he made progress.  His IQ is 82, which is substantially below average.

A CAYIT was held 2/4/08 because of multiple moves (even though the moves were in part because of the wait for the director’s 
waiver).  This occurred during the next-to-last foster placement, while the child was waiting for the placement that would reunite the 
sibling group.  The foster parent, guardian ad litem, court appointed special advocate, caseworker and supervisor attended.  The
CAYIT recommended a sexual abuse assessment and individual therapy for the child and financial assistance for the caregiver.
Continuation in the same placement was also recommended.  

The child has a substantial list of psychiatric diagnoses (enough to make one skeptical of the records and the diagnostician) and he and 
his siblings’ problems have led to previous disruptions.  The last placement had only been for a short time at the point of data
collection.  Instability is predicted. 

Case 78 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
J0249906

Prior to the review: On 5/26/06, there was an indicated report of inadequate supervision and abandonment/desertion. Her mother left 
the girl and a sibling at a DCFS office and said she could not care for them. She previously had a history of leaving children with
people.  This child had previously been sexually abused while left in the care of maternal step grandfather and also raped by a
neighbor boy.  The girl was placed in foster care, but stayed there only 32 days.  The foster parent sought a move because the child
demonstrated inappropriate sexual behavior with other foster children in the home (one same age and one younger).  The children
were then placed with a maternal aunt.  Despite the caseworker’s attempt to stabilize this placement, the aunt sought a move because
of the child’s aggressive behavior. She also did not agree to the goal of reunification, blaming the biological parents for the child’s 
aggression.  The child was moved after 244 days. The child and a sibling were placed in foster care, but this lasted only 83 days – 
information about the reason for disruption was missing.  During these early placements, our review suggests that there was 
considerable turnover in caseworkers and a weak agency was involved.

The child was then placed without her sibling in another foster home. Much was done to stabilize this placement: counseling for the 
child, SOC services, caseworker support, respite services, and other stabilization services.  The child was suspended from school and 
was physically aggressive in the foster home.  After 134 days in the foster home, the child was psychiatrically hospitalized 3/11/08.
She was treated for 13 days, returned to the foster home for 3 days, went back to the hospital for another 10 days, and then back to the 
foster home.    
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review: On July 1, 2006, this girl was 7 years old.  She had been at the foster home –now designated a specialized foster 
home – from the last return from the hospital for 23 days at the time of data collection.  The current foster mother is described as a 
strong advocate and invested in the child.

Case 79 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
J0249906

On 5/21/07, the child was diagnosed with Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder, Adjustment Disorder, and an unspecified 
Personality Disorder.  She has a Global Assessment of Functioning score of 50, indicating serious impairment. Her IQ was tested on 
5/21/07 at 92, which is slightly below average, and she receives special education services.  She also has asthma.  Our reviewer
suggests that at some point she may need residential treatment.  

She had a CAYIT on 10/3/07 because of the request for specialized foster care. This was during the last foster care placement but
before the psychiatric hospitalization.  Foster parents, guardian ad litem, therapist, caseworker, supervisor, and others were present.  
The CAYIT recommended family therapy (which was not received because of transportation issues) and physical health follow-up. It
also recommended that she stay in her current placement and that it be designated specialized foster care.  

Despite the child’s problems, the child is young and may be capable of functioning better in a better environment.  Foster parent
limitations and lack of effective agency involvement early on may have hurt this child’s chance of stability.  The current foster mother 
is described as a strong advocate and was willing to take her back after the hospitalization. Cautious prediction of stability.

Case 79 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#J0440605

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from her mother at 5 years of age in November 2005 due to abuse: bone fractures, medical
neglect and substantial risk of injury (a sibling suffered 8 rib fractures and a broken forearm).  There was no previous DCFS 
involvement.  The same caseworker has been assigned to this case since case opening. The child and her 3 siblings were removed 
from the mother, and placed with their maternal grandmother for almost 9 months.  The children were removed from her care after she 
became ill and was hospitalized, and the safety plan arrangements fell through. 

E v e n t H is to ry  C a le n d a r
8 .37 .36 .3

S ta b le

C A Y IT  s t a ffin g  h e ld

R e tu rn  H o m e  w /in  1 2  m o s

p e rm an en t  p lc  w it h  re la t iv e
n o n -re la t iv e  t o  re la t iv e  w h o  c am e  

fo r t h  (n o  p e rm an en c y  
c o m m itm en t ):  e ffo r t s  t o  p la c e  a ll s ib  

t o g e th e r

ag en c y  rem o v ed  C H  d u e  t o  FP 's  
h o sp it a liz a t io n :  t em p  p lc  w it h  
an o th e r  re la t iv e  fa ile d  d u e  t o  

v io la t io n  o f sa fe t y  p lan

H M R 1H M R 3FH P 2

H M R 1

J u l -0 6 S e p -0 6 D e c -0 6 M a r -0 7 J u n -0 7 S e p -0 7 D e c -0 7 M a r-0 8 J u n -0 8 S e p -0 8 D e c -0 8

P re d ic tio n

AG E

G O AL

E VE N T S

P L AC E M E N T S

R E AS O N S

R e v ie w  P e rio d

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced three living arrangements since 7/1/06: one placement with a non-relative for one month; a maternal uncle
for 13 months (where a sibling was also placed); and back to the maternal grandmother since October 2007 (because the uncle worked
long hours, she cared for the children during the day anyway, and she obtained medical documentation that she was able to care for
the children anew.  Additionally she obtained a larger home to accommodate all children.).  Moves were related to obtaining 
permanency for the children with relatives. 

The permanency goal has remained Return Home. 

There was no CAYIT on this case, nor any CANS.  No safety concerns in the current home, and the risk of future instability is 
considered low due to the commitment of the grandmother, being placed with siblings, and connections with the mother. 

Case 80 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#J1029605

Prior to 7/1/06, the youth was removed from her mother at 12 years of age in March 2005 due to substantial risk of injury.  This is the 
youth’s third entry into foster care, the first in 1999.  DCFS involvement dates back to 1993: there have been many reports of 
abuse/neglect, and one previous family case opening in 1995.  The current family case opening dates to 1998, for inadequate 
supervision and substantial risk of sexual injury.  Upon case opening in March 2005, the youth was placed with her godparent for 2 
years.  The youth and 2 siblings had to leave this home because the foster mom was struggling with personal issues and could not
continue to care for the youth.  Additionally, one of the sibling’s behaviors were difficult to manage. 

The only documented permanency goal is Subsidized Guardianship, established since June 2005. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the youth has experienced 4 placements.  The reasons for instability seem to center around poor matching and casework
monitoring.  The first 2 were short, temporary placements with non-relatives, beginning May 2007.  During the first of these stays, the 
foster mother refused to allow the youth to stay beyond the allotted time, the assigned agency closed their foster care operation and the 
newly assigned caseworker had no access to the file/history of the case.  The youth left the next temporary placement after 3 months in 
order to be placed with a paternal aunt in August 2007 (the temporary FM later appealed this decision – the move was handled poorly,
but the decision was supported on appeal). The youth had to leave the aunt’s home after only 4½ months because the sibling set fire 
to the kitchen.  Additionally, the foster mom had 5 of her own children and there were questions about her ability to manage all of the 
children.

There are no documented clinical diagnoses or indicators of intellectual functioning for the youth. There has been no CAYIT.  Two
CANS were completed during the first placement, in 2006, and indicate caregiver concerns in multiple areas.  Per these CANS, the
youth has experienced trauma and demonstrated some stress symptoms.  She has also experienced some depression and anxiety. 

Case 81 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#J1029605

The youth has been with the current elderly relative since January 2008.  She is alone in this placement, is doing very well in school, 
has relatively few service needs, and is a strong self-advocate (as well as for her siblings).  The relative is willing to allow the youth to 
remain in her care.  Risk of future instability is low-moderate. 

Case 81 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
L2960602

On July 1, 2006, this boy was 9 years old.  There was an indicated report of medical neglect on 2/3/00, when he was 2, and an 
indicated report of inadequate supervision on 1/6/06, when he was 8.  The boy and two siblings were placed with the maternal 
grandmother 1/10/06 where they remained more than 2 years (841 days) later at the time of data collection.  The mother had substance 
abuse problems and ran away.  She refused services, including parental visitation and parenting classes.  The goal of termination of 
parental rights was set in 12/18/06 and the goal of adoption 5/8/07.  
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The boy has learning disabilities for which he receives special education services, hyperactivity for which he receives medication, and 
separation and loss issues for which he has received counseling. 

Given the current stability of placement, the relative absence of child problems that might disrupt placement, and the goal of adoption,
stability is predicted. 

Case 82 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
L3720602

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 1 year old. There was an indicated reported of substantial risk of injury and substantial risk of sexual 
injury on 2/26/06, when she was 8 months old.  The mother had substance issues and was a victim of the father’s battering.  The father 
also had alcohol problems and problems related to sexually acting out.  The child and 4 siblings were placed with her maternal 
grandmother 2/27/06 and stayed there for 207 days.  The maternal grandmother was notified by her landlord that she would lose 
housing if her grandchildren did not leave.  She could not locate other housing, and her husband subsequently died, rendering her
incapable of caring for 5 young children.  The child was placed in two temporary foster care placements for 4 and 7 days and then the 
child and 2 older sisters were placed with the oldest sister's paternal aunt.  She has been there since, over 1½ years (575 days), until 
the time of data collection.  The mother has supervised visitation, and the relative receives respite and daycare services. A note in the 
record suggests that this relative intends the placement to be permanent, but neither subsidized guardianship nor adoption was listed as 
a permanency goal.  
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child received a zero-to-three developmental evaluation.  Play therapy was recommended based on the child’s tantruming, but it is 
unknown whether this was provided.   There is no evidence of special needs or developmental difficulties.  

Given the demonstrated stability of the current placement and the services that are in place, continued stability is predicted.

Case 83 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
L4600005

On July 1, 2006, this girl was six years old.   There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 6/6/05.  The mother
reportedly had problems with substance abuse, shelter and domestic violence, but refused services.  She also had a hospitalization for 
an acute medical problem. A father was not involved.  The placement of this child and a sibling with a godparent began 6/7/06.  The 
child had a previous relationship with this caregiver, did not reside with her mother for an extended period of time prior to being
placed in foster care, and did not seem to have a strong attachment to the mother. The record does not say this, but perhaps the child 
was living with the godparent informally even prior to 6/7/06.  The child had been placed with the godparent for almost 2 years (693 
days) at the time of data collection.  Termination of parental rights was set as a goal on 3/14/07—parental whereabouts were unknown
at that time—and adoption was planned as a goal on 8/7/07. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no record of psychiatric, medical or developmental problems.  A developmental evaluation took place because of abuse
and trauma issues, but apparently no service was recommended. 

Because of the substantial stability of the current placement, the plan for adoption, and the absence of child and family factors that 
could disrupt a placement, stability is predicted. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
L7570107

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 3 months old.  She was born 2/28/06, and on 3/1/06, there was an indicated report of substantial risk of 
injury and substance use.  The family had previous reports of substantial risk of injury and substance misuse before she was born.  It 
should be noted that the mother had a hospitalization related to cardiac issues 3/20/06, and the father and mother have a wide range of 
social and mental health problems.  The child was placed with a maternal aunt 3/2/06, right after birth, and had been there over two 
years at the time of data collection. The aunt had previously adopted other siblings.  Termination of parental rights was established as 
a goal 6/22/07. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child was born as a substance exposed infant and had an acute physical illness August 2007. She experienced a pair of 
hospitalizations in January 2007.  There are no other developmental problems noted.  The agency provides day care which allows the 
aunt to work. 

Given that this child was placed at birth and is with a stable family that has already adopted other siblings, stability is predicted.
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
M2659706

The child initially entered foster care on 3/24/05 as a disrupted intact, due to inadequate supervision. The case originally opened in 
Iowa, but BM moved to Chicago after her children were removed and placed with a relative in Illinois. There were two additional
indicated reports of inadequate supervision on 8/31/04 and 1/14/05, but did not seem to lead the child’s removal. It is reported that BM 
has a history of being D/V victim, and has mental health issues even though specific diagnoses are unknown. The child and her sibling 
were placed with her paternal cousin on 3/28/05 and remained there during the 18-month review period. Initially, the child’s 
permanency goal was to return home within 12 months, but changed into adoption on 8/18/06 due to parents’ incompliance with 
services. The child’s parental rights were terminated before the permanency goal got changed into adoption. 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 
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The child’s stability in out-of-home care can be attributed to the caregiver’s commitment to the permanency and her multiple strengths
identified. The child also does not have any psychiatric, learning, or health problems. The fact that the child and her sibling are the 
only children at home appears to contribute to the child’s placement stability. However, there are some concerns for the child’s sibling 
who has significant issues, including autism, and it may negatively affect the child’s placement stability in the future. The risk of 
placement instability is low to moderate. 
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Stability Study
#M3159205

Prior to 7/1/06, the youth was removed in February 2006 at age 17 because his father (who was caring for him) advised the 
school/DCFS that he could no longer care for him and was afraid he would kill the boy.  The father had previously killed 2 people, so 
his threat was deemed real and imminent.  The mother was not an option.  Therefore, the youth was removed and placed into a 
traditional foster home without doing a more thorough assessment of what his needs were and why the father could not continue to
care for him.  The family had a history of maltreatment:  at age 3 there were two indicated reports related to substance abuse and
failure to thrive.  Additional reports indicated when the child was 12 for physical abuse and neglect, and when the child was 16 on 
substantial risk of injury.  This is the child’s only entry into foster care. 

The first foster mother quickly died (within 18 days of placement, age/health-related causes), and the youth was placed into the ERC 
while another home was sought.  His third placement was at a psychiatric hospital for 28 days, following which he was discharged
into a group home. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period, the youth experienced an additional 10 moves (a variety of types, including whereabouts unknown, 
hospitalizations, residentials, self-placed with relatives).  These moves were made due to youth’s behavior, mental health problems, 
low intellectual functioning, as well as lack of adequate placement resource to meet his significant needs.  It appears there were six 
CANS completed during this time, noting significant issues for youth in the areas of traumatic experience, traumatic stress, strengths,
life functioning, behavioral/emotional, risk behaviors, and caregiver needs and strengths.  It appears that appropriate services were 
identified and attempted to be provided.  There were 3 clinical diagnoses (on file) on youth during the window, which identify 
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Stability Study
#M3159205

significant mental health concerns (mood disorder, Asperger’s disorder, bi-polar, mild mental retardation, alcohol/cannabis use, low 
GAF).  Additionally, the youth has experienced a multitude of UIRs related to his behavior and psychiatric needs.  The youth’s 
permanency goal was changed from Home Environment Not Appropriate (HENA) to Independence in the fall of 2006.

Two CAYITs did occur during the window, as did other service interventions to help stabilize the variety of placements youth 
experienced.  These did not result in stabilization, as youth needed a specific type of placement that was not readily available (spec 
TLP).  Most recent CAYIT was dated 8/07, and identified a slew of what appear to be appropriate services for youth.   

From 1/1/08 to 4/25/08, the end of time reviewers evaluated stability, the youth experienced an additional four (4) moves (a brief 
HMR while waiting for the spec TLP, the spec TLP, a stay at DOC for an outstanding arrest warrant, and the TLP again).  Youth is
currently in the spec TLP (which was originally recommended in 2006) and spends most of his time with a cousin and her children at 
her house.  His access to his cousin and her family appears to be providing him with some stability at the current TLP.  However,
concerns were noted by the reviewer and shared with the agency as the cousin allows the youth to care for her children while she is 
not at home (despite his ongoing explosive behavior).  Most of his issues remain unresolved and it is unclear how he is being prepared
for life outside the system in terms of life skills, employment, housing, relating to others, and connection to DHS, etc.  Therefore, the 
prognosis for maintaining stability is poor, and the risk of continued instability is moderate to high. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
M5839504

Prior to July 1, 2006, child was taken from parent’s home because of the death of a sibling. He and his other sibling were placed with 
his alleged paternal grandparent, but later on it was discovered she was not a relative. There were several allegations of sexual
molestation during this period. His maternal grandmother in Indiana agreed to take the children but they were removed at age 11 from 
her care after residing in the home for 5 years. She had indicated her willingness to make a permanency commitment, and the home
was tagged as a pre-adoptive home several months after the boy was placed there. The agency served a 14- day notice to the 
grandmother due to her lack of progress in pursuing a divorce (required at the time for adoption per ICPC). Two weeks later the boy 
was hospitalized for attempted suicide. He was subsequently placed with his maternal aunt for several months before he was 
hospitalized again for suicidal behavior. After hospitalization, he was released to his aunt’s custody where remained for a little under a 
year before the aunt’s relocation for job reasons required the siblings’ moving to another relative in Indiana. After several months, he 
was accused of forcibly having sex with his female cousin and was placed in the emergency reception center at Montrose. He was 
discharged briefly to a foster home, returned to Montrose, and then placed at age 12 in a foster home without his sibling. He remained 
in the home for nearly 2 years before the foster parent asked for his removal because of his swearing and physically threatening
behavior. An UIR was filed that alleged the boy was missing, and the foster parent (FHP6) was instructed to file a police report.
Several months later he was removed in November of 2006. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the 18-month review period, the boy experienced 4 more placements in traditional foster homes. The first change resulted in 
removal because of concern over the suitability of the caregiver and the next two removals were precipitated by the child’s behavior
problems. At his last removal, it was alleged that he sexually molested the 79 year old foster parent’s 2 yr. old great grandson.
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
M5839504

The instability this young man experienced seems to arise from his unwillingness to make the adjustments needs to ensure his 
placement last. A psychologist reports that the boy feels none of his foster parents really cared about him and are interested just in the 
money. Since the boy believes no one particularly cares about him and perceives he is of no importance to the families he stays with, 
he figures he might as well just seek to “have fun.” During his time in state custody, he has experience 27 caseworkers, 19 teams, and 
7 different agencies. Considering the boy’s formative placement experiences, it is unclear whether he was removed from his maternal
grandmother’s home because of legal impediments to her becoming his adoptive parent. The psychologist’s report indicates that the
boy did not know why he was removed from his grandmother’s home, but the boy suspected it might have been because of his 
behavior.

After he moved to the 8th home, a CAYIT was scheduled, which was held several weeks later. The reviewer recommended that the 
boy remain in his current setting and be referred to SOC, with educational follow-up, and monitoring. A couple of months after the
CAYIT, he was removed because of the allegation of the great grandson’s sexual molestation. The psychological report recommends
that due to the boy’s behavioral difficulties he would need to be placed in a structured setting.  His IQ tested in the mentally retarded 
range at ages 5 and 11 and in dull normal range at ages 12 and 16.  A 2nd CAYIT referral was made in February of 2008.  The 
recommendation was for the boy to remain in the current setting until all evaluations were completed and it could be determined what 
level of care he requires. A decision could not be reached because of incomplete documentation submitted by the worker. 

At the close of the observation period in April of 2008, the young man had been in his 10th foster home for a little more than 6 months. 
It is a regular foster home, and the 48 year-old caregiver is unwilling to make a permanency commitment. He reported that he 
continued to have frequent contact with his grandmother, and have regular weekly contact with his brother. There is a moderate to
high probability that we will be removed from his current home before September 30, 2008. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#M6329503

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at age 7 from his mother in August 1998 with his siblings due to risk of harm: the mother had 
been observed by domestic violence staff to be choking and threatening to kill her children.  This was the family’s first involvement 
with DCFS.

Between August 1998 and 7/1/2006, the child experienced 11 placement moves due in part to his emotional and behavioral problems.
In many of the placements, the reason for move was not documented.  There was a lot of staff turnover until September 2004.  The
child’s initial placement was at an emergency shelter, where he remained for two months.  From there he was placed with a relative 
for a year.  He then began a series of placements in specialized homes, hospitals and residentials.  In 1999, during the child’s third 
placement (a specialized home), two reports were made to the SCR where the child stated his brother forced him to have oral sex.  No 
follow-up observed in the file, and there is conflicting information about whether the report was determined “unfounded” or 
“indicated.”

Between February 2000 and November 2003 the child experienced 2 psychiatric hospitalizations and 4 residential placements.  No 
Placement Review Team (PRT – predecessor to the CAYIT program) was observed in the case file, but one must have happened in 
order for him to get into residential placements.  There were 12 UIRs between October 2001 and May 2002 involving behavioral 
issues, and one unfounded report of abuse/neglect.  In 2003, while at Lydia Home, he was diagnosed with PTSD and major depression.
He had a history of making suicidal and homicidal threats, running away, refusing medication, and engaging in aggressive behavior
with staff resulting in use of restraints.  It is noted that while placed at Lydia Home the youth was in special education (no prior
educational information in the file).   

Between November 2003 and 7/1/06, the youth was placed in three different specialized homes.  The reasons for move were either not
documented, or in one case, the foster family moved.  Also during this time there were 5 additional UIRs documented, for behavioral
issues, or for medical/psychiatric needs.  During this time the youth continued in special education, and in the last home during this 
time frame he was suspended (details unknown). 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#M6329503
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the youth has experienced an additional four placements.  The reason for one move was because the youth had gone on
run to his grandmother, and upon return to the placement, the youth had trouble getting along with his foster father.  The foster parent 
subsequently requested his move.  His next two placements were with relatives (reason for disruption unknown for one home, and 
child’s behavior along with concerns about the foster parent in the other).  During the first relative placement with his grandmother,
there were  UIRs for psychiatric issues and criminal acts, the youth was arrested (details unknown, but suspected for gang related
behavior per documented needs and services), and the youth was in special education.  During the second relative placement with his 
aunt, there was an “unfounded” report of child abuse/neglect, and there was a UIR completed as well.  In this home, the youth was
expelled from an alternative high school. 

The youth’s permanency goal has been Independence since June 2006.  Previous efforts at achieving permanence with his parents or
other caregivers via SCpTPR or Subsidized Guardianship did not succeed (reasons unknown).  The case file was unclear about 
frequency of contacts with siblings, parents and other relatives over the life of the case, and it is not known if the youth was ever 
placed with any of his siblings.

The youth has been with the current, specialized, non-relative placement since March 2008.  Documentation does not provide a clear
picture of what efforts were made to service youth prior to 7/1/06 in addressing his mental health, therefore it is hard to say what was 
needed to stabilize him.  Case notes support contact with case stakeholders, but do not contain substantive information.  There was no 
CAYIT until March 2008. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#M6329503

A CAYIT triggered by multiple moves occurred in March 2008.  The CAYIT recommended that the youth remain in the current 
specialized placement, and recommended continued therapy; assistance in obtaining driver's license for the youth; follow-up on 
getting educational credits from previous high school; obtaining routine annual medical, dental, vision and hearing exams; and enroll
in life skills classes (the youth was age 17 at this point). 

In April 2008 another clinical diagnosis was observed in the file which repeated the previous diagnoses of PTSD and major depression.  
His GAF was noted at 70. 

The risk for future instability is considered to be moderate to high.  The youth has been “stable” in current placement since March
2008.  The foster home appears to be a good match with the foster parent.  Additionally, the youth's age and readiness are factors:  he's 
currently stable at school and in school-related activities, he has a girlfriend, and is doing well in therapy.  The current situation 
appears to work for him.  It is unclear from case notes whether current foster parent will provide permanency, however, it seems she'll 
hang on to him until he ages out or moves on.  Still, the youth has a long history of instability, mental health and behavioral problems, 
has had criminal involvement, and he has been in the current home for a relatively short period of time. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
N0739313

The child was initially removed from his home on 7/21/04, right after his birth, due to substantial risk of injury/environment, and 
returned home on 11/25/04. On 5/4/06, the child returned to out-of-home care as an add-on because of parental lack of compliance
with services. The child was placed with his sister, and remained there during the 18-month review period. On 3/19/08, the child was 
discharged into legal guardianship by his sister. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child’s stability in out-of-home care can be attributed to the caregiver’s commitment to the permanency and her multiple strengths
identified. The child also does not have any psychiatric, learning, or health problems. In addition, the efforts to pursue the child’s 
permanency were made quite promptly. During his initial out-of-home placement from 7/21/04 to 11/25/04, the permanency goal was
to return the child home within 12 months, which was established on 8/24/04. However, due to the parent’s incompliance with the
services, the permanency goal got changed into subsidized guardianship on 7/6/06, which was 2 months after his second episode in
out-of-home care, and this goal was pursued in a very timely manner. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#N1280603

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was placed into substitute care at 6 years of age in January 2006 due to lack of supervision/abandonment 
(resulting from mom’s substance abuse).  This is the child’s first entry into foster care.  DCFS involvement dates back to 2003
(allegations and details are unknown).  She has no siblings.  The child was initially placed in an emergency shelter for seven days
before being placed in traditional foster home.  Within four months a relative was located at the request of the mother, and the child 
was placed with her godparent in May 2006.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the child experienced an additional 4 placement moves, primarily related to:  the child’s increasingly difficult to manage 
behavior, the foster parents’ inability to handle the child (in 1 case, the foster parents complained that they were not well-informed as 
to the child’s needs prior to placement), the child’s difficulty living with other children, and inadequacy of appropriate service 
provision to meet the child’s mental health needs.  In one of the foster homes the child experienced corporal punishment in response to 
her behavior – the foster mother “whacked” the child with a belt because the child forged her signature on homework.  The processes
used to match this child with the various selected foster parents is unknown and did not result in stability or improved well-being for 
the child.  Additionally, the agency’s responsiveness to the child’s needs was not stellar despite a relatively stable staff assignment 
history (two total caseworkers since case opening, and with the same agency throughout). 

Beginning in 2007, the child received two clinical evaluations for her behavioral issues and mental health needs.  She was diagnosed
with:  adjustment disorder and bereavement in September 2007, and reactive attachment disorder in January 2008.  Her GAF was 60 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#N1280603

(moderate symptoms).  Educationally, the child has been in regular education, but it is noted that she failed kindergarten, had 
relational problems with other children in her classes, and experienced multiple school changes due to placement changes.   

The child is very bonded with her mother, and wants to live with her only.  The mother has not been successful in resolving her
substance abuse (and other) issues.  The permanency goal was changed to SCpTPR in June 2007. 

In November 2007 a CAYIT was requested, and the staffing occurred in January 2008.  The CAYIT recommended that the child 
remain in the current traditional placement, individual therapy for the child, a SOC referral, and continued monitoring.  The child was 
asked to leave the CAYIT recommended placement two months later.  One CANS was completed during the second placement, in 
April 2006, and indicate significant caregiver concerns in multiple areas. 

There is a moderate-high risk for future instability based primarily on how the case is being managed by the agency:  the agency’s
assessment of presenting problems is not comprehensive or insightful; when agency feels the selected foster parents are “good foster
parents,” they seem to be less likely to provide support services (assuming that the foster parent can handle it); although the child is 
very bonded with the mother and wants to live with her, the agency is expediting adoption process; and the child has not received
appropriate services to meet her mental health needs.  Additionally there is no information to suggest that the current foster parents
will be more successful that previous parents in accepting the child and working with her behavioral and mental health needs. 

Case 91 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#N6040004

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed at age 11 from his paternal grandmother in January 2003 with his 7 siblings due to neglect and 
risk of harm.  The biological mother had a long history of substance abuse and making inadequate care plans for her children (there
have been multiple reports involving the family since 2000).  In June 2002, she got arrested for making false police report, and
arranged for children to stay with their paternal grandmother.  In January 2003, a report was called in on the grandmother, and an 
intact case was opened.  The grandmother was found to have health problems which prevented her from caring for children, and her
home was found to be uninhabitable and was condemned.  DCFS paid for her and eight children to stay at a hotel, but she failed to
comply with tasks (due to health) so the children entered substitute care.  Two placements later, in October 2003, it was learned that 
the grandmother had been using excessive corporal punishment on the children while in her care (this resulted in an indicated report).
Additional information suggests that she may have committed murder in her past. 

Between January 2003 and 7/1/2006, the child experienced five placement moves due to his treatment needs.  Two placements were 
psychiatric hospitalizations.  It appears that, per file, much of this movement was due to the mother telling the child that she had a 
home and he would be coming to live with her soon.  So he refused to listen to foster parents, and there were lots of UIRs documented 
for behavioral issues. 
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FHP6

FHP7
HMR8

FHP9 FHP10IPA11 FHP12 HMR13

FP couldn't handle child's behavior

Not documented

Not documented
Not documented

FP couldn't handle child's behavior

Child ran away

Moved to foster home

Moved to relative

Child behavior
Run away

Behavior

Behavior

Crime

Behavior

Crime

Return Home within 12 months 
(since 1/12/06) SCoTPR

Return Home within 12 months 

Subsidized Guardianship

Return Home within 5 months 

CAYIT 1
CAYIT 2

CAYIT 3

Stable

14.6 15.6 16.6

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

In July 2004 (the first psychiatric stay), the youth was diagnosed with bipolar disorder and features of obsessive-compulsive disorder.  
In March 2005 (the second psychiatric stay), the youth was again diagnosed with bipolar disorder, as well as oppositional defiant
disorder and intermittent explosive disorder.  His GAF for both evaluations was 40 – 45. 

Since 7/1/06, the youth has experienced an additional eight (8) placement moves.  The reason for three moves is unknown (no 
documentation).  Other moves were due to the youth's behavior (and at the request of the foster parent), the youth ran away, or the 
placements were considered temporary. 

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction
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Since placement in care, he has experienced 3 placements lasting 500+ days.  The first of these was interrupted by short stays at a 
psychiatric hospital due to behavioral concerns.  The remaining two of these placements disrupted due to escalating problems with his 
behavior, and disrupted suddenly (foster parents requesting the “immediate” removal of the youth) despite ongoing efforts to stabilize 
the homes.  This suggests that the foster parents were hanging in there for longer than they wanted to and finally hit their limit.  The 
rest of his placements last no more than a few months. 

Permanency goal history reflects the inconsistent yet persistent nature of mom’s involvement and progress in the case.  At times she is 
involved in services and makes progress, then falls off.  The goal is changed to a different permanency option, and then she re-engages.  
Her parental rights have even been terminated (August 2006), but she appealed and won.  The current permanency goal is again 
Return Home. 

Although there has been much case assignment changes over the years on this case, the same caseworker has been assigned since 
October 2007. Still, the hard file/SACWIS was seriously lacking in documentation, especially regarding what efforts were made to
support foster homes.  There are very few in-home visits documented with the foster parents and the youth, and little documentation
regarding plans to address identified issues.  The youth has had difficult behavior problems and has not been especially amenable to 
service intervention.  He was victim of chronic maltreatment prior to care, e.g., he and his siblings were used as decoys by their mom 
to steal groceries, etc., and he has experienced a lot of instability since entering care.  Historically, although in regular education, his 
behavior has resulted in suspensions and truancy.  He has also been arrested. 

Three CAYITs occurred between November 2006 and May 2007, all due to multiple moves.  None of the CAYITs resulted in 
improved stability for youth; all recommended that he remain in current traditional placement (which then disrupted).  The service
recommendations were not new or different from CAYIT to CAYIT, and the youth was not willing to participate in recommended 
services.

The youth is currently residing with a maternal aunt in Chicago.  She is not interested in pursuing permanency for the youth, and the 
youth wants to be reunited with his mother.  Although there is a long history of UIRs involving this youth in his various foster
placements, there have been none in the current home.  It is not known to what this can be attributed although one can make educated
guesses.

It is predicted that the youth is at low-moderate risk for future instability.  He has been living with the current relative caregiver for 
some time now, and his mom lives in same building (maybe even same apartment) with two youngest children who were returned to 
her care.  Despite everything, the mother has fought to retain parental rights of children and to be involved in their lives. The relative 
caregiver appears to support this connection.  Due to recent case transfer to a different local office, it is unclear what the youth's 
behavior issues are currently, how/whether the close proximity and involvement of his mom impacts him, but it does seem that his
access to her allows him to be stable.  The youth is now 17 years old. 
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On 7/1/06, this boy was 11 years old.  There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 6/8/98, when he was 2 years old.
He was placed in an unknown placement for 70 days, and then with a maternal grandmother for 2701 days (more than 7 years).  The
child reported corporal punishment from the grandmother, and a report of suspected physical abuse was apparently filed (although it is 
not noted in the face sheet).  The grandmother was being investigated by the licensing representative when she gave 14-day notice.
Reportedly she had been willing to continue care but for the allegations.  The child was then placed in another foster home where he 
has stayed for most of three years (excepting a 9 day stay in another placement for unknown reasons).  There was a UIR listed for
abuse and neglect in 2006, but this is not listed in the face sheet and there is no information about what this represents or what
happened to it.  This last placement is reportedly stable although the caregiver prefers subsidized guardianship to adoption.  The
current caregiver reportedly sees this child as a leader and is invested in his going to college. The caregiver is very supportive and 
wants the child to stay, and the child loves the caregiver.  The agency is very supportive of this placement.   

The child has no clinical diagnoses and reportedly does not have behavior problems. The grandmother of the first kin placement did
report minor troublesome behaviors of talking back and talking too much at school. Nothing is listed on the study sheet focusing on 
needs and services, though there is a note that the child receives therapy, family counseling and continued academic encouragement.
He keeps busy with extracurricular activities. 

Event History Calendar
12.511.510.5

Stable

(since 7/25/02) Subsidized 
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(since 8/28/05) FHP2
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

No CAYIT was held.  Given the duration of the last placement, the child and caregivers’ strengths, and the bond of the two, continued
stability is predicted.
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Before the review period, the child was placed in a non-relative foster home on 8/23/04 after her removal due to substantial risk of 
injury/environment injurious. The child is an add-on case. Because foster parents went on vacation for 3 weeks, the child was 
temporarily placed with a paternal grandmother. The child returned to the previous non-relative foster home on 2/16/05. Since the 
foster parents were not committed to the permanency for the child, the child moved to a pre-adoptive home on 7/15/06 and stayed for 
142 days. However, it turned out that the foster parent was not willing to provide a permanent home for the child, and she was then
placed with a cousin for 166 days. 

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Event History Calendar
4.23.22.2

Unclear

CAYIT 3
CAYIT 2

CAYIT 1
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Violation of court order
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Unfounded allegation of violation of 
court order (unsupervised visits with 
BM): BM called hotline reporting FP 
dropped off and would not pick up 
CH

Permanent placement with relative 
(Sibs are also there)

Permanent placement with relative
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Since the cousin was not committed to the permanency for the child, she was then moved to the parental grandmother’s (the same 
place as HMR#2 where she had spent 21 days during foster parents’ vacation) where her siblings were also placed. During this 
placement, there was a report of abuse/neglect against the grandmother due to the violation of court order (allowing the child’s
unsupervised visits with the biological mother), which was unfounded: it is reported that the biological mother called the caseworker,
stating that the grandmother dropped off the child at her house to celebrate her birthday. The grandmother then refused to pick up the 
child. Due to the grandmother’s inappropriate behaviors, the child was moved to a non-relative foster home where she stayed for 48 
days. However, the grandmother appealed the removal of the child and her siblings from her, and the children were returned to her on 
8/27/07.

It appears that the child’s placement instability could have been preventable to a certain degree. Thorough assessment of each 
placement setting could have provided more stability for the child since foster parents’ unwillingness to commit the permanency for 
the child was one of the main reasons for placement changes. Also, foster parents’ ability to meet the child’s multiple needs, including
medical, developmental, and mental health needs, should have been evaluated. 
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There were three CAYITs during the review period. The initial CAYIT occurred during the 5th placement (However, placement 
snapshot indicates there was no CAYIT during the 5th placement): it was recommended that the child remain in her current placement 
with the cousin, monitoring developmental needs and current services, sibling visitation, and educational follow up were also 
recommended. The services were received, but not in a timely manner. Second CAYIT was triggered in the 7th placement, and took 
placed in the 8th placement: recommendations are a placement with a relative, specialty referrals, parental visitation, case study
evaluation, speech therapy, and SOC referral. All the services were received in a timely manner. Third CAYIT occurred during the 8th 
placement. Recommendations include remaining in current placement, parental visitation, specialty referrals, a need to monitor 
developmental needs. In addition to the CAYITs, services were provided for caregivers, including parent/child psychotherapy, family 
counseling, and SOC referrals. 

Even though the last CAYIT states that with the support, the grandmother can handle the needs of the child, there are still concerns
about the grandmother’s ability and commitment in this respect. Considering the multiple physical, developmental, and mental health
needs of the child, it is not certain whether the grandmother will be able to handle all these needs appropriately. CANS data also
demonstrate the grandmother’s minor deficits in the areas of involvement, knowledge, organization, resources, and residential stability. 
A risk of placement instability is unclear. 
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Prior to the review period, this 12 year old girl and two siblings were placed with a maternal aunt in November 2005 when she was 10, 
following an indicated report of substantial risk of sexual injury.  After about nine months, the aunt requested the children be moved 
because they were not obeying house rules and were going out without permission.  The children were placed with a foster parent,
where the child reported being touched by the foster mother’s grandson’s friend, and the foster mother told the children not to tell 
anyone about it.  Thus, after 80 days in this foster placement, they were returned to the maternal aunt where they stayed for nearly 10 
months.   The child was being sexually molested by a brother during this time but this was not revealed until the next placement, when 
there was an indicated report. The children were then moved after about 10 months when the aunt was uncomfortable because her 
husband and the biological father were drinking together (there was a drunken driving incident), and because the aunt had decided to 
move back to Mexico.  The children were sad because the biological mother was no longer visiting.  The children were placed with a 
new foster parent where they had been for about 8 months at completion of the review period. 

Event History Calendar
13.112.111.1

Stable

(since 1/31/06) Return home w/n 
12 months

Indicated report on sexual 
molestation by brother

(BF & FF)'s drunk drive with CH in a 
car

Sexual abuse allegation against FP 
grandson's friend

No clinical dianosis
Clinical diagnosis (adjustment 
disorder with depressed mood)

FP's ability to provide long-term 
care (going back to Mexico): FM's 
concerns about BM's no visits to CH 
& (BF & FF)'s drinking problem

Sexual abuse allegation against FP 
grandson's friend

FP requested a move b/c child's 
behaviors: caused stress & 
disagreement with husband

FHP3HMR1FHP2
(since 11/29/05) HMR1
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There appear to have been opportunities to prevent instability.  The placements with the maternal aunt could have been monitored
intensively, particularly since she and her family had an active relationship with the biological family.  Greater efforts could
conceivably have been made to match caregivers to the children’s needs.  The second placement was with a caregiver in her 70’s, who 
may have found it difficult to cope with three girls who were teens or pre-teens. No CAYIT was reported. 

The children’s behaviors seem manageable and the current foster parent is noted to have several strengths, though it is unknown if 
there is a commitment to permanence.  Stability seems achievable.   
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The first family case opening for this child’s family was in 1998, when the child was eight years old, however, this child did not come 
into care until 2005 when the child was 16. 

The maternal aunt could not handle the behaviors of the three siblings, i.e., going out without permission. The target child’s younger
siblings were causing more stress than she was which resulted in disagreements between the relative caregiver and her husband. 

Instability prior to review period appears to be due to caregiver dynamics. Prior to the review period, the child was in a kin placement 
(maternal aunt) that lasted six months (one month into the review period). The kin placement changed because the caregiver was 
unable to exert the control she wanted over the three siblings, i.e., going out without permission, (not the child under review), and this 
was causing marital strain. This occurred despite records showing therapy for the child and family. In addition there was 
documentation that the CW attempted to stabilize this placement more than once prior to movement. 

Event History Calendar

(since 11/29/2005) HMR1

FHP2 HMR3 FHP4 FHP5

FP requested change-younger 
sibling causing stress to CG

Sexual abuse allegation (Friend of 
FP)

FP requested change-FP moving to 
Mexico; concern about FF & Bio 

father relationship

FP requested change-FC angry at 
younger sibling who reported sexual 

abuse

Child treatment needs change 
(CAYIT requested) TLP placement 

recommended

Sexual Molestation

Chronic mild depression

Return Home within 12 months 
(since 1/31/06) Independence

CAYIT 1
CAYIT 2

Unstable

17.0 18.0 19.0
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period, the factors that contributed to instability are mainly caregiver and placement issues. Only one of the moves 
was due to the child’s behavior and there was minimal stabilization effort in this placement. The other moves were due to incidents
and behaviors of siblings more so than the target child, i.e., all children removed as a result of sexual abuse allegation by a sibling, 
lack of commitment by caregiver (marital problems, moving out of the country) – this is the relative placement where the children
probably should not have been placed back with the maternal aunt. 

There is concern in the overall attention paid to this case. This child has physical health issues that do not seem to have been
addressed: It was noted on 1/06 that the child had a heart murmur, she also has head aches....and it also states that there is a goal to get 
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an appointment with a general MD by 2/22/08. The interim period shows several times when these conditions were discussed, but no
evidence that the issue was ever addressed. 

The second item of concern is that this child seems ready for independence, and not connected to her bio mom (dad is deceased) yet
there does not seem to be movement in this area. Despite the fact that the child changed schools at least four times during the review 
period, she is described as being smart with a strong desire to attend college. Furthermore, the CANS rates her as having strengths in 
“job functioning” and “community life” which may indicate that she would do well with an independent living arrangement. 
Finally, the child was diagnosed with chronic mild depression, and there is no evidence that this has ever been addressed. 

There are some possible suggestions that could have prevented instability: the children were placed back with the maternal aunt who 
asked that they be removed before; family dynamics may not have been thoroughly assessed before re-placing the children with her.
Thorough assessment and match of children and caregivers throughout the case may have also been an issue. 

It was noted that the child should move into an independent living situation on 10/17/07; she was moved to FHP instead on 12/22/07.
The CANS assessment on 10/17/07 states that she has a “2” in relationship permanence. If this means that there is someone that she is 
connected to, there is no indication that there is an attempt to bring this person into the picture. It also states on the CAYIT of 1/22/08 
that the child has no bond with her bio mother; she has been moved to live apart from her siblings. 

There were two CAYITs during the review period. The first CAYIT staffing occurred on 8/21/07 while in her second placement 
during the review period. The placement recommendation from this CAYIT was to remain in the placement (with the maternal aunt 
from whom she had already previously been removed) – she was moved from the placement less than 1 month after this staffing. The
other recommendations from the staffing were related to obtaining health evaluations, connecting with relatives in Mexico, and f/up
with immigration status. A second CAYIT 5 months later recommended a transitional living placement and revealed that many of the
recommendations from the first CAYIT had not been implemented. 

Risk of instability is moderate to high. The child is getting older and efforts, via the CAYIT process, do not appear to be intense and 
timely enough to address all of her needs. 
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Prior to 7/1/06, the child was placed into substitute care at less than 1 year of age in June 2004 because both he and his sibling were 
left in the care of a registered sex offender.  The family case had been open for services since the reviewable child was born – known 
issues are substance abuse, risk of harm, and making inappropriate care plans.  While the case was open for intact family services,
three reports of suspected child abuse/neglect were indicated.   

The child’s initial placement was in an emergency shelter, which lasted for a few days.  From there the child experienced three non-
relative foster care stays until arriving at the current, non-relative home in October 2005.  The reasons for placement disruption
centered around foster parent issues:  one foster parent decided to pursue a career in lieu of providing foster care, one foster parent was 
not willing to ensure the child received needed services, and one foster parent received multiple safety/licensing violations (details
unknown) and the children were therefore removed.  Over the life of this case, there has been significant case assignment changes (8). 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the child has experienced no instability.  He has remained in the same non-relative foster home, and the plan is for the 
foster parents to adopt the child and his sibling.  The permanency goal is adoption.  There has been no CAYIT on this case, nor a 
CANS.  The child has no documented clinical diagnoses or intellectual functioning concerns.  There have been no safety concerns or 
UIRs involving the current home. 

There is a low risk for future instability based on the fact that the child has been in the current foster home for over 2 years now, the 
foster parents are committed to permanency, and the case is moving toward adoption.  Additionally, the child is placed with his sibling. 
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Prior to 7/1/06, the child was placed into substitute care at 1 year of age in December 2003 due to substantial risk of injury.  Beginning 
in April 2003 there had been 7 reports of suspected child abuse/neglect, two of which were indicated.  The majority of the reports
involved the mother (a DCFS ward in a transitional living program) leaving the child unattended for lengths of time.  The most recent
report (and the one that opened the child case) involved the mother hitting the child on his back.  Since the case opening in December 
2003, the case has been assigned to the same caseworker, team and agency. 

The child’s initial placement was with a non-relative and lasted 1½ years.  His next placement lasted 6 months.  Both placement
moves were due to the foster parent’s complaints about the child's behaviors (temper tantrums, screaming, biting, hitting, throwing
things, etc.).  This behavior may have been somewhat normal, given the child’s age (age 1 at removal, age 3 by last move) and 
experiences (inadequate care & supervision by his mother, removal from his mother, separations from foster parents).  The child
moved into the current, relative home in December 2005.   

In February 2006, the child was diagnosed with Adjustment d/o w/ mixed disturbance of emotions & conduct, physical abuse of child, 
and PTSD r/o reactive attachment of infancy or early childhood.  He was noted as suffering from the recent adjustment to new relative 
placement, separation from his mother, multiple separations from previous caretakers, and anxiety due to the uncertainty of future
permanency.  In April 2006 the permanency goal changed from Return Home to SCpTPR due to lack of parental progress in services 
and continued risk of harm.  In June 2007, the permanency goal changed to Adoption.  The current foster parents are intent on 
adopting this child. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The current foster parents are apparently dedicated to raising children – they have 10 total in their care.  Reportedly, the foster parents 
can deal with the child’s behavior, and as a result he has settled down and seems to trust them.  He is not the only non-biological child 
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in home.  The foster family has experienced significant stressors while the child has been in their care:  loss of housing, loss of 
employment, substance abuse, but they have never suggested that the child was unwelcome or had to leave.  He is one of the family in 
their eyes.  Significantly, the assigned caseworker/agency has been very supportive and responsive to the foster family with the goal of 
maintaining the home for the child (housing and employment support, and transportation assistance have been offered/provided). 
Therapeutic services have also been provided to the child and the foster parents: they engaged in the services, participated, and
successfully completed them.  The foster father is engaged in probation (he was arrested for possession of a controlled substance,
marijuana) and related substance abuse services (drops and ongoing monitoring). 

There has been no CAYIT on this case.  Two CANS were completed while the child was in the care of the current providers 
(November 2005 and January 2006).  Both scored the caregivers consistently, and indicated concerns related to involvement (they are 
involved but not advocates), knowledge (deficits in the caregiver’s ability to relate to the child’s problems and strengths), and
resources (stretched resources).  It is noted that the CANS were completed early in the child’s stay with the current providers.

In March 2008, a report of suspected child abuse/neglect was called in by the child’s school because he had a black eye and a burn on 
his arm.  The child alleged that a 6 year old in the home had pushed him into a space heater and was bullying him.  The report was
unfounded.  The assigned caseworker also addressed the situation with the family to ensure the child’s safety and supervision.  A UIR 
was also completed. 

There is low-moderate risk for future instability.  The child is doing very well in the home and the family is committed to adopting
him.  He is accepted by them, and this is his family.  Of concern are: the foster father’s substance abuse history, the family’s housing 
instability, economic concerns, and the overall number of children in the home. 
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Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from mom at 6 months of age in May 2003 with her older sibling due to neglect:  the mother
admitted to marijuana use during the first part of her pregnancy with the reviewable child.  The mother was court ordered to complete 
substance abuse assessment, counseling and random urine drops.  She complied with services initially but stopped participation,
resulting in both minors coming into care 5/12/2003.  The mother was also running away with both minors.  

Between May 2003 and July 2006, the child and her sibling experienced four placements.  The children were removed from the initial 
placement to be placed with their paternal grandmother.  They were removed from her because she allowed the children to have 
unsupervised contact with the mother; the mother broke the collar bone of the elder child during the last of those contacts.  The
children were next placed in a temporary placement which lasted 5 months before the foster parent requested they be moved (she had
four other children and could not care for so many).  In February 2005 the children were placed in their fourth placement, with another 
non-relative who was willing to commit to permanency with them.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since 7/1/06, the child and her sibling have experienced an additional four placements.  They were removed from their fourth foster
home in August 2006 due to allegations of corporal punishment by the foster mother (of a different child).  They stayed in a temporary 
home for less than a month while the report was investigated.  The report was unfounded, and all the children were returned to that 
home.  In March 2007, that foster mother was again the subject of suspected child abuse/neglect (three reports, two indicated, 
involving her adopted daughter), and the children were again removed.  The next placement (FHP6) was temporary, and the children
were placed in the current, pre-adoptive home (FHP7) in July 2007.  In this home they are also placed with their newborn sibling who 
had recently entered substitute care.  
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Throughout the child’s history of instability in substitute care there was infrequent caseworker contact with the child, which the
reviewer felt impacted instability for the child.  There has been no CAYIT on this case, nor CANS.   

Predicted low-moderate risk of future instability:  The current placement stable and the foster mother is willing to commit to 
permanency.  The foster mother is meeting all of the child's needs.  The child doing well in home, and has demonstrated no behavioral
problems.  The child’s sister has needs, but the foster mother appears able to deal with her.  The only noted concern was about the 
foster mother’s age.  She is 56 and there is concern about her ability to manage the children when they get to adolescence.  The current 
permanency goal is SCpTPR, as the case is moving toward TPR for 2nd time (the biological mother appealed and won 1st time). 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Q2540403

On July 1, 2006, this boy was 2 years old.  The boy’s younger brother is Case Q2540406, and some of this text is the same as that case.
There was substantial risk of injury indicated on 4/14/04 and 1/14/06, and both parents had substance misuse issues.  On 12/8/04, the 
boy was placed with godparents and then lived there for more than a year (407 days). These kin parents separated and could no longer
care for the child.  The boy and his brother were placed in foster care. This boy stayed 110 days, his brother 55. A case note indicates
that the foster parent was overwhelmed with the baby sibling’s normal needs, but the actual cause of the move was not documented.
The boy and siblings then stayed with another foster parent for 85 days, but this foster parent sought a change because she was
working too much and could no longer take care of the children.  The boy and siblings then entered another foster placement, where
they stayed for 139 days, during which there was a hospitalization.  The caregiver sought a change because of overwhelming 
responsibilities.  The child and sibling went to another foster home for 169 days.  There was an unspecified medical/psychiatric
incident, and the foster parent sought a move, saying she could not commit to long-term care.  After a one day placement, this boy
entered another foster placement. He had been there most of a year (333 days) at the time of data collection. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

This child has no psychiatric diagnoses or special needs documented.  He has asthma. 

A CAYIT, triggered by multiple moves, was held 7/11/07 during his last placement.  The CAYIT recommended a developmental 
evaluation and sibling visitation.  Confusingly, in one place it is documented that the CAYIT recommended he stay in the current
placement; in another, that he go to a kin home.   This must be an error, because his brother (see Case Q2540406) is in the same foster 
home, and the notes for the brother state that caregiver intends to adopt both boys. 

Case 100 

No. 101 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Q2540403

These children are young and they now appear to have a caregiver who is committed to adoption and who has been caring for the boys
for some time now.  Previous instability was due primarily to limitations in the caregivers.  Stability is predicted.
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Q2540406

On July 1, 2006, this boy was almost 10 months old.   The boy’s older brother is Q2540403.  There was an indicated report of 
substantial risk of injury 1/14/06, when he was three months old.  His mother was substance involved and she was referred for a
domestic violence assessment, but refused it.  The boy and two siblings were placed in foster care but stayed there only 55 days.  A 
case note indicates that the foster parent was overwhelmed with the baby’s normal needs, but the actual cause of the move was not
documented.  The boy and siblings then stayed with another foster parent for 85 days, but this foster parent sought a change because
she was working too much and could no longer take care of the children.  The boy and siblings then entered another foster placement, 
where they stayed for 139 days, during which there was a hospitalization.  The caregiver sought a change because of overwhelming
responsibilities.  The child and sibling went to another foster home for 169 days.  There was an unspecified medical/psychiatric
incident, and the foster parent sought a move, saying she could not commit to long-term care.  The child then had foster care 
placements of 1, 12 and 27 days, with information lacking on the reason for the moves.  On 7/11/07, the child and siblings then
returned to the foster home that they had been in for 12 days, and had been there for most of a year (294 days) at the time of data
collection.  Termination of parental rights was set as a goal 1/7/08, and the foster parent is planning to adopt the children 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There is no information that suggests that this child has psychiatric, medical or developmental problems.  A zero to three 
developmental evaluation was provided.   

A CAYIT occurred 7/11/07 because of multiple moves, when the child had apparently just begun the most recent foster care stay.  A 
caseworker, supervisor and others attended.  Recommendations are for sibling visitation (it is unclear with which siblings the child
was placed at that time), a zero to three developmental evaluation, and family counseling.  There is also a recommendation recorded 
for a kinship placement, although the foster care placement lasted 294 days until the time of data collection after that. 

Case 101 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Q2540406

Given that the instability in this case seems entirely due to former foster parent limitations, and that the most recent placement has 
lasted almost a year and the foster parent is preparing to adopt, stability is predicted.

Case 101 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#Q2749903

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from mom at 5 months of age in June 1999 due to abuse:  the mother disclosed that she liked to 
pinch and hit her son just to hear him cry.  The biological mother was a ward at the time, having been involved with DCFS for the
majority of her life. 

Prior to 7/1/06, the child experienced 12 placements.  All placements were with non-relatives, except for a five month return to the 
biological mother which failed in August 2004.  The placements disrupted due to issues related to the foster parents moving out of 
state (3 foster parents), one foster parent requested the child be moved because she was not getting paid at the emergency rate (the 
child stayed with this foster parent three different times; finally she moved to Georgia), and in one case due to corporal punishment by 
the foster parent.  Additionally, agency issues played a role in the child’s instability (e.g., allowing the child in 2005 to be placed in 
Florida with a non-relative caregiver without ICPC approval; the receiving state later refused to license the home so the child had to 
return back to Illinois).  The child was reportedly particularly bonded with the foster parents in Florida (he had previously lived with 
them in Illinois from July 1999 to July 2002, when they initially moved to Florida) and viewed them as his parents.  The disruption
from their home in Florida in July 2005 was particularly difficult for him.   

Per agency records, none of the caregivers complained of the child’s behavior.  However, the child was diagnosed in 2004 with 
adjustment disorder with anxiety, and parent-child relational problem. The child was noted in this clinical assessment to have sickle 
cell anemia. His full-scale IQ (assessed around the same time frame) was noted at 89.  No subsequent evaluations were noted in the
file.  Currently he is involved in therapy and other services to address behavior. 

During the 12 placement moves, there was significant case assignment changes (caseworker, team and agency).  The biological 
mother died from congestive heart failure in March 2006, and the biological father’s whereabouts are unknown.  There appears to be 
little to no contact/relationship with other members of the maternal extended family.  Since April 2007, the permanency goal is
Adoption.
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#Q2749903
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Since June 2006, the child has been in the same non-relative caregiver home and appears to be doing well.  The foster mother is
committed to keeping him and adopting him, and he is considered a family member.  Services are in place to help the child with his
behavioral problems, and these services are reported to be helping him.  The foster mother also participates in his therapy.  The child 
understands now that he will not be returning to the previous foster parents in Florida.  There has been no CAYIT on this case, nor any 
CANS.  Additionally, there have been no case assignment changes since November 2006.  Thus, the risk for future instability is 
considered low. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
R5038908

Prior to July, 1, 2006, the child (born cocaine-exposed) joined his other siblings in foster care at age 6 for lack of supervision on July 
17, 2006. After spending a few days in the ERC and a regular foster home, he moved in with his maternal aunt for a couple of months
and then joined his sibling in the home of another maternal aunt for over a year and a half. It is unclear from the record why he left his 
aunt’s home (perhaps the birth of a baby).He and his sibling subsequently moved in with his maternal grandmother for close to 3 years. 
He absconded from his grandmother’s home to be with his mom at age 10. The grandmother refused to take him back and he was 
housed briefly at Columbus Maryville from which he ran again (presumably to his mom’s home). He was missing for close to 2 
months before being placed in a regular foster home. He ran again on the third day, and was then returned to the home of his first
maternal aunt. He ran once more to be with his mom. The caseworker retrieved him immediately and placed him at Columbus 
Maryville. He ran again. After an absence of 3 months, he was finally returned to his maternal grandmother’s home in April of 2001
where he has remained ever since. 

(since 4/24/2001) HMR8

Clinical diagnoses

oppositional defiant disorder, gang 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

His grandmother, aged 57, exhibits what appears to be an unshakeable commitment to his care. While living with her, he has been
suspended from school twice, arrested, and placed on probation. He was diagnosed in September of 2007 with oppositional defiant
disorder with depressive features, passive-aggressive personality features, born cocaine exposed, high blood pressure, and as having
academic problems and gang affiliations. He consistently tested with an IQ of 80. 

A CAYIT was scheduled as the boy approached his 17th birthday. It was recommended that he spend his remaining time in care with
his grandmother. He was given a vision exam, medical exam, educational services, and job preparation services. There were several

Case 103 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
R5038908

verbal altercations between the boy and his grandmother. They were referred to SOC for stabilization services. The CAYIT 
recommended he proceed with a Job Corp application to get the discipline and structure he needs. 

At the close of the observation period in April of 2008, he had been in his grandmother’s home for 7 years. Considering the length of 
time in the home and the fact he is approaching his 18th birthday in June of 2008, it is highly likely that he will remain in his
grandmother’s home until he transitions to independent living. 

Case 103 



Stability Study
#R9609506

All of child’s placement moves occurred prior to the period under review (7/1/06 – 12/30/07).   

The child entered care at age 2 due to neglect (Lack of Supervision). The child’s initial placement move was made because child had 
been at ERC and moved to a relative foster home.  The reason for the child’s second move from relative to non-relative is unknown
(could not determine) – there were no documented visits or other contacts involving that home.  The third move reason is also 
unknown.

The child’s forth placement disrupted because the adoptive foster parent gave a 14-day notice due to reported sexualized behaviors of 
the child, as well as concerns about corporal punishment received from the caregiver (no reports made).  The reviewer was not able to 
determine what caseworker activities occurred in this home, nor reasons for behavior or efforts to stabilize.  However, sexually 
problematic behavior since 6/02 was documented elsewhere, and that child was sexually abused (first noted on date of removal from 
4th home).   

Child experienced multiple changes in caseworker, treatment team and assigned agency prior to the review period.  The child’s 
permanency goal has remained Adoption, as it has been since February 2005. 

The child was moved into the current non-relative foster home on 3/15/06 and has remained stable in that home since.  He is currently 
8 years old.  No reports of abuse/neglect in any of the child’s foster homes, nor UIRs (at least not documented).  A CAYIT referral 
was made in November 2007 in an effort to make the foster home specialized.   
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 104 



Stability Study
#R9609506

The CAYIT did occur in December 2007, and recommended developmental therapy, occupational therapy, vision therapy, referral to 
Child and Family Connections, physical health follow-up, specialty referrals, tutoring, educational follow-up, mental health 
assessment, individual therapy, family counseling, medication monitoring/management (psychotropic), mentoring, safety plan, and
respite.  The home was not bumped up to specialized status.  The CANS completed as part of the CAYIT indicated that the current
foster mother demonstrated many strengths and no concerns.  Per the CAYIT referral, child had an IQ of 101 (in 7/07).  In addition,
the foster mother stated her willingness to commit to permanency with child.   

Risk of future instability therefore deemed low-moderate, depending on the ongoing severity of child’s needs, success of services, and 
level of true commitment of foster mom even though the CAYIT did not agree to specialize the board rate. 

Case 104 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
S3599805

On 7/1/06, this girl was 6 years old.  There was an indicated report the day this girl was born, citing substance misuse, and an
indicated report when she was 1 month old of substantial risk of sexual injury and inadequate supervision.  The mother used crack and 
went on binges in which she would leave children unattended for days. There was also an indicated report of inadequate supervision
on 1/9/02 when she was almost 2 years old.  The children were reportedly removed because of a probation violation following the
mother’s arrest for drug possession in March 2002. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The girl was placed with a maternal aunt in May 2002.  This caregiver was listed with six strengths in our measure, though this
caregiver’s commitment to permanency was unable to be determined. The goal was reunification until January 2004 when the 
placement became a subsidized guardianship. The girl stayed there over 2¾ years (1040 days), but then moved for reasons that were
not documented.  The child then went to the maternal grandmother’s home in March 2005 and had remained there over 3 years (1143
days) at the time of data collection. Parental rights were terminated July 2006 and adoption established as a goal in August 2007.  
There was no information about the grandmother’s strengths and little other information about this placement.   

The child was diagnosed with frotteurism and adjustment disorder in November 2004, with moderate impairment in functioning 
(GAF=55). December 2006 she was noted as not having a disorder – simply the stress of family substance misuse – and was noted as
having only mild psychiatric symptoms (GAF=65).  This child has lived stably with relatives for 6 years and has minimal 
psychological problems, and an adoption plan is in place.  Stability is predicted. 
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Stability Study
#S9380503

There was no instability prior to the review period. The child was removed from the home due to lack of supervision, and placed in the 
shelter for 11 days until a more permanent placement was found.  

The child and siblings have been with the same non-relative caregiver since 11-9-04.  The child’s numerous service needs have been
addressed throughout the placement. The caregiver is committed to permanency, and very committed to the child’s well-being; also,
the child is placed with siblings. The caregiver scored strengths in all areas on the CANS assessment given on 4-17-06.  The child’s 
numerous service needs have been addressed, i.e., IEP, speech, glasses, developmental pediatrics, and OT.  

A CAYIT staffing was held prior to the review period on 4-17-06 and recommended the caregiver be given the specialized placement
rate; family therapy between the FP and the child was also recommended along with continuing to monitor existing services. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

During the review period, the child was diagnosed (late summer 2006) with adjustment disorder, mixed disturbance, and mild mental
retardation.  The permanency goal was changed from Return Home to SCpTPR in March 2008 due to continued risk of harm in the 
parents’ home and their lack of participation in services. 

Risk of future instability therefore deemed low-moderate, depending on the ongoing severity of child’s needs, success of services, and 
level of true commitment of foster mom. 

Case 106 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
T0169903

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 15 years old.  The reason for the girl’s placement initially is unclear, as there are no indicated reports of 
maltreatment in our data.  There was an unfounded allegation of sexual penetration and sexual intercourse in 2005.  The child was
placed in a foster home on 3/29/06, when she was 15.  The foster parent sought a change because of the child’s behavioral issues and 
the child moved to another foster home after 48 days.  However, the girl returned to the first foster home after 8 days because the 
public school advised the girl to return to her previous school to finish 10th grade so that she did not lose any credits, having moved 
late in the school year. An SOC referral was made and the girl began to get services.  However, the girl had to move after 134 days
because she was not abiding by the house rules and was violating curfew, and because her friends had made threats to the foster
family.  The girl went to a new foster home where she stayed almost a year (321 days). An SOC referral was made there too.  At one
point the girl was suspended from school for fighting.  The foster mother moved to end the placement, stating that the girl sometimes 
seemed like she had an attitude when asked to clean the bathroom.  The girl was then placed with her brother, where she stayed for 71 
days. The brother could not continue to care for her, however, because of financial considerations.  The girl, then 17, moved to live 
with a maternal aunt, who she had been living with for 141 days at the time of data collection.  Lengthy case notes suggested that the 
foster mother was accepting of the child and working with her.  On the other hand, other case notes report that the girl would have to 
leave home at end of 2007-2008 school year because the girl was “messy”.  There may have been other behavioral issues as well. The
permanency goal for the girl was independence. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There is no evidence of psychiatric diagnoses or special needs, though some conduct problems are suggested by data from the 
placements. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
T0169903

This girl always seems to have lacked committed caregivers, and there are questions about the current caregiver.  The child’s age,
behavior problems, and independence goals combined with the lack of a committed caregiver suggests that this placement will be 
unstable.
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
U6180202

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 15 years old.  On 10/22/04, when the girl was 13, there was an indicated report of substantial risk of 
injury that was related to a failed adoption.  The child alleged the paternal grandmother (the prospective adoptive parent) was selling 
drugs (“white powder”) from the home. The grandmother said the child was a behavior problem. Child refused to return to her 
because she was fearful. Both mutually decided to have limited contact. Child still had contact with the birth parents.  The child was 
placed with a maternal aunt.  During this placement, the previous adoptive mother (paternal grandmother) alleged that one year prior,
this girl had sexually molested two female, younger cousins. A referral to a Sexually Aggressive Children and Youth team was made, 
and a safety plan was implemented.  DCFS decided then to move the girl to another relative because of the gender and age of the
caregiver’s children and the allegation of molestation.  The girl was moved to a maternal uncle, where she stayed for almost a year
(350 days).  She then requested a change, stating that the uncle was too strict and that she wanted to stay with another relative.  There 
were some behavior problems too, apparently, although this is unclear.  She then went to live with another maternal aunt, where she 
has lived for almost 2 ½ years (880 days). This caregiver is reportedly supportive, involved, and a good advocate.
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The girl has no psychiatric diagnoses or special needs. The girl is on track to complete high school.  She has good grades and no
attendance problems, and is active at school as a cheerleader and student aide. Given the long duration of the latest placement, and the 
caregiver’s and girl’s current strengths, stability is predicted. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
V6740503

This 17 year old girl was involved in three reports prior to the review period. The third report, for substantial risk of injury, occurred 
on June 26, 2005 and led to her placement with her maternal grandmother that day.  She has remained there since.  The placement
became a subsidized guardianship in the autumn of 2007. 

Event History Calendar
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Several factors appear to have contributed to stability.  The caregiver has many strengths and was willing to commit to the 
permanency goal of subsidized guardianship.  The family received counseling to deal with separation and loss.  The biological mother
and her paramour received a number of services that may have contributed to stability.  For the mother, these included family and
individual counseling, psychiatric evaluation and medication, inpatient treatment, and domestic violence counseling.  For the 
paramour, these included domestic violence services, anger control services, child bonding services, housing assistance and other
services.  Having four caseworkers during the review period did not seem to impact stability. 

No CAYIT was held. 

Given the now permanent placement of over three years with a caregiver with many strengths, continued stability is likely. 
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S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W0539606

On July 1, 2006, this boy was 8 years old. On 5/10/06, there was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury and inadequate food.  
The child reportedly came out of a very chaotic and violent family situation.  On that day, he was place in a shelter and two days later 
he and his twin brother were placed with a cousin.  However, two incidents of domestic violence were reported in the cousin’s home. 
No subsequent abuse/neglect was called in, but the caseworker felt that the environment was not good for children.  The caregiver had 
either criminal activity or a criminal history or both.  The child went with a sibling to a shelter for 14 days, where there were unusual 
incident reports regarding injury and behavior management, and then went with a sibling to another cousin’s home.  An SOC referral
was made, but this placement was disrupted after 46 days, with the reason not documented.  The children then went to another 
relative’s home for 16 days; again this was disrupted with the reason not documented.  The children then went back to the previous
placement with a cousin and stayed there more than a year (388 days), sandwiched around a 16 day foster care placement when the kin 
family was on vacation.  There was an SOC referral, counseling, and respite services. Termination of parental rights was undertaken. 
The kin caregivers gave 14 days notice due to child behavior (e.g., severe problems regarding aggression).  The children then went
into foster care, but this boy was suspended from school and hospitalized 14 days into the placement. He was discharged after 15 days 
back to the foster care placement, and had been there 197 days at the time of data collection. 
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9.78.77.7

Unstable

CAYIT 3CAYIT 2

SCpTRReturn home w/in 12 mos

UIR: hospitalization, behavior 
management, behavior issues

UIR: medical/psychiatric, behavioral 
issues

Parental lack of compliance with 
services

Diagnosis: ADHD, PTSD, 
intermittent explosive d/o, GAF15

Initial IA completed

Returned to previous FH

Ch's hospitalization

FP requested removal due to ch's 
behavioral problems

Return to previous FH from respite

Foster family went on vacation

Reason not documented

Reason not documented

FHP8HHF9

FHP8

HMR5

FHP7

HMR5HMR6

(since 6/5/06) HMR5

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

On 10/1/07, when he almost 9, this child was diagnosed with Attention Deficit Hyperactive Disorder, Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder,
and Intermittent Explosive Disorder.  The child and his twin were described as the most unstable of seven siblings.  This child has 
been exhibiting behavior problems (e.g., trying to choke his twin brother) since an early age.  The review suggests that these problems 
were never adequately assessed or addressed.

Case 110 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W0539606

His first CAYIT occurred 6/20/06, and was requested because he was in a shelter.  It was unable to be determined who was present.
Recommendations were made for dental care, vision care and a well child exam, and for traditional foster care placement. 

The second CAYIT was 10/23/07 when the boy was in the hospital. It was triggered by multiple moves.  Foster parents, mother, 
father, guardian ad litem, psychiatrist, DCFS supervisor and SOC staff were present.  The CAYIT recommended an Individualized 
Education Plan, a physical health follow-up and medication management.  No recommended placement type was documented.   

The third CAYIT was 3/25/08 when the boy was in the last foster care placement.  It was triggered because of multiple moves.  Foster
parents, mother, father, guardian ad litem, caseworker and supervisor were present.  The CAYIT recommended transportation 
assistance, individual therapy and other services.

This child has serious behavior and emotional problems, and is placed with a large number of siblings.  He has experienced 
considerable instability, in part because of his behavior.  In the absence of information about the current caregiver’s commitment to 
permanency and capacity to handle child mental health problems, instability is predicted. 

Case 110 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W0889709

Prior to July, 1, 2006, child was removed at age 2 in March, 2006. This is a disrupted intact family case. The child had indicated
reports for inadequate supervision, environmental neglect and substantial risk of harm in January 2006.  The child has remained with 
the current foster parent for the duration of his time in care.   

Event History Calendar

FHB1 (since 3/2/06)

Inadequate Supervision, 
Environmental Neglect, Substantial 

Risk of Harm (1/4/06)

Return Home within 12 months

Stable

2.3 3.3 4.3

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

Prediction

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There was no instability during the 18 month review period. There have been consistent visits between the father, siblings and the
child in care. The father is working towards reunification and there is no indication that this will not happen. The foster parent seems 
to be supportive. 

There was no instability during the review period, and stability is predicted. The only indicator that something might go wrong is that 
there are unfounded allegations in Oct., 2006 (sexual penetration) and Mar., 2008 (substance misuse) that were noted, but did not
involve the child. Presumably these allegations involved the mother (who has been TPR’d), and not the father, but the record does not 
tell us this. 

Case 111 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W2020503

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 2 years old.  From March 2005 (when the girl was 10 months old) to May 2006 (when the girl was 2),
there were 5 indicated reports involving substance misuse, inadequate supervision, substantial risk of injury and environmental neglect.
She had stays of 1 day in a DCFS facility, 14 days in a shelter and 75 days in foster care. Then a maternal aunt/godparent expressed an 
interest in adopting her and she and a sibling were placed there.  She had been there almost 2 years (709 days) at the time of data
collection.  Termination of parental rights was achieved quickly, and the permanency plan moved from subsidized guardianship in
July 2007 to adoption in October 2007.  This is a two-parent household, with caregivers who are invested and committed.  The living
arrangement was close to home of origin, and there was continued contact with the birth parents. 

Event History Calendar
4.23.22.2

Stable

Adoption

Subsidized guardianship

Return home pending status

UIR: injury

TPR, parental surrender or death

Parental lack of compliance with 
services

(since 5/22/06) HMR4

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The girl has neither a psychiatric diagnosis nor special needs documented. A note indicates that the child’s needs are not substantial.

Given the favorable circumstances of her prospective adoption and the absence of child characteristics that might disrupt an adoption,
continued stability is predicted.

Case 112 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W4189507

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 12 years old, three weeks shy of her 13th birthday.  There was inadequate supervision back in 1994 and 
the mother left the children alone again, leading to placement.  There are seven siblings, all of whom have been placed with relatives.  
The child was first placed out of the home 5/12/95, when she was a 1 year old.  She and a sibling were placed with a maternal aunt,
which whom they stayed over 2 ¾ years (1035 days).  The placement disrupted because the aunt was pregnant and this child expressed
a desire to harm and possibly kill the child to be born.  The child had a history of behavior problems there: feces on the wall, severe 
tantrums, screaming, crying continually.  There was caseworker intervention, including increased caseworker visits, and a counseling
referral to attempt stabilization.  The child and a sibling then went to the maternal grandmother when the child was 4, where they 
stayed for almost 9 years (3233 days) until the child was 13.  There were two unusual incident reports involving injury, hospitalization 
and behavioral issues.  An SOC referral was made, but otherwise there were no services to support the placement with the 
grandmother.  There were no indications of problems, and then suddenly the grandmother moved to have the child placed.  She 
reportedly made the decision out of annoyance after school services were not paid for. Money was noted as an issue.  There were 13 
caseworkers during the child’s stay with the grandmother.  

Event History Calendar
14.913.912.9

Unstable

(since 4/14/99) Subsidized 
guardianship

Unfounded allegations of sexual 
exploitation & medical neglect

UIR: behavioral issues

UIR: injury, hospitalization

FP requested change due to ch's 
behaviors: ch wants to return to 

MGM (HMR2)
Reason not documented

Reason not documented

FP requested change due to ch's 
behaviors: also concern for FP

HMR6 (same as HMR2)HMR5HMR4FHP3(since 3/12/98) HMR2

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The girl was then placed in foster care without a sibling.  This lasted 58 days. The reason for disruption was not documented. There
was an unusual incident report related to abuse and neglect, and there was an SOC referral.  The child then went to her father’s home 
for 28 days, with the reason for disruption there not documented.  The child then went to a maternal aunt’s home, but the aunt 
requested a move because the girl did not want to do chores and wanted to return to her maternal grandmother’s house.  She did return 
to the maternal grandmother’s, where she had been for 188 days at the time of data collection.  The grandmother is reportedly 
committed to the child. 

Case 113 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W4189507

The child received a psychiatric diagnosis on 4/29/06 of Attention Deficit Disorder, Not Otherwise Specified (for which she receives 
medication) and Learning Disorder, Not Otherwise Specified.  The assessment noted prenatal exposure to drugs, and gave her a 
Global Assessment of Functioning score of 53, which indicates moderate functioning.  The girl is in regular education classes. 

Given the grandmother’s capricious behavior, the history of instability, and the girl’s behavior challenges, instability is predicted.

Case 113 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W4769709

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 2 years, 10 months old.  There was a substantiated report of substance misuse on 9/1/03 in a family that 
had previous substantiated reports related to other children, for allegations of substantial risk of injury and substance misuse.  She was 
initially placed in a special shelter because of her medical needs, and moved 46 days later when she was medically stable and a home 
was found.  She was placed with a sibling in foster care where she stayed nearly 2 years (722 days).  On 10/18/2005, the foster 
mother’s adopted daughter, age 12, reported to school personnel that she had been inappropriately touched by the foster mother's
paramour. The paramour was reported as being a registered sex offender. The girl in this case was removed from the home and placed
with her sibling in another foster home.  

Event History Calendar
4.83.82.8

Stable

Adoption

Temporary plc/awaiting more 
appropriate plc

Temporary plc/awaiting more 
appropriate plc

Indicated allegation of physical 
abuse against FP

FHP7

FHP6

FHP5

(since 2/6/06) FHP4

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The children went into a temporary foster home for 110 days and then the children were placed in a pre-adoptive home. The foster
mother was very committed to the children and termination of parental rights preparatory to adoption had been completed.  The 
adoption papers had all just been signed when the sibling reported to school that the foster parent’s paramour had used excessive
corporal punishment.  The child had bruises and cuts on his face.  The children were moved after over 2 years in this placement.  The 
children went to temporary foster placements for 10 and 22 days, and then to a new foster home that they had been in only 13 days at 
the time of data collection.  The child was then 4 years old. 

The child has neither a psychiatric diagnosis nor evidence of special needs. No more documentation about her medical history is
available. This case would have been stable except for the problems in the homes that were intended to be permanent, which seem
unlikely to be repeated. Stability is predicted. 

Case 114 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W5419413

This boy was removed at 11 months old for substantial risk of sexual injury and inadequate food. He was in his fifth home at the
beginning of the review period. These earlier homes were a combination of traditional and kinship homes. He was 9 years old and in 
his fifth placement at the beginning of the review period. All of these movements resulted from caregiver issues.  The first two
placements were disrupted because of unsupervised visits from relatives from the biological family, gaps in supervision, and missed
sibling visits and/or appointments for services.  The third placement, in the home of a relative, was disrupted because of a relative’s 
criminal history.  During the fourth placement, there was an unfounded abuse and neglect report, but the child was not groomed nor
fed regularly and there were undetermined injuries, so the child was removed.  It is clear that the child was placed with some of his 13 
siblings in these placements, but it was never clear how many.   

At the start of the review period, the child was with foster parents that could not commit to adoption because of their age (the foster 
mother was 58 at the time); yet this caregiver provided the only stability this child knew during the review period. Because of this bar 
to permanency, the child moved to live with kin, but was removed because of inadequate supervision (14 year old foster child 
appeared to be physically abusing the child).  The child was then placed again with the previous foster parent for 10 months.   The 
child and his brother were then placed in a pre-adoptive foster home, but the client’s brother threatened the foster parent with a knife 
and went to a treatment facility.  The client was insistent about remaining with his brother and therefore did not want to be adopted,
whereupon he returned to the foster parents mentioned above for the third time during the review period.  

Event History Calendar

FHP5 (since 05/03/2004 )

HMR6

FHP5

HMR7

FHP5 FHP8 FHP5

Foster parent could not adopt due 
to age

Inappropriate behavior (other child)
Foster family on holiday

Return from respite placement

Foster parent could not adopt due 
to age

Did not want to be adopted by CG; 
brother threatened CG*

SACY
Clinical diagnosis (neglect, 

innappropriate sexual behavior)

SCpTR (since 12/9/2003)

CAYIT 1

Unstable

7.4 8.4 9.4

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Prediction

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Finding a foster parent early on that was willing to commit to permanence may have helped prevent it.  Despite the fact that the goal 
for this child was adoption, it is unclear if the foster parent that cared for the child during most of the review period ever intended to 
adopt.   The child’s wish to be adopted with his brother may have presented a challenge, as this is probably a difficult match to make.   

Case 115 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W5419413

Greater efforts at sibling visits should probably have occurred.  Even though siblings were significant for this child, sibling visits 
decreased with each placement. Better training with the early set of foster parents could also have helped. Help for substitute
caregivers was identified as a need in two placements but was not provided in either.  

A CAYIT should have been triggered prior to the review period, but one was not held until just before the end of the review period.  A 
prospective adoptive parent attended and an adoptive home was discussed. The CAYIT recommended moving this child to an 
identified adoptive home gradually. However, not enough time had elapsed before the end of the review period to assess the impact of 
the CAYIT.

Given that problems with the caregivers and difficulties finding a permanent placement are the causes of instability in this case, a 
gradual placement in an adoptive home is likely to lead to permanence.  The CAYIT’s review of the prospective adoption and the 
prospective adoptive parents’ attendance at the CAYIT increase confidence in the outcome of adoption. 

Case 115 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
W5459108

On July 1, 2006, this boy had just turned 3 years old.  There was an indicated report of substantial risk of injury on 5/10/05.  The 
mother had substance abuse issues that she was unable to stop.   The child was also exposed to domestic violence.  The child and
sibling(s) were placed with a paternal aunt for 113 days. The placement disrupted because of physical abuse by the kin parents.  Child 
came to day care with a swollen head and a black eye, and was also taken to the hospital a few weeks prior with what looked like
burns on his feet.  The sibling revealed being hit with a belt by the kin caregiver.  The children were then placed in a temporary foster 
home for 2 days and then in another foster home, where they had been for over two years (747 days) at the time of data collection.
This foster parent is described as a good match for the children.  She is committed to the children and invested in their welfare despite 
the older brother’s behavior problems, and she makes use of support services. SOC services for the brother helped stabilize the home. 
The foster mother and biological mother talk and the foster mother is supportive of the goal of reunification, although the foster
mother is willing to adopt. There were unusual incident reports for abuse and neglect and medical/psychiatric issues, but the nature of 
these is unknown. These incidents were reportedly responded to appropriately. 

Event History Calendar
5.14.13.1

Stable

(since 1/4/06) Return home w/in 12 
mos

UIR: medical/psychiatric

UIR: abuse & neglect

(since 4/14/06) FHP3

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has no psychiatric diagnoses or other significant needs. A developmental evaluation was provided because of the concerns
about the child’s speech and other aspects of his development.  Related services were provided and ended because they were no longer
needed. The child had an Individualized Education Plan evaluation and had special education services. 

Because this child is in a stable placement with a committed foster parent, and does not have needs that are likely to disrupt a
placement, and because the family has a service plan that appears to be working, continued stability is predicted. 

Case 116 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Y3629305

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 14 years old.  There was an indicated report of inadequate supervision on 3/7/93, when she was 8
months old.  The girl went immediately to a DCFS emergency reception center for a day, a private institution for 3 days, and then to 
her maternal grandmother’s.  She stayed at her grandmother’s for over 4½ years (1680 days).  Why she left her grandmother’s was not 
well documented, although a social history from 1999 indicated there were several undefined incidents prior to removal (e.g., a
cigarette burn that the hotline did not act on).  The child, then almost 6, was placed in foster care, but the foster parent ended the 
placement 28 days later because of the child’s behavior. The girl went to another foster home for 8 days, then back for 43 days to the 
previous home from which she had just been sent.  She went with her brother to another foster home for 204 days, but was then 
removed because the foster parent used physical discipline on the children.   

Event History Calendar
16.015.014.0

Unstable

CAYIT 2CAYIT 1

Independence

UIR: criminal act, behavioral issues

UIR: behvaioral issues

Diagnosis: reactive attachment d/o 
of early childhood-disinhibited type, 

GAF 61

Court order

FP requested changed due to ch's 
behavioral problems (stealing, lying, 

running away)

FP requested changed due to ch's 
behavioral problems

Physical abuse allegations or 
physically punitive behaviors

FHP14FHP13HMR12(since 9/19/02) HMR11

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Then came a series of placements in which the reasons for disruption were not documented.  These include a maternal aunt’s home
(392 days), a foster home (8 days), the previous maternal aunt’s home again (96 days), another relative’s home (320 days), and a
specialized foster home (457 days).  The child, then 10 years old, went to another relative’s for over 3½ years (1299 days) but this 
placement ended when the child reported physically punitive behaviors.  The girl, then 14, went to a maternal aunt’s home, but left 
after 130 days because the child's behavior caused the kin caregiver to give 14 day notice. The girls was sexually inappropriate at
school, would not do what she was told, was hitting kids at school, and used bad language. The girl went to foster care for 199 days, 
but the foster parent requested a change when the girl stole from her and lied and ran away. The child was placed in another foster
home, where she had been for 310 days at the time of data collection. The current caregiver is described in the record as “putting up 
with the child” and is not committed to permanency. During this placement, the child, then 15, was arrested and suspended from 
school and had other behavioral issues.  Each of the previous four placements had SOC referrals.   Her permanence goal as of 
September 2007 is independence.   

Case 117 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Y3629305

Note that, prior to the review period, there were 19 caseworker changes; 14 team changes and 4 agency changes.  

A psychiatric evaluation in 1999 when she was 7 assigned no standard psychiatric diagnosis to her, instead noting academic 
difficulties and environmental stressors.  At that time, her Global Assessment of Functioning score was 55, indicating moderate
difficulty in functioning.  Another evaluation in 2008, when she was 15, diagnosed her with Reactive Attachment Disorder of early
childhood, disinhibited type. Despite this being a much more serious diagnosis, her Global Assessment of Functioning score was 61,
which indicates mild symptoms.  Her IQ in 2002 was 83, which is well below average, though not in the mentally retarded range.  She 
is described in the record as having attachment issues. 

Her first CAYIT on 2/22/07 was triggered because of multiple moves.  It took place during the foster placement that later ended when 
she stole from the foster parent.  The child, foster parents, guardian ad litem, therapist, caseworker, supervisor and others were 
present.   The CAYIT recommended individual therapy, a psychiatric evaluation, and educational follow-up.  It also recommended 
remaining in the foster placement.  

Her second CAYIT on 8/2/07 was also triggered by multiple moves, and occurred during her last placement.  The child, foster parents, 
guardian ad litem, therapist, caseworker, supervisor and others were present.   The CAYIT recommended a dental, hearing and vision
examinations.  The CAYIT again recommended staying in the same placement. 

This young woman has experienced a disturbing amount of instability her entire life and considerable maltreatment initially and later 
in placement.  She developed some serious behavior difficulties that are likely a result of this.  Given the degree of instability in her 
life, attachment issues, behavioral difficulties that increased in adolescence, and the current foster parent’s lack of commitment to 
permanency, instability is predicted. 

Case 117 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Y3849204

On July 1, 2006, this girl was 16 years old.  There was an indicated report of inadequate supervision in 1992, when she was 2 years
old.  It is unclear when she was first placed out of the home, but no later than January 1999. On 1/27/04, she was placed in a foster 
home in which she stayed 41 days, but why she left was not documented. She then went to another foster home where she stayed for
140 days, leaving because the foster parent sought a move.  The girl refused to follow house rules and acted out physically.  She went 
to a temporary group placement and a temporary foster home, each for a week, and then was placed for 262 days with a relative. 
During that time she engaged in truancy and experienced a school suspension. The placement ended when the girl ran away, and the
relative refused to take her back.  The girl’s whereabouts were unknown for five days and then she stayed with another relative for 2 
days.

Then she was in a new foster home for 69 days--the reason this ended is not documented.  She then stayed with another relative for
338 days.  She ran away again and refused re-entry again.  She was placed in foster care but had to leave after 10 days because a 
report was made that the foster father's son had sexually abused another child in their care.  That was followed by a 28 day foster
placement.  It was not documented specifically why this disrupted, although there were unusual incident reports for sexually 
aggressive youth and criminal action.  The child was then placed in another foster home for 274 days and an SOC referral was made.
The foster parent sought the girl’s removal because the girl had damaged the car of the foster parent following an altercation between
the two.  The girl also had complaints about the lack of food in the home.  The girl had been arrested during this placement and had 
been on probation and parole.  The girl had a three day stay in the county jail. 

Event History Calendar
18.617.616.6

Unstable

CAYIT 1

Independence

(from FHP11 to HMR14) on 
probation

UIR: criminal act, behavioral issues

Reason not documented

Reason not documented

FP requested change due to ch's 
behaviors (destruction of property); 

also concerns for FP
Reason not documented

FHP13

HMR14 (same as HMR5)

FHP13 (same as FHP7)

DET12

FHP11(since 6/28/06) FHP10

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Case 118 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Y3849204

She then returned to a previous foster home (the one with the 69 day stay) and stayed there for 365 days, sandwiched around a 7 day 
stay with a relative.  She was in this foster home at the time of data collection.  At that point she was 18 years old.  Independence was 
the permanency goal. 

No psychiatric diagnosis or documentation of special needs is in the record.  She was recorded as having problems with anger, 
depression and control.  She was in a social skills group and a life skills program, to help her prepare for working.  The girl was 
adamant about maintaining the connection with a wayward sister, to the extent that she would disrupt placements.  She was extremely 
connected to her father (who had substance abuse problems and refused parental visitation) and always wanted to keep family together
even though she knew he would not care for them – perhaps she did not want to be disloyal to her biological family by connecting to 
another family.   

A CAYIT was held 9/11/06 because of multiple moves while the girl was in the foster care placement that eventually ended with the
damage to the car.  The child, foster parent, caseworker and others attended. The CAYIT recommended educational follow-up, 
obtaining school and education records, and the Life Skills, and recommended she remain in the current placement. 

Given this youth’s history of instability, difficulty making attachments to foster families, and growing independence, stability is not 
predicted, although placement stability may mean something very different to an 18 year old.  

Case 118 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
Z0259504

On July 1, 2006, this boy was 15 years old.  On 2/11/03, there was an indicated allegation of failure to thrive and inadequate 
supervision.  On that date, he was placed in a shelter for 13 days.  He was then placed in foster care with a sibling.  Despite an SOC 
referral, he was moved after 101 days because of the sibling’s problems.   He and his sibling were placed with the maternal 
grandmother, where he remains.  At the time of data collection, he has been there almost 5 years (1791 days).  This is now a 
subsidized guardianship. 

Event History Calendar
17.316.315.3

Stable

(since 5/18/05) Subsidized 
Guardianship

(since 6/5/03) HMR3

Jul-06 Sep-06 Dec-06 Mar-07 Jun-07 Sep-07 Dec-07 Mar-08 Jun-08 Sep-08 Dec-08

Prediction

Review Period

GOALS

EVENTS

PLACEMENTS

REASONS

AGE

Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

Two instances of psychological testing suggest that he is the borderline retarded range of functioning and he receives special 
education services.  He was diagnosed in 2004 with Separation Anxiety Disorder and in 2005 with Adjustment Disorder with mixed 
disturbance of emotion and conduct.  He is noted to have problems with primary support, and with separation from biological mother.  
He also has few friends, academic problems, and poor grades.  In 2004, there were attempts by his biological father to obtain visitation
rights, which apparently was stressful for him. At that time he was noted as having difficulty accepting positive changes in his
biological mother. 

Although this boy has a number of problems, there is no indication that they are disruptive.  His long tenure with his grandmother and 
the presence of the subsidized guardianship suggest stability. 

Case 119 



S t a b i l i t y  S t u d y
#Z0259506

Prior to 7/1/06, the child was removed from his mother at 8 years of age in February 2003 due to environmental neglect and lack of 
supervision.  The child had a previous stay in foster care from 1995 – 1999.  The child and his 3 siblings were removed from the
mother, and spent a short stay in the emergency shelter until a more permanent resource could be located.  The children were all
subsequently placed with their maternal grandmother, where they continue to live. 

The permanency goal was changed to Subsidized Guardianship in May 2005 due to non-compliance in services by the parents and 
continued risk of harm. 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

The child has experienced no instability since 7/1/06.  This is primarily due to the commitment of the relative caregivers, being placed 
with siblings, and the appropriateness of service provision (the child was diagnosed in 2003 with mild cognitive delay and speech
impairment).  The relative caretakers are actively involved in the case, and they are also supportive of important family connections.  
The case is moving toward subsidized guardianship.  There was no CAYIT on this case, nor any CANS.  No safety concerns in the 
current home, and the risk of future instability is considered low despite the high caseworker turnover rate since case opening (7 total). 

Case 120 



Stability Study 
#Z2310404

Prior to the review period, the child was removed at age 2 from his family because of abuse by a babysitter and subsequent medical
neglect by the mother.  

There has been no instability in this case.  Since case opening the child has been placed with the maternal grandfather, who has been 
involved in the care of the child and in the case planning process.  He is willing to go to permanency with the child, and in fact the 
goal was changed from Return Home to Subsidized Guardianship in March 2008.  The child is young and has few needs.  Also, there
are only two children in the home (no siblings). 
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Note: Placement labels above refer to placement type at the end of the placement and not at the start of the placement. 

There have been no UIRs, reports of child abuse/neglect, CAYITs or CANS on this case.  The caregiver shows many strengths 
including knowledge of bio family and involvement in the child’s life.  Risk of future instability therefore deemed low. 
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