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In Memoriam
Representative Roger Freeman
(1965 – 2014)
The 1st Annual Report of the Child Welfare System Performance
in Washington was written in honor of former State Representative
Roger Freeman (D-30 Federal Way) — the sponsor of the bill that
created this report.

Thank You
This report would not have been possible, not to mention as thorough or accurate,
without assistance, advice, and support from many individuals and organizations.
Their expertise and contributions to the overall direction of the first Annual Report
has helped lay the groundwork in making this a valuable resource for years to
come. Though our thanks is not limited to those listed below, we would like to give
special thanks to:
• Children’s Administration Data Management and Reporting Section, including
Tammy Cordova, Cindy Ellingson, Barb Gansberg and Lee Doran, as well as
Doug Klinman and Jenny Greenlee
• DSHS Research and Data Analysis (RDA) Division, including David Marshall
• Center for Education Data & Research (CEDR), including Dan Goldhaber,
Roddy Theobald and Trevor Gratz
• All the community members who gave input and feedback at the forums in
SeaTac and Spokane
• Treehouse, including Janis Avery
• Education Research & Data Center (ERDC), including Melissa Beard
• Office of the Superintendent of Public Instruction (OSPI)
• Representatives Roger Freeman and Reuven Carlyle
We would also like to thank the funders of Partners for Our Children’s Data Portal,
including the Ballmer Family Giving, Stuart Foundation, Giddens Foundation,
Casey Family Programs and the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.

Executive
Summary
The child welfare system has arguably the most
important government job in our state: keeping children
safe. Each year, the Children’s Administration works with
more than 100,000 families — getting them the help they
need to stay together as a family, or in some situations,
determining if a child needs a different home. It is not
an easy task, but they work hard to achieve important
objectives related to safety, permanency, and well-being
of children in Washington State.
It is important to understand how children who interact
with the child welfare system are faring. Through House
Bills 1774 and 1566, which passed in the 2013 legislative
session, Partners for Our Children is now tasked
with creating an Annual Report to provide a detailed
picture of the child welfare system’s performance, which
can ultimately help Washington State in determining
priorities for action and/or investment. The report
provides information about the three key areas of the
child welfare system: safety, permanency, and well-being.
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Moving Forward
In developing this first Annual Report, we’ve
identified a few areas for improvement for
next year’s report, including:
Continue to explore more sources of data.

Annual Report
Key Takeaways
There is a lot of information in this report — depending on
your unique interests in the child welfare system, you may
find some information more valuable than others. However,
on the whole, there are a handful of key takeaways that everyone should understand:

The risk profile of children referred to Children’s
Administration is changing.
The number of families being brought to the attention of
the child welfare system for the first time is stable, but families with repeated system contacts are on the rise. Multiple
contacts with the child welfare system may indicate a family
is experiencing a higher level of difficulty in caring for their
children than families with little to no history of involvement in the system. For the purposes of this report, families
with repeat system contacts are defined as difficult cases.

Workload for Children’s Administration is increasing.
The number of reports of child maltreatment is increasing.
In addition, there is a shift from short stays in out-of-home
care that quickly end in reunification to more service-intensive long stays, many of which end in outcomes other than
reunification. Therefore caseworkers have more cases and
families to work with every day.

Situations are improving for children in out-ofhome care.
Most siblings are placed together, children are increasingly
placed in the homes of kin or extended family, legally free
children are being adopted more quickly, and abuse rates
while in care are very low.

Through our ongoing partnership with CA
and RDA, we will explore the possibility of
including more administrative data metrics
in the well-being section of the report, such
as information on housing instability or
homelessness, involvement in correctional
systems, and involvement in work or training
programing. This will help give an even more
holistic understanding of child well-being.
In addition, we plan to gain access to more
current data on the educational status of
children in out-of-home care.
Explore refinements to the assessment
approach

While it’s important to have consistency
from year-to-year in annual reports, we do
want to ensure that our current assessment
approach is the best approach in conveying the overall performance of the system.
Therefore, we will evaluate our approach in
partnership with Children’s Administration
and other key stakeholders to determine if
we need to make refinements in future annual reports.
Establish a comparison group

It is very challenging to identify what children
served by the child welfare system “should”
look like – particularly for standard well-being measures. For example, the third-grade
literacy rate for children in out-of-home care
may look problematic to some observers
when compared to the general population.
However, it is not clear that we should be
comparing children in out-of-home care to
the general population. During the next year,
in partnership with Children’s Administration
and RDA, we will explore the possibility of
statistically identifying comparison groups
for children in out-of-home care across the
various measures in this report.
If you would like to explore data not covered
in this report, visit the Washington State
Child Well-Being Data Portal at:
www.partnersforourchildren.org/data-portal
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About the

