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STATE OF NEVADA DEMOGRAPHICS 

 People Per Square Mile   

24.8 persons per sqare mile  

 

 

 Median Age  

36 

 

 Median income   

$52,800  

 

 % Child poverty rate   

21.6% 

 

 % Living in poverty   

15% 

 Nevada’s Total Population 

2,791,494 

 2,027,868- Clark County 

 433,731- Washoe County 

 329,895- Rural Nevada 

 

 Total Number of Children Statewide 

723,498 Children (ages 0-18) 

 

 Land 

109,781 square miles  

(making it the 7th largest of the states) 



Chi ld  welfare  agencies  in  Nevada bel ieve 

fami l ies  are  the pr imar y  providers  for  

chi ldren’s  needs.  The safety  and wel l -being  of  

chi ldren is  dependent  upon the safety  and 

wel l -being  of  al l  fami ly  members .  Chi ldren,  

youth  and famil ies  are  best  ser ved  when staf f  

act ively  l istens  to  them and invi te  

par t ic ipat ion  in decis ion -making .  We suppor t  

ful l  implementat ion  of  fami ly  centered 

pract ice  by  engaging  famil ies  in  chi ld  and 

family  teams and of fer ing  indiv idual ized  

ser v ices  to  bui ld upon st rengths  and meet  the 

ident i f ied  needs  of  the  family.   
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MISSION 
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CHILD WELFARE AGENCIES 



5 

NEVADA’S CHILD WELFARE STRUCTURE 

 Chi ld  welfare in Nevada up unt i l  2001 was bi furcated .   The two urban count ies  (Las 

Vegas  and Reno)  were responsible  for  the  FRONT END type  ser v ices :  Intake ,  

invest igat ions ,  removal  and the  State  was responsible  for  the  BACK END type 

ser v ices  such as  Foster  Care  and/or  Adopt ion .    

 

 In  2001 ,  the Legis lature  changed this  design of  chi ld  welfare  to  a  system where  

those count ies  that  had populat ions  of  100,000 or  more were  responsible  for  chi ld  

welfare  ser v ices  and the State  was  responsible  for  the  count ies  who had 

populat ions  of  less  than 100,000.   

 

 DCFS super v ises  and administers  chi ld  wel fare  ser v ices  in  the  15  rural  count ies .  

 

 Nevada uses  a  state -super v ised,  county -administered  structure  for  the  management  

of  ch i ld  wel fare  ser v ices .   

 

 Fur ther,  DCFS has  state  oversight  for  county -administered  chi ld protect ive  and chi ld  

welfare  ser v ices  del iver y  providing  technical  assistance,  f iscal  oversight  for  federal  

monies ,  and qual i ty  improvement  act iv i t ies .    

 

 

 

 

 



 T h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  N e v a d a ’ s  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  s e r v i c e s  i s  i n f l u e n c e d  b y  t h e  s i z e  o f  t h e  s t a t e  a n d  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  

c o u n t y  p o p u l a t i o n s .  I n  c o u n t i e s  i n  w h i c h  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  i s  1 0 0 , 0 0 0  o r  m o r e ,  t h e  c o u n t y  s h a l l  p r o v i d e  p r o t e c t i v e  s e r v i c e s  f o r  

c h i l d r e n  i n  t h a t  c o u n t y  a n d  p a y  t h e  c o s t  o f  t h o s e  s e r v i c e s  i n  a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  s t a n d a r d s  a d o p t e d  b y  t h e  s t a t e .   

I n  t h e  2 0 1 1  L e g i s l a t i v e  s e s s i o n  t h e  f u n d i n g  f o r  t h e  t w o  u r b a n  c o u n t i e s ,  W a s h o e  C o u n t y  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  ( W C D S S )  

a n d  t h e  C l a r k  C o u n t y  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  F a m i l y  S e r v i c e s  ( C C D F S )  b y  t h e  D i v i s i o n  c h a n g e d .   T o d a y ,  C C D F S  a n d  W C D S S  r e c e i v e  a n  

a n n u a l  c a p p e d  b l o c k  g r a n t  e a c h  y e a r  t o  s u p p o r t  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  s e r v i c e s .   T h e  b l o c k  g r a n t  i s  d i v i d e d  i n t o  t w o  a l l o c a t i o n s :  

 A b as e  a l l oc at i o n  f or  e a ch  b i en n i u m w h i ch  is  b as ed  o n  t he  t ot a l  S t at e  G en er a l  F und  appr opr ia ted  for  t he  prev i o us  b i e n n i um.   T h e  b as e  

a l l oc at i o n  may  b e  us ed  f o r  t he  de l ive ry  o f  c h i ld  w e l far e  a nd  c h i ld  p r ot e ct ive  s erv i c es  w i t h ou t  ca teg ory  r est r ic t i o n .   Any  u nsp e nt  St at e  

Ge ne ra l  Fu nds  r e ma i n i ng  i n  t h e  ba se  a l lo c at i o n  at  t h e  e nd  of  t h e  f i s c a l  ye ar  may  b e  re t a ined  and  re inves t ed  fo r  t h e  d e l ivery  o f  c h i ld  

we l fare  and  ch i ld  p rotect ive  serv ices .  

 Th is  requi res  the  urban  count ies  t o  meet  a  min imum m aintenance  of  e f for t  requi r ement .   Spec i f i ca l l y ,  the  co unt ies  must  mainta in  the  

amo unt  o f  l o ca l  funds  spent  fo r  ch i ld  we l fa re  and  ch i ld  pro t ect i ve  serv i ces  a t  a  leve l  eq ua l  t o  o r  g reat er  t han  t he  amount  ap pr o pr ia t ed  

fo r  f i sca l  year  2011.    

 A s ec o nd  a l l oc at i o n  wh i c h  wo u ld  i nc l ud e  th e  e st i ma te d  cost  a t t r ib ut ab le  t o  p ro j e ct ed  ca se l o ad  g rowt h  f or  t h e  ad opt io n  a s s is t a nc e  pr ogram .     

Th i s  w as  s ep ar at ed  ou t  o f  t h e  b l ock  g ra nt  t o  av o id  de - i nc e nt iv i z i ng  th i s  per m an e n cy  opt i o n  f or  c h i ld r en .   In  a dd i t io n  t o  t he  b lo ck  g ra nt ,  th e  

two  urb a n  c o u nt i es  a re  e l i g ib l e  t o  re c e ive  i n ce nt iv e  fu nds  t o  s t i m u la te  a nd  s u ppor t  impr ove m e nt  i n  key  ar e as  id e nt i f i ed  in  t he  ag e ncy  

improvement  p lan .     

 

 In  add i t i on  t o  t he  b lo ck  g ra nt ,  th e  tw o  urb a n  c ou nt i e s  ar e  e l ig ib le  t o  re c e ive  in ce nt iv e  fu nds  t o  s t i m u la te  and  s uppor t  i mprov em e nt  i n  key  

areas  ident i f ied  in  the  agency  improvement  p lan .   
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FUNDING CHILD WELFARE  

IN THE URBAN COUNTIES  
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 In  the  2011 Leg is lat ive  Sess ion ,  SB 480 was  enacted .  

 SB 4 8 0 re qu i res  an  assessme nt  o f  the  ru ra l  count ies  fo r  t he  cost  o f  ch i ld  p rotect ive  

ser v ices .     

 The  assessment  i s  dete rmine d  based  upon  t he  pe rcentage  o f  t he  popu lat ion  fo r  pe rsons  

unde r  1 8 ye ars  o ld  w i th in  each  county.  Th is  assessment  and  perce ntage  o f  t he  populat ion  i s  

re ca lcu lated  e ach  year  and  not i f i ca t ions  are  se nt  out  to  each  count y  p r io r  to  t he  upcom ing  

f isca l  year  ind icat ing  the  most  recent  amount  due  to  the  s tate .    

  A  repor t  on  o r  be fo re  De ce mber  1  o f  e ach  year  is  submit ted  to  the  Gove rnor  and  to  each  

county  whose  populat ion  is  less  than100 ,0 0 0 that  conta ins  a  s tatement  o f :  

 (a) The total number of children who received child protective services in each county in the 

immediately preceding fiscal year; and 

 (b) The amount and categories of the expenditures made by DCFS on child protective services in 

each county in the immediately preceding fiscal year; 

 DCF S p rov ides  each  county  whose  populat ion  is  less  than  100 ,000 ,  on  o r  be fo re  May  1  o f  

each  year,  w i t h  an  e st imate  o f  the  amount  o f  the  assessme nt .  The  e st imate  be comes  the  

amount  o f  t he  assessment  un less  t he  county  i s  not i f ied  o f  a  change .   The  count y  is  re qui re d  

to  pay  the  assessment :  

 (a) In full within 30 days after the amount of the assessment becomes final; or 

 (b) In equal quarterly installments on or before the first day of July, October,  January and April,  

respectively. 
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COUNTY ASSESSMENTS 



 Strengthen  and re inforce  safety  pract ices  by :  

 Continuing the development of Nevada’s safety assessment model, which is now 

expanded to all three child welfare agencies. 

 Reinforcing assessing safety through the life of a case through implementation of the 

family assessment in concert with the safety model.  

 

 Implementat ion  of  the  Qual i ty  Parent ing  In i t iat ive   

 Encourage and support recruitment and retention of great foster parents by: 

 Enhances training and development of high quality foster parents. 

 Creates systemic changes the value the participation and membership of foster 

parents as full members of a child’s team. 

 

 Redesign  the special ized  foster  care system through a  combinat ion  of   

implement ing  ev idence  based pract ices  in  foster  care  set t ings  and f i scal  reform.  

 

 Improve  the t imel iness  and appropr iateness  of  permanency  p lanning  by :  

 Continuing a collaboration with the Court Improvement Project to bring court and child 

welfare agency practices in line with one another. 

 Reducing the number of children in out of home care for 18 months or longer. 

 8 

STRATEGIES 
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CHILD WELFARE SERVICES  

AND PROGRAMS 



 Chi ldren and famil ies  come to  the at tent ion of  the chi ld wel fare  agency due to  

repor ts  of  abuse or  neg lect .  

  Often these families face issues such as illness, alcohol or drug addition, and/or 

homelessness, domestic violence, or other issues  

 Based on the information in  the repor t ,  a  chi ld  protect ive  ser v ices invest igat ion 

may be in i t iated.  The outcome is  e i ther  a  substant iated repor t ,  or  an 

unsubstant iated repor t .   

 I f  the repor t  i s  substant iated,  the chi ld  wel fare  agency opens the case for  ser v ices ,  

which can be in  home or  out  of  home  

 In  home cases  involve the chi ld  wel fare  agency working wi th  the family to  put  a  

safety  p lan in  p lace so  that  chi ldren can safe ly  remain in  the home whi le  the 

parents  work on the issues that  brought  them to  the at tent ion of  the chi ld wel fare  

agency  

 Out  of  home ser v ices  invo lve chi ldren being  p laced in  foster  care ,  whi le  the parents  

work on case p lan to  address  the issues that  make i t  unsafe for  the chi ld  to  remain 

at  home.  

 Foster  care p lacements  may be re lat ives,  or  they  may be people  unrelated to  the 

chi ld or  fami ly  

10 

A CHILD’S JOURNEY THROUGH THE CHILD 

WELFARE SYSTEM 



 Fo s te r  fa m i l ies  a re  r ec r u i ted ,  t r a in ed ,  a n d  l i cen sed  to  c a re  fo r  th e  c h i ld r en  temp o r ar i l y,  wh i le  

t h e i r  p ar en t s  wor k  w i th  t he  c h i ld  we l f a re  a gency  to  reso l ve  t he i r  fa m i ly  i s su es .  Re la t i ves  m ay  

a l so  b e  l i c en sed  a s  fo s te r  p a r en t s .  

 

 Fo s te r  c a re  i s  i n ten ded  to  be  a  sho r t  te r m tem p or a r y  s i t u a t ion  un t i l  a  p e r ma n en t  p lac em en t  

c a n  b e  m a d e :  

 Reunification with biological parent(s). 

 When it is deemed in the child’s best interest,  and the family can safely maintain their  children 

in their home.  This is generally the first choice. 

 Adoption 

 Preferably by a biological family member such as an aunt or grandparent. 

 If  no biological family member is will ing or able to adopt, the next preference is for the child to 

be adopted by the foster parents or by someone else involved in the child’s life (such as a 

teacher or a coach).  This is to maintain continuity in the child’s life. 

 If  neither above options are available, the child may be adopted by someone who is a stranger 

to the child. 

 Permanent transfer of guardianship. 

 If  none of these options are viable the plan for the minor may enter OPPLA (Other Planned 

Permanent Living Arrangement).  This option allows the child to stay in custody of the public  

agency and in foster care until age 18 and may receive independent living services. 
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A CHILD’S JOURNEY THROUGH THE CHILD 

WELFARE SYSTEM 
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A CHILD’S JOURNEY THROUGH THE CHILD 

WELFARE SYSTEM 

Suspected child abuse or neglect 

Professional or community member reports suspected abuse to CPS.  Worker screens referral 

Referral becomes a report and is “screened in” and either 

referred for investigation or a DR assessment 

Information provided does not meet the State’s 

allegation criteria and referral is “screened out” 

Initial Safety Assessments Conducted 

There are no safety 

concerns and risk is 

low 

Safety concerns 

and risk are 

moderate 

Safety concerns 

and/or risk is 

significant 

CPS investigates allegations 

of abuse and neglect and 

implements a safety plan 

No services are found 

to be appropriate.  

Family may be referred 

elsewhere 

Services may be 

offered to address 

family needs 

 

Insufficient evidence of abuse 

or neglect: “Unsubstantiated” 

Evidence of abuse or neglect: 

“Substantiated” 

 

Child has been harmed and a risk of 

future abuse or ongoing safety 

concerns are present 

Child placed in 

 protective custody 

Low or no risk of 

future abuse found 

 

Case closed 

Family may be 

referred for 

voluntary services 
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A CHILD’S JOURNEY THROUGH THE CHILD 

WELFARE SYSTEM (CONTINUED)  

Child Placed in Protective Custody 

Preliminary protective hearing:  Court determines initial placement 

Court orders child to be removed from home 

 

Court sends child home without services 

 

Adjudicatory and dispositional hearing:  Court determines 

placement and permanency plan 

Child placed in the home of a 

relative or fictive kin 

Child placed in family foster home 

 

Child placed in group home, 

shelter or residential facility 

Court reviews progress every 

six months and holds 

permanency hearing after 12 

months 

Birth family does not complete 

reunification plan 

 

Birth family completes 

reunification plan: child returns 

home with or without supervision 

or support services 

Court terminates parent’s 

rights (possible appeals 

follow) 

Court sends child home with supervision or 

support services 

Child’s family works on plan to be reunited 

 

Agency works with the child’s family and also 

develops an alternate permanency plan 

Child placed in permanent home 

(adoptive, relative or guardian) 

 

Court holds adoption or 

guardianship hearing 

Case closed:  Child has permanent 

home 

Child remains in foster care and 

may receive independent living 

services 

Child remains in foster care until 

age 18 

Case closed:   

Child has “aged out” 
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WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT/TRAINING 

 N AC  4 3 2 B . 0 9 0  r e q u i r e s  t h e  s t a t e  t o  p ro v i d e  a  f u l l  s t a f f  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  t r a i n i n g  p r o g r a m  r e l a te d  t o  

t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  a n d  p r a c t i c e s  o f  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  s e r v i c e s ,  i n c l ud i n g  s p e c i f i c  t r a i n i n g  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  

I n d i a n  C h i l d  W e l f a r e  A c t  ( I C W A ) .  

 

 B e g i n n i n g  i n  J a n u a r y ,  2 0 1 4  t h e  N e v a d a  P a r t n e r s h i p  f o r  T r a i n i n g  ( N P T )  b e g a n  a  v a s t  r e v i s i o n  t o  t h e  
N e v a d a  N e w  W o r k e r  A c a d e m y  t r a i n i n g  t o  i n c l u de  c u r r e n t  b e s t  p r a c t i c e s  i n  c h i l d  w e l f a r e ,  T h e  N e v a d a  
c h i l d  w e l f a r e  t r a i n i n g  a c a d e m y  o p e r a t e s  i n  t w o  l o c a t i o n s :  O n e  i n  L a s  V e g a s  w h i c h  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  a n d  
t r a i n s  C l a r k  C o u n t y  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  F a m i l y  S e r v i c e s  a n d  o n e  i n  R e n o  w h i c h  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  a n d  t r a i n s  
D i v i s i o n  o f  C h i l d  a n d  F a m i l y  S e r v i c e s  a n d  W a s h o e  C o u n t y  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s .  S t a t e  T r i b a l  
c h i l d  w e l f a r e  w o r k e r s  a r e  a l s o  e l i g i b l e  t o  a t t e n d  e i t h e r  o f  t h e s e  A c a d e m i e s .  

 

 T h e  A c a d e m y  i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  a l l  n e w  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  w o r k e r s  a n d  i s  a n  i n t e n s i v e  t r a i n i n g  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  
i n - c l a s s  a n d  o n - t h e - j o b  t r a i n i n g .   T h e r e  a r e  a l s o  s p e c i a l t y  C O R E  m o d u l e s  a v a i l a b l e  a s  w e l l  a s  c e r t a i n  
o n l i n e  c o u r s e s .  

 

 A l s o  p r o v i d e d  i s  a  m a n d a t o r y  6  w e e k ,  6 6  t o t a l  c l a s s r o o m  h o u r s ,  B e s t  P r a c t i c e  S u p e r v i s o r  T r a i n i n g  

P r o g r a m  f o r  a l l  s upe r v i s o r s  i n  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  a g e n c i e s  w h i c h  i s  b a s e d  o n  “ M a s t e r i n g  t h e  A r t  o f  C h i l d  

W e l f a r e  S u p e r v i s i o n ”  b y  M a r s h a  S a l u s .    

 

 N e v a d a ’ s  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  t r a i n i n g  p r o g r a m  i s  f u n d e d  t h r o u g h  S t a t e  G e n e r a l  F u n d s  a n d  T i t l e  I V - E  f u n d s .  

 

 T r a i n i n g  i s  p r o v i d e d  t h r o u g h  c o n t r a c t s  w i t h  U N R  a n d  U N L V  s c h o o l s  o f  s o c i a l  w o r k .  

 

 T o  s up p o r t  a  s k i l l e d  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  w o r k f o r c e ,  a  s t i p e n d  p r o g r a m  i s  o f f e r e d  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  N e v a d a ,  R e n o  S c h o o l  o f  S o c i a l  W o r k .    

 

 

 
 

 

 



 Chi ld  Protect ive  Ser v ices  (CPS)  is  the  f i rst  s tep  to  ensure  the  safety  and 

permanency  of  ch i ldren  who are  repor ted as  being  abused or  neg lected .  

 

 The pr imar y  focus of  CPS is  to  ensure that  chi ldren  are  protected  f rom harm or  r isk  

of  harm and to  make i t  safe  for  the  chi ld  to  l i ve  wi th  the  parent  or  caretaker.  

 

 Nevada chi ld  protect ive  ser v ice  agencies  conduct  act iv i t ies  in  prevent ing,  

invest igat ing,  and t reat ing  chi ld  abuse and neglect  in accordance with  Chapters  

432 and 432B of  the Nevada Revised Statutes  (NRS) ,  and Nevada’s  Regulat ions  for  

the  Protect ion  of  Chi ldren  From Abuse and Neglect  (NAC 432B) .  

 

 Abuse or  neg lect  complaints  inc lude  mental  in jur y,  phys ica l   

abuse ,  sexual  abuse and exploitat ion,  neg l igent  t reatment   

o r  mal treatment ,  and excessive  corporal  punishment .  
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CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES (CPS) 
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NUMBER OF REFERRALS AND DISPOSITIONS OF 

ALLEGED ABUSE/NEGLECT 
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SUBSTANTIATIONS 

Clark County  Washoe County 

Rural Counties 
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STATEWIDE CPS INVESTIGATIONS 
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STATEWIDE REMOVALS 
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 The goal  of  the foster  care system is  to  ensure the safety,  permanency and wel l -
being  of  ch i ldren who e i ther  temporar i ly  or  permanent ly  cannot  be safe ly  
mainta ined in  thei r  own homes.   

 

 Foster  care  is  intended to  be a  shor t  term s i tuat ion unt i l  a  permanent  p lacement 
can be made.  

 Placement with relatives/fictive kin is first choice  

 Regular family foster care or specialized level care if needed  

 Shelter care 

 Adoption 

 Reunification 

 

 Whi le  in  foster  care a  case manager  is  ass igned to  the chi ld and his/her  fami ly to  
ass ist  w i th  case p lan development and to  work on minimiz ing the safety  threats  in  
the family  so  the chi ld  can be safe ly  returned home.   

 

 I f  reuni f icat ion is  not  an opt ion,  other  permanent   

l i v ing s i tuat ions  are  explored such as  adopt ion,   

guardianship and OPPLA (Other  p lanned l i v ing  

ar rangement ) .  
 

20 

FOSTER CARE 
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TOTAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN  

OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENTS   
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FOSTER CARE MONTHLY AVERAGE 

3,818 

754 

445 

3,659 

886 

410 

0

500

1,000

1,500

2,000

2,500

3,000

3,500

4,000

4,500

Clark County Washoe County Rural Counties

SFY2013

SFY2014



23 

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY IN MONTHS  

FOR CHILDREN EXITING FOSTER CARE 
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CASEWORKER CONTRACT COMPLIANCE 

WE ACHIEVED 90%! 
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FOSTER PARENT RECRUITMENT, 

LICENSING AND TRAINING 

 New children come in to the foster care system daily resulting in a continuous for new, qualified foster 

parents. 

 

 The licensing process is required by NRS 424 to determine if the placement is suitable. 

 

 All applicants and residents 18 years of age or older living in the home must complete and pass a FBI 

background check, and state and local background checks. 

 

 Each Child Welfare agency has a training program that all foster families must complete. 

 

 All training curricula  covers: 

 How to interact with foster children;  

 What behaviors to expect; 

 Appropriate discipline techniques; 

 Grief, loss and attachment issues; and, 

 Information on the child welfare agency 
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FAMILY FOSTER HOMES 

Clark County Family Foster

Home Licenses

Washoe County Family

Foster Home Licenses

DCFS Rural Family Foster

Home Licenses

SFY 2010 1,244 323 155

SFY 2011 1,411 322 162

SFY 2012 1,553 304 156

SFY 2013 1,586 291 162

SFY 2014 1,481 332 177

SFY 2015 through 12/31/2014 1,425 355 183
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 I n  2 0 1 2  I F C  a p p r o v e d  a  t r a n s f e r  o f  B a s i c  S k i l l s  T r a i n i n g  f u n d i n g  f r o m  t h e  D i v i s i o n  o f  H e a l t h  C a r e  F i n a n c i n g  a n d  P o l i c y  t o  D C F S ,  

s o  t h a t  D C F S  c o u l d  i m p l e m e n t  a  S p e c i a l i z e d  F o s t e r  C a r e  p i l o t  p r o g r a m  i n   b o t h  t h e  r u r a l  r e g i o n ,  a n d  t h e  u r b a n  c o u n t i e s .  T h e  

p i l o t  p r o g r a m  w a s  i m p l e m e n t e d  i n  a n  e f f o r t  t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  m o s t  e f f e c t i v e  a n d  a p p r o p r i a t e  s e r v i c e s  f o r  c h i l d r e n  i n  f o s t e r  c a r e  

w i t h  s e v e r e  b e h a v i o r a l  a n d  e m o t i o n a l  p r o b l e m s ,  a n d  t o  p r o v i d e  t h e s e  s e r v i c e s  w i t h i n  t h e i r  o w n  c o m m u n i t i e s .  T h i s  p i l o t  w a s  

d r i v e n  b y  a  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  c h i l d r e n  i n  s p e c i a l i z e d  f o s t e r  c a r e :  

 Had t reatment  p lans  that  o f ten  d id  not  c l in ic a l l y  match  the  needs  noted  by  p rov iders  or  ind icated  by  the  d iagnos is  ,  

 Stayed  in  foster  care  longer  than  the i r  counterpar t s  in  t rad i t iona l  fami ly  foster  care ,   

 High  rate  of  Bas ic  Sk i l l s  T ra in i ng  (BST)  that  d id  not  cor re la t e  w i th  pos i t i ve  outcomes,  

 Lacked  p lacemen t  s tab i l i t y ,  and ;   

 Desp i t e  b e i ng  p l a ced  i n  sp ec i a l i zed  f o st er  ca re ,  c h i ld re n ’s  b e h av i or s  and  e mo t i o na l  we l l -b e i ng  d id  n ot  i m prove  eve n  as  s erv ic e s  a n d 

costs  increased  substant ia l l y .  

 

 A l l  t h r e e  c h i l d  w e l f a r e  a g e n c i e s  h a v e  i m p l e m e n t e d  t h e  p i l o t  a  b i t  d i f f e r e n t l y ,  b u t  a l l  h a v e  s o m e  c o m m o n  e l e m e n t s :  a  h i g h  

d e g r e e  o f  a g e n c y  o v e r s i g h t ,  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  o f  e v i d e n c e  b a s e d  p r a c t i c e s ,  a n d  a n  e v a l u a t i o n  c o m p o n e n t .   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 T h e  p i l o t  e v a l u a t i o n  w a s  d i v i d e d  n o r t h  ( W a s h o e  a n d  a l l  R u r a l  c o u n t i e s )  a n d  s o u t h  ( C l a r k  C o u n t y ) .   T h e  t h r e e  a r e a s  

w h i c h  b o t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  t r a c k  a r e  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s ,  p s y c h o t r o p i c  m e d i c a t i o n  u s a g e ,  a n d  p l a c e m e n t  s t a b i l i t y :  
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SPECIALIZED FOSTER CARE INITIATIVE 

NORTH SOUTH 

Hospitalizations 100% ↓ 31%↓ 

Psychotropic Medications 37.5%↓ 29%↓ 

Placement Disruptions 93%↓ 53%↓ 

  North (Washoe and Rural Region) South (Clark County) 

Start date February 2013 October 2012 

# of slots 30 (Washoe) 10 (Rural) 30 (initial) 220 (Current) 

# of children who have received services 72 228 

Evaluation procedure DCFS Program Evaluation Unit gathers and analyzes data Healthy Minds gathers data, UNLV statistician analyzes data 

Population Served Foster children with Severe Emotional Disturbance, and 

elevated clinical scores 

Children with an open DFS case and Severe Emotional 

Disturbance  

Summary of Services Provided Implementing Together Facing the Challenge (TFC) with 

Foster parents who have been trained in TFC and Trauma 

Informed Care and Clinical Case management. 

Contracted behavioral and mental health services through 

Healthy Minds. Services include: Individual and Family 

Counseling and Clinical Case management.  



 There  are  t imes when the best  placement  resource  for  a  chi ld   is  located  out  of  

state .  

 

 The pr imar y  purpose of   ICPC is  to  ensure  that  chi ldren  placed  out -of -state  are 

p laced wi th  care -g ivers  who are  safe ,  su i table  and able  to  meet  the  chi ld ’s  needs .   

 

 ICPC requi res  an assessment  of  these  factors  before  a   ch i ld  i s  

p laced out -of -s tate .   

 

 As a  legal ly  b inding  agreement  between a l l  s tates ,  ICPC ensures   

a uni form set  of  protect ions  and benef i ts  regardless  of   

which  state   a  chi ld  i s  moving  to  or  f rom.   

 

 ICPC ensures  that  the  person  or  ent i ty  that  p laces a  chi ld   

out -of -s tate  reta ins  legal  and f inancia l  responsibi l i ty  for  the   

chi ld  af ter  the  p lacement  occurs .  

28 

INTERSTATE COMPACT ON THE 

PLACEMENT OF CHILDREN (ICPC) 
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INCOMING AND OUTGOING REFERRALS 
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 The goal  of  Nevada’s  adopt ion program is  to  provide safe and permanent  homes for  

chi ldren whose b i r th  parents  cannot  care  for  them.  

 

 The programs are chi ld - focused,  and des igned to  recruit  and secure the best  

fami l ies  avai lable  to  meet  chi ldren’s  needs.  

 

 State and county  chi ld  wel fare  agenc ies  responsible  for  the chi ld ’s  care  must  

ensure that  permanent  adopt ive homes are  ident i f ied in  a  t imely  manner.   

 

 Most  foster  ch i ldren are  adopted by  re lat ives  and foster  parents ,  whi le  others  

requi re  addi t ional  local  and nat ional  recrui tment  ef for ts  to  locate appropr iate  

adopt ive  famil ies .  

 

 Adopt ion Ass is tance,  which may be a  monthly  

re imbursement or  medical  insurance,  i s  avai lable   

to  fami l ies to  encourage and suppor t  the adopt ion  

of  specia l  needs chi ldren.   

 

30 

ADOPTION 



 In  recognit ion of  the State ’s  ef for ts  to  f inal ize  the adopt ions of  chi ldren in  Foster  

Care,  Nevada received a  Federal  Adopt ion Incent ive  Grant  award in  the amount  of      

2 .5  mi l l ion do l lars  -  was an increase f rom the basel ine year.   

 

 The funds are  used by  DCFS,  CCDFS and WCDSS to   

suppor t  specia l -needs adopt ion,  recruitment ,  home  

study,  and post  p lacement ser v ices ,  and for  post   

adopt ion ser v ices requi red to  s tabi l ize  and mainta in  

the p lacement .  
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ADOPTION INCENTIVE GRANTS 
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STATEWIDE FINALIZED ADOPTIONS 
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 The goal  of  Nevada’s  Independent  L iv ing Program ( IL )  i s  to  prepare young adul ts  for  

the t rans i t ion to  adul thood and to  prov ide oppor tunit ies to  obta in  the sk i l ls  

necessar y  for  se l f  suf f ic iency.  

 

 Independent  L iv ing,  i s  not  only  a  p lacement opt ion,  but  a lso  a  set  of  ser v ices  

spec i f ica l ly  des igned around the needs of  each youth in  the program.  

 

 Ser v ices provided are  funded through two federal  g rants  ( the Chafee  Independent  

L iv ing (P.L .  106-169)  and the Educat ional  and Tra in ing Voucher  Grants)  and revenue 

generated f rom fees  co l lected on the recording of  documents .  

 

 Addit ional  funds for  th is  populat ion are  made  

avai lable  through the fee based account ,   

Funds to  Ass ist  Former Foster  Youth (FAFFY) ,   

which is  based on fees  co l lected f rom an  

addi t ional  fee added to  recorded  

documents  in  Nevada.   
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INDEPENDENT LIVING 
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YOUTH SERVED WITH CHAFEE AND FAFFY  
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 During the 2011 leg is lat ive  sess ion Assembly  B i l l  350 was passed.   

 

 Created an oppor tunity for  youth ag ing  out  of  foster  care  to  have addit ional  

suppor ts  to  suppor t   successful  t rans i t ion to  adulthood .  

 

 Financ ia l  Ass istance  

 

 Case Management Suppor t  

 

 Youth may opt - in  to  th is  program,  and have access  to  funds equal  to  the state  foster  

care rate  unt i l  age 21 .  

 

 Youth are  requi red to  comply wi th  a  t rans i t ion p lan and make pos i t ive  s teps  

towards  se l f  suf f ic iency to  remain in  the program.  
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COURT JURISDICTION 
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NUMBER OF FOSTER YOUTH REMAINING 

UNDER COURT JURISDICTION AFTER AGE 18 

 24  
 40  
 47  
 66  
 71  
 69  
 72  
 84  
 91  
 104  
 116  
 123  
 132  
 138  
 149  
 159  
 165  
 172  
 178  
 179  
 193  
 207  
 216  
 229  
 225  
 238  
 244  
 248  
 261  
 263  
 266  
 277  
 282  
 286  
 283  
 266  
 263  
 259  

 2  
 3  
 9  
 12  
 12  
 12  

 14  
 15  

 18  
 20  

 21  
 21  
 21  

 20  
 23  

 24  
 24  

 25  
 29  

 28  
 31  

 32  
 31  

 33  
 35  
 37  

 44  
 40  

 40  
 43  

 44  
 44  

 45  
 45  

 46  
 46  

 48  
 54  
 47  

 49  
 52  

 48  
 49  

 49  

 1   2  
 4  
 6  

 10  
 15  

 18  
 21  

 23  
 23  

 22  
 26  

 28  
 30  

 29  
 29  

 29  
 31  

 37  
 42  

 44  
 46  

 46  
 48  

 48  
 49  

 45  
 45  

 46  
 44  
 46  

 48  
 48  

 46  
 47  

 45  

 -  50  100  150  200  250  300  350  400

May

July

Sep

Nov

Jan

Mar

May

July

Sep

Nov

Jan

Mar

May

July

Sep

Nov

Jan

Mar

May

July

Sep

Nov

S
F

Y
2
0
1

1
S

F
Y

2
0

1
2

S
F

Y
2
0

1
3

S
F

Y
2
0

1
4

S
F

Y
2
0

1
5

Clark County Washoe County Rural Counties



 P r o v i d e s  a n  o p p o r tu n i t y  t o  r e v i e w ,  a n a l y z e  a n d  i m p r o v e  i n t e r n a l   c h i l d  w e l f a r e  p o l i c i e s  a n d  p r a c t i c e s .  

 

 E n s u r e s  c o m p l i a n c e  a n d  c o n f o r m i t y  w i t h  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  o f  T i t l e  I V - B  a n d  T i t l e  I V - E  o f  t h e  S o c i a l  

S e c u r i t y  A c t  a n d  re g u l a t i o n s  i d e n t i f i e d  b y  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  H e a l t h  a n d  Hu m a n  

S e r v i c e s .  

 

 C F S R  i s  p r o v i d e s  a  r e v i e w  o f  d a t a  t h a t  s h o w s  a  s t a t e s  p e r f o r m a n c e  o n  a c h i e v i n g  o u t c o m e s  r e l a t e d  t o  

s a f e t y ,  p e r m a n e n c y  a n d  w e l l - b e i n g  o f  c h i l d r e n  i n  c a r e  

 

 C o n d u c t e d  e v e r y  f i v e  y e a r s ,   r e v i e w  t e a m s  a s s e s s e s :  

 Child Protective Services 

 Foster Care 

 Adoption 

 Family Preservation and Family  Support 

 Independent  Living 

 

 

 D u e  t o  n a t i o n a l  c o n c e r n s  a b o u t  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  a n d  v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  d a t a  g l e a n e d  f r o m  t h e  C F S R  

p r o c e s s ,  c h a n g e s  t o  t h e  C F S R  p r o c e s s  w e r e  m a d e  f o r  r o u n d  t h r e e  o f  t h e  C F S R .  
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CHILD AND FAMILY SERVICES REVIEW 

(CFSR) 



 36 i tems re lated to  Safety,  Permanency  and Wel l  Being  
 

18 Outcome per formance  ind icators  which  inc lude,  but  are  not  l imited to :   

 Whether children under the care of the State are protected from abuse and neglect  

 Whether children are safely maintained in their own homes whenever possible and 

appropriate  

 Whether children have permanency and stability in their living conditions  

 Whether the continuity of family relationships and connections is preserved for 

children  

 Whether families have enhanced capacity to provide for their children's needs 

 Whether children receive appropriate and adequate services to meet their educational, 

physical, and mental health needs 
 

 18 Systemic  factors  measured by  the  CFSR inc lude,  but  are  not  l imited  to :   

 The effectiveness of the State's systems for child welfare information, case review, 

and quality assurance  

 Training of child welfare staff, parents, and other stakeholders  

 The array of services that support children and families  

 The agency's responsiveness to the community  

 Foster and adoptive parent licensing, recruitment, and retention  
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CFSR PERFORMANCE MEASURES 



 T h e  s e c o n d   C h i l d  a n d  F a m i l y  S e r v i c e s  R e v i e w  w a s  c o n d u c t e d  i n  2 0 0 9 ,  t h e  f i r s t  w a s  i n  2 0 0 4 .   As  a l l   

s t a t e s ,  e a c h  t i m e  N e v a d a  w a s  p l a c e d  o n  a   t w o   y e a r  P r o g r a m  I m p r o v e m e n t  P l a n  ( P I P )  t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  

a r e a s  n e e d i n g  i m p r o v e m e n t  t h a t  w e r e  f o u n d  i n  t h e  C F S R .  

 

• T h e  P I P  w a s   i m p l e m e n t e d  o n  D e c e m b e r  1 ,  2 0 1 0  w i t h  a   f o c u s   o n  5  p r i m a r y  s t r a t e g i e s  t o  e n h a n c e  

c h i l d  w e l f a r e  p r a c t i c e s :   

• A s s e s s m e n t  o f  s a f e t y  p r a c t i c e s  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  l i f e  o f  a  c a s e  

• Preserving connections and strengthening relationships  

• Improve t imeliness and appropriateness of permanency planning  

• Strengthen child welfare supervision and middle management ski l ls  

• Expand service options and create flexibi l i ty for services to meet the needs of chi ldren and famil ies 

 

 T h e  P r o g r a m  I m p r ov e m e n t  P l a n  ( P I P )  f r o m  t h e  2 0 0 9  C F S R   w a s  a p p r o v e d  by  t h e  Ad m i n i s t r a t o r  f o r  

C h i l d r e n  a n d  F a m i l i e s  ( A C F )  i n  F e b r ua r y  2 0 1 3  f o r  a l l  c a s e  r e l a t e d  d a t a  i n d i c a t o r s .  

 

 N e v a d a  r e m a i n e d  o n  a  P I P  f o r  o n e  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  D a t a  S t a n d a r d s  “ Ab us e  i n  C a r e ” ,  u n t i l  2 0 1 4 .   

N e v a d a  a c h i e v e d  t h e  n e g o t i a t e d  t a r g e t  f o r  t h i s  N a t i o n a l  S t a n d a r d  i n  2 0 1 4  d ur i n g   a  n o n - o v e r l a p p i n g  

P I P  p e r f o r m a n c e .  

 

 R o u n d  3  f o r  a l l  s t a t e s  b e g i n s  i n  2 0 1 5  a n d  N e v a d a ’ s  C F S R  i s  s c h e d u l e d  t o  b e  c o n d u c t e d  i n  2 0 1 8 .  

 

 N e v a d a ’ s  C F S R ,  P I P  p e r f o r m a n c e  a n d  o t h e r  A n n u a l  R e p o r t s  c a n  b e  l o c a t e d  o n  t h e  D C F S  w e b s i t e :  

h t t p : / / w w w . d c f s . n v . g o v / T i p s / R e p o r t s / A n n u a l /  
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CFSR RESULTS AND DATA INDICATORS 

Outcomes Items 2010 

Baseline 

Target Status 

Quarter 

Safety 1 1. Timelines of 

investigations 

76.19 80.4 81.0(8) 

Safety 2 3. Services to 

protected children 

in home 

70.45 74.9 76.1(4) 

4. Risk of harm 48.39 52.5 54.8(4) 

Permanency 1 7. Permanency 

goal for child 

57.14 62 61.9(8) 

10. Other planned 

living arrangement 

50 61.3 62.5(4) 

Well-Being 1 17. 

Needs/services of 

child, parent and 

foster parents 

41.94 46 46.8(4) 

18. Child/family 

involvement in 

case planning 

44.07 48.2 54.2(4) 

19. Caseworker 

visits with child 

56.45 60.5 71.0(7) 

20. Caseworker 

visits with parents 

45.28 49.7 50.9(7) 

National Standard 

Indicators 

Standard NSI at 

2009 

CFSR 

Initial 

AAI 

FFY Met 

S1-Absence of 

maltreatment 

94.6 93.6 94.2 95.1/2008 

S2- Absence of child 

abuse and neglect in 

foster care 

99.68 99.61 99.64 99.66% 

2014 

P1- Timeliness and 

permanency of 

reunification 

122.6 153 N/A 153/2009 

P2- Timeliness of 

Adoptions 

106.4 82.8 83.1 84.7/2009 

P3- Timeliness for 

children and youth in 

foster care for long 

periods of time 

121.7 120.3 123.7 132.3/2008 

P4- Placement 

stability 

101.5 83.1 85.6 86.6/2009 



 The Program Improvement  Plan (PIP)  was approved by the Administration 

for  Children and Famil ies,  in January  2013. In March 2014 Nevada 

submitted its  final  data report  on the national  standards and passed the 

final  data indicator!   

 Nevada developed and submitted our 5 year strategic plan for 2015-2019, the 

Child and Family Services Plan 

 Nevada Administrative Code 424 was finalized and enrolled 

 Nevada submitted a Ti t le  IV -E waiver project  on behalf  of  Clark  County  and 

it  was approved by the Administration for Children and Famil ies.   

 Successful ly  passed the Federal  IV-E compliance review. 

 SAFE model is now statewide. 

 QPI is now statewide. 
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS 



 J i l l  Marano,  Deputy  Administrator,  D iv is ion of  Chi ld and Fami ly Ser v ices  

(702)  486 -7711 

jmarano@dcfs.nv.gov  

 

 Lisa Ruiz -Lee,  D i rector,  C lark  County  Depar tment  of  Fami ly Ser v ices  

(702)  455 -5444 

l r l@ClarkCountyNV.gov  

 

 Kevin  Schi l ler,  Inter im Di rector,  Washoe County  Depar tment  of  Soc ial  Ser v ices  

(775)  785 -8600 

KSchi l ler@washoecounty.us  
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QUESTIONS? 

? 
? 

? 

? 

mailto:jmarano@dcfs.nv.gov
mailto:lrl@ClarkCountyNV.gov
mailto:KSchiller@washoecounty.us