Annual
Report
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What is the Annual Report? Background
The Annual Report is the result of legislation
in 2013 to help Washington better understand how children served by the state child
welfare system are faring in the areas of
safety, permanency, and well-being. The
Annual Report does not replace other reporting requirements required by state or
federal law. The report does, however, allow
Washington child welfare stakeholders to:
1. Identify key metrics that will help us understand how the child welfare system is
performing, and
2. Monitor those metrics over time.
The measures in the Annual Report were
developed based on feedback from child
welfare stakeholders throughout Washington
and through a close working relationship between the staff of Children’s Administration
(CA), and the Research and Data Analysis
Division (RDA) of DSHS, Partners for Our
Children, Center on Education Data &
Research, Office of the Superintendent of
Public Instruction, and the Education and
Research Data Center.

In 2013, the Washington State Legislature
passed two pieces of legislation:
1. Engrossed Substitute House Bill 1774,
Sec 1 & 2 (ESHB 1774) (RCW 74.13.690):
This bill mandated that a “university-based
child welfare research entity and the
department, in collaboration with other
stakeholders, shall develop measurements
concerning the safety, permanency,
and well-being’ of children served by
Washington’s child welfare system.”
2. Second Substitute House Bill 1566,
Sec 7 (SSHB 1566) (RCW 74.13.632): This
bill specifically focused on measuring the
educational outcomes of children in outof-home care.
In order to have a single, comprehensive performance report on the child welfare system,
the legislature stated that the research entity
include, as a part of the reporting for ESHB
1774, several measurements concerning the
educational progress of Washington’s children in out-of-home care (SSHB 1566).
Partners for Our Children (POC) at the
University of Washington School of Social
Work was chosen as the research entity to
develop the annual report.

Annual Report of Child Welfare System Performance
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Understanding

Data
Trends

To understand if a particular trend is normal, we have
created a simple way for assessing each measurement.
The method will not only show how a measurement
is changing but also whether the change, if any, is of
concern. The measurement categories are as follows.
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Overall Assessment
Trend is within expected variation
based on historical trends. The trend
is consistent with our understanding of
the system, as well as children and families
served by the child welfare system OR the
trend is outside of the expected variation but
in a positive direction that is indicative of a
well-functioning child welfare system.
Trend is outside of the bounds of
expected variation. The trend will be
examined in further detail in the next report
to better understand what might be causing
the change.
Trend has been consistently outside
of the bounds of expected variation
in a direction that is not indicative of a
well-functioning child welfare system.
Additional data and analysis are needed
to better understand the trend before
reliable statistical expectations can be developed. Without good expectations, it is not
possible to determine when a performance
trend falls outside of acceptable norms.

Defining the Measures
The measures in this document are organized
around the goals of safety, permanency and
well-being for children and families served
by the child welfare system. These are the
three areas in which almost all child welfare
systems across the country measure their
progress. In addition, there are a few other
terms used in the report defined below.
SAFETY: The safety of children is the highest
priority of Children’s Administration. The
Annual Report has several measures related
to safety, such as the re-referral rates for children who have a new report after an earlier
report was closed.
PERMANENCY: When children must be
placed into out-of-home care, it is a temporary intervention to keep them safe in
response to a complex problem. Children’s
Administration is responsible in finding a
safe, permanent home for children as quickly as possible, and the first priority is safe

reunification with their family. When children
cannot return home, other permanent plans
are pursued, including adoption and guardianship. If adoption is identified as the best
permanent plan for a child, their parent’s
rights must be terminated before they can
be adopted. This report looks at a few different measures, including the time it takes
to achieve permanency and re-entry into
out-of-home care after achieving a permanency outcome.
WELL-BEING: Child well-being is impossible
to measure directly, but this report includes
several measures that are associated with
improved well-being for children in outof-home care, including placing siblings
together in out-of-home care; allowing kin
or relatives to care for children who need
to be placed in out-of-home care whenever possible and appropriate; and limiting
movement between different placements
in out-of-home care. The education measurements for SSHB 1566 also reflect on the
well-being of children involved with the child
welfare system.
CARE-DAY: A care-day is one day that a
child spends in out-of-home care. Fourteen
care-days could either be two weeks that
one child spent in out-of-home care, or one
day that 14 children spent in out-of-home
care. Sometimes we use more specific types
of care-days, for example a second-year careday is a care-day for a child who is in their
second year of out-of-home care. Care-days
are a good measure of the collective amount
of time children spend in out-of-home care,
and so make a good basis (denominator)
when calculating an overall rate.
MOVES/PLACEMENT MOBILITY: One
move is equal to one time that a child moves
from one setting to another. These are only
counted once a child has entered the child
welfare system, so the move that occurs
when a child is initially placed into out-ofhome care (from home) is not counted.
Sometimes when these moves are studied,
it is called placement mobility.

Annual Report of Child Welfare System Performance
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Safety
The safety of children is the highest priority of
Children’s Administration. The Annual Report has
several measures related to safety, such as the rereferral rates for children who have a new report after
an earlier report was closed.
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Reports of Child Abuse and/or Neglect and Screening Decisions
When professionals and community members report suspected child abuse or neglect
to the child welfare system, the reports
are received and recorded by Children’s
Administration (CA). Each one of these reports is examined individually, and based
on criteria set by state law, Children’s
Administration determines whether further action is needed – some reports are
screened-in and others are screened-out.
Reports that are screened-out did not meet
the statutory definition of child abuse or

neglect so there was no need for an investigation or another type of CA response.
Table 1 shows the rate of reports of child
abuse and neglect that are received by
Children’s Administration in Washington
State households with children in each year.
Between 2009 and 2014, there was an
overall increase of 22 percent in the rate
of reports. The chart (row 2) also illustrates
the rate at which CA screens-in reports of
child abuse/neglect for further investigation
or assessment.

TABLE 1
* While the rate of
screened-in reports are
decreasing, the rate
of reports that require
a 24-hour response is
increasing.

Increasing CPS Reports Putting Pressure on Workload
GRAPH 1

NUMBER OF REPORTS PER MONTH

For the most part, Graph 1 shows the number of families becoming involved in the child
welfare system per month has increased
since 2009. During the same period of time,
we know that the number of caseworkers
has not increased at the same rate. As a
result, caseworkers are responsible for more
cases, resulting in an increased workload.
Increased workloads add additional
stress on an already demanding and
challenging job.
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Families with Multiple Reports to the Child Welfare System
One of the ways to understand the issue of
safety is to look at the rate at which different
families have repeated interactions with the
child welfare system. In fact, it is not uncommon for families to experience multiple
interactions with the child welfare system.
It is important to examine these repeat interactions separately. For example, a household
reported to the child welfare system for
a third time may represent different risks
than a family with only one prior report. To

examine this issue, we break apart all of the
reports and create different rates for each
of these types of reports (with zero, one, or
two prior reports).
The first three report rates (families with
0–2 prior reports) are stable or showing a
slight decline, but the rate of reports for
households with 3 or more prior reports is
stable (See Graph 2). This demonstrates that
the overall proportion of difficult cases
— those with many prior reports — is
increasing.

TABLE 2

Children Who Come to the Attention of the Child Welfare System
Again Are Coming from More Difficult Environments
As previously highlighted, the proportion
of households that received three or more
reports appears to be increasing, which
means that they make up a greater share of
overall reports. This suggests that many
of the children that come to the attention of the child welfare system again
are children coming from more difficult
environments.

14

Partners for Our Children

Graph 2 shows reports with families of no
prior involvement through families with
three or more previous screened-in reports
of maltreatment.
In the current data, the proportion of reports
with more than three prior reports is increasing. However, some of this upward trend
may be due to improving data collection at
the front-end of the system, which allows us
to better identify the repeat reports in recent
years. We will investigate this interesting
trend further with RDA in the next year.

GRAPH 2

REPORT RATE PER 1,000

Families with Multiple Screened-In Reports of Child Maltreatment
After reports of child abuse/neglect are received by the Children’s Administration, they
must make a decision as to whether they will
“screen-in” these reports for investigation or
assessment. The screening criteria is established by state law — the allegations, if true,
must meet the statutory definition of abuse
and/or neglect in order for the state to start
an investigation or assessment.
Similar to reasons for why it is important to
know the difference between the rate of reports among families with one, two or more

interactions with the child welfare system,
we want to know whether the screening rate
varies by the number of times a household
has previously had a report screened-in.
The data in Table 3 show that there is a
slight increase to the rate of screened-in
reports between households screened-in
their first time versus their third time. So a
household that has been screened-in
multiple times before is more likely to
be screened-in again.

TABLE 3

Annual Report of Child Welfare System Performance
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Most Children From Families Involved in the Child Welfare System
Are Not Placed into Out-of-Home Care
When children cannot remain safely in their
home, they are placed into out-of-home
care. When examining all reports of child
abuse and neglect that are screened-in
for an investigation and/or assessment,
Children’s Administration, in collaboration
with law enforcement or the court system,
recommends that some children must be

placed into out-of-home care for their safety.
As seen in Table 4, children involved in one
in every 10 screened-in reports are eventually placed into out-of-home care — so
only a small proportion of the children
that become involved in the child welfare
system ever enter out-of-home care.

TABLE 4

Multiple Episodes in Out-of-Home Care
In any given year in Washington State, the
children placed in out-of-home care might
be entering for the first time, or they might
be re-entering care for a second, third, or
even fourth time. It is important to look at
the rate of placement in out-of-home care
by the number of previous out-of-home
placements that child has had. If we don’t,
then we might miss important differences
between children who have different needs
and different risk levels. Looking at these
different populations is also helpful when
thinking about what type of response might
be necessary for addressing the specific

TABLE 5
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needs of children — children with multiple placements, for instance, might need
more intensive services to prevent future
placements.
The data in Table 5 show that Children’s
Administration has significantly reduced
the rate of re-entry for children who have
prior placements in out-of-home care. This
reduced rate is good because it demonstrates that Children’s Administration
is addressing the needs of families
earlier on in their journey through the
child welfare system, and preventing
future re-entry.

Children are Safe in Out-of-Home Care
Keeping children who are placed into out-ofhome care safe is of paramount importance
to the Children’s Administration. One way of
looking at safety in out-of-home care is to assess the number of ‘safe care-days’, meaning
the number of days with no substantiated allegations of child abuse/neglect per 100,000
days that children spend in out-of-home care.
(See page 11 for care-days definition.)

The measure shows us that children
who are in out-of-home care are
extremely safe. Since 2000, CA has maintained a safety rate where kids are kept
safe about 99,993 out of every 100,000
care-days.

Taking a closer look at this trend over time,
Graph 3 shows that safety in out-of-home
care has remained stable between 2000
and 2014, and the rate of substantiated allegations of child abuse or neglect has not
exceeded more than 8 incidences of abuse
per 100,000 care-days.

Note: While the graph appears to fluctuate, the highs and
lows are well within the natural variance when dealing
with such a small incidence of maltreatment (i.e. 5–8 in
100,000 care-days).

TABLE 6

GRAPH 3

SAFE CARE-DAYS PER 100,000 CARE-DAYS

*y−axis does not start at 0
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Permanency
When children must be placed into out-of-home
care, it is a temporary intervention to keep them
safe in response to a complex problem. Children’s
Administration is responsible in finding a safe,
permanent home for children as quickly as possible,
and the first priority is safe reunification with their
family. When children cannot return home, other
permanent plans are pursued, including adoption
and guardianship. If adoption is identified as the best
permanent plan for a child, their parent’s rights must
be terminated before they can be adopted. This report
looks at a few different measures, including the time it
takes to achieve permanency and re-entry into out-ofhome care after achieving a permanency outcome.
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Placement Moves within the Child Welfare System
Children who are placed into out-of-home
care can sometimes move from one home
to another. However, the child welfare system works to reduce the overall number of
moves that children experience while in outof-home care. By examining all moves, we
can better understand the bigger picture.
For example, when children first come into
out-of-home care, there are more moves,
which is consistent throughout the nation.
This often occurs because it can take time

to settle into the best possible long-term
placement. Over time, placements tend to
stabilize and the frequency of moves decrease. To understand this issue, Table 7
looks at all of the moves that children make
and breaks them up by year—moves in the
first year, second year, and third year of
placement. Ultimately, we see that for every 100,000 care-days, there are fewer
moves for children over time. (See page
11 for care-days definition.)

TABLE 7

To highlight the comparison of first, second,
and third year moves over time, Graph 4 also
shows that when children are placed into out
of home care, they are experiencing fewer
moves. While the number of placement

GRAPH 4

settings for youth in the first year has
declined more quickly than for youth in
their second and third year, the general trend over time has been for fewer
placement moves overall.

MOVEMENT RATE PER 100,000 CARE−DAYS
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Movements Between Different Placement Types
There are three main placement types for
children who are in out-of-home care: in
licensed foster homes, with relatives, and in
group care.
This report looks at different types of moves
that occur for children in out-of-home care,
both by setting and by the length of time
that the child had been in care at the time of
the move.

TABLE 8
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While movement rates are down overall,
when we break them out by placement type, we can see the exception is
moves to kinship care, which are rising.
This is also highlighted in Graph 5 on the
next page. This trend is consistent with
Children’s Administration’s increased efforts of placing children with relatives/
kin, which can be better for a child’s
overall well-being.

Children and Youth Increasingly Being Supported by Family
As noted, there is an increasing emphasis
on kinship care as opposed to foster homes
or group care settings – most notably because placement with kin is associated with
improved child well-being (staying with

GRAPH 5

family can be less traumatic than with a new,
unknown foster family). The increase in kinship care is not just happening for children
in their first year of care, but for children in
their second and third year of care as well.

TRANSITION TO KIN CARE PER 100,000 CARE−DAYS
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Runaway Rate for Children in Out-of-Home Care is Decreasing
Once children are in out-of-home care, it is
important that the child welfare system mitigate situations where a child may run away.
In this report, we examine this issue by the
age of the child. Table 9 shows that as children age, there is a higher probability they
will run away from placement. The data
also show that over time, Children’s
Administration is keeping an overall

higher proportion of youth safely in
their out-of-home care placement as
opposed to on-the-run, which can be
dangerous. There are not many 17 yearolds in out-of-home care at any point, which
makes the 17 year-old on-the-run rate highly
variable, but the overall rate has stayed within expectations.

In order to visualize this trend, Graph 6 clearly highlights that, older children in the child
welfare system are at a greater risk of running

away than younger children. However, the
incidence of children running away has been
decreasing for youth across all age groups.

TABLE 9

GRAPH 6
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PERCENT OF CARE-DAYS ON-THE-RUN

Finding Permanent Homes for Children in Out-of-Home Care
Finding permanent homes for children who
are placed in out-of-home care is one of the
most important goals of the child welfare
system. Below, we have examined two of the
primary permanency goals, and how likely
those permanent placements endure.
The first measure examines permanency
within one year for a few different permanency scenarios. As you can see, finding
permanency within one year in out-of-home
care is going down, which we discuss further

on the next page. The overall assessment
shows that the most recent data continues
this trend and therefore is not considered
outside the expectations. However, it’s a
trend that should be monitored over time to
better understand if this decreasing trend
is in the best interest of the child — at this
point, it’s unclear, but one thing we do
know is that the data are not outside the
current norm.

TABLE 10
*This table excludes all
children who stay in care
seven days or fewer and
children who enter care
at age 18 or older. These
measures also count
successful trial home
visits lasting more than six
months as a reunification.
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Permanency Trends are Shifting
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GRAPH 7

PERMANENCY WITHIN ONE YEAR

Achieving permanency within one year of
entering out-of-home care is challenging and
has been decreasing over the years. As the
proportion of youth from more difficult
backgrounds increases, overall stays in
out-of-home care have become longer.
This is presumably because there are more
issues for parents to address before they can
safely reunify with their children. Conversely,
there may be fewer low-risk children entering out-of-home care overall.

GRAPH 8

ADOPTION WITHIN ONE YEAR

On the other hand, children who are legally
free (parental rights have been terminated)
are having their adoptions finalized more
quickly. The upward trend in Graph 8 shows
that the speed of adoptions following a
Termination of Parental Rights (TPR) is increasing — TPR occurs when a court decides
that the birth parent no longer has parental
rights of their child(ren). Most children who
become legally free in this way are eventually
adopted. Therefore, as you can see, once
a child is legally free, the adoption process is happening more quickly.

Partners for Our Children
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Well-Being
and Education
Child well-being is impossible to measure directly, but
this report includes several measures that are associated with improved well-being for children in out-of-home
care, including placing siblings together in care; allowing kin or relatives to care for children in out-of-home
care whenever possible and appropriate; and limiting
movement between different placements in out-of-home
care. (Kinship care and movement are measures included in the Permanency section of this report.)
Also under this section are the measurements for SSHB
1566 on educational outcomes for children in out-ofhome care or with a history of placement in out-of-home
care. The educational data requires cross-agency data
sharing and often requires many years of follow-up time.
Due to these difficulties, only a small amount of data is
ready for the first Annual Report.
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Improving the Lives of Children in Out-of-Home Care
There are many ways to understand how
the child welfare system supports children
and youth while they are in out-of-home
care. We explore two different practices that
are designed to support the well-being of
children in care, including keeping siblings
together while in out-of-home care and
helping older youth transition to adulthood.

Keeping siblings together while in care

Keeping siblings together while they are in
out-of-home care is a very important practice
for helping to maintain family connections, and
it has been a focus of the child welfare system
in Washington for many years. It is important
to note that while placing siblings together is
often desirable, there are some circumstances
where sibling placement is not appropriate.

TABLE 11

GRAPH 9

PERCENT OF SIBLING CARE-DAYS SPENT TOGETHER
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Helping older youth plan their transition
to adulthood

While there are many things that are
important to help youth transition from
out-of-home care to adulthood, one way to
examine this issue is to look at the proportion of youth who receive their “171/2 Year

GRAPH 10 PERCENT OF ADULT-TRANSITION PLANNING

Transition Staffing,” which results in a plan
developed by the youth, caseworker and
possibly other individuals (family member,
tribal social worker, youth’s attorney, etc.)
that lays out their goals for their transition
into adulthood, including housing options,
work or school opportunities, etc.

While these transition planning meetings are relatively new, Children’s
Administration is making steady gains in
the rate of planning activities for youth
in out-of-home care nearing the age of
18. As shown in the graph, we can see that
the majority of youth who were in care at
the age of 171/2 had completed some sort of
transitional planning to adulthood.
In the past two years there has been a
substantial improvement in the percent of
youth receiving transition planning support.
This is likely due to the fact that transition
planning has become a priority for Children’s
Administration in recent years.

Educational Outcomes for Children Involved in Out-of-Home Care
The first year of reporting educational outcomes has been focused on building an
assessment framework that can be reliably
reported in the future. At this time, however,
some of the educational reporting is limited
due to a lack of available data in recent years.
The nature of educational data also requires
that we wait several years to be able to gather enough data to paint a complete picture
for some measures — for instance, tracking
college completion rates for youth who age
out of care can take a minimum of four years,
often longer. Nonetheless, we see some interesting trends with the data available.
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Looking specifically at educational data, we
can observe that third-grade literacy among
children in out-of-home care has remained
constant over the last few years. We also see
differences by disability status. For context,
we also include data for children who are
eligible for free/reduced lunch, but are not in
out-of-home care, as well as children not involved in either. We use free/reduced lunch as
a comparison group as this is a standard proxy
for poverty among educational researchers.
Note: The definition of a disability is combination of
Federal and State criteria. In the broadest sense, a disability is any condition that interferes with a child’s ability to
learn — therefore, a disability can be a learning disability,
a physical disability, or a combination of disabilities.

GRAPH 11

GRAPH 12

THIRD GRADERS MEETING STATE LITERACY STANDARDS

PERCENT NON-DISABLED FOSTER YOUTH
leaving high school before graduation

Drop-out Rate Among Youth in Out-ofHome Care

Another interesting trend that we will continue to look at as we gain access to and report
more educational data is the drop-out rate
among youth in out-of-home care. In Graph
12, non-senior students were categorized as
“dropped-out” if their status as reported by
the school is “drop-out” or “unknown” and
there is no record of subsequent enrollment,
which may result in more students appearing
to have dropped out if they have moved out
of state or were registered at another school
using different identifying information. These
numbers reflect only non-disabled students.

Grade Level
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GRAPH 13

ENROLLED IN POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION
by high school graduation year

Enrollment and Completion of PostSecondary Education

In order to give more context to the
post-secondary enrollment of youth previously involved in out-of-home care, we
have compared this group to two different
groups of youth — those who previously
received free/reduced lunch (FRL) and those
who have not received free/reduced lunch
nor been in out-of-home care. As you can
see, the percentage of youth enrolled in
post-secondary education over the three
year period has remained about constant for
each group. Enrollment for youth previously
in out-of-home care and non-foster care free
and reduced lunch (FRL) youth has remained
close while enrollment for non-FRL and
non-foster care youth has stayed above 60
percent. These numbers reflect only non-disabled students.
Note: Data for post-secondary or college enrollment
and completion rates were obtained for public two- and
four-year post-secondary institutions, but data were not
available for students who attended private or out-ofstate schools. For post-secondary enrollment, students
are counted if they received academic credit for at least
one course.
For college completion, the data currently only tracks up
to four years after high school graduation.

GRAPH 14
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COMPLETED POST-SECONDARY DEGREE

Partners for Our Children

When we look at the completion rate among
these same populations, we see a different
story — for the youth graduating from high
school in the 2006/2007 school year, the
post-secondary completion rate (completion
of either an associate’s or bachelor’s degree)
was the lowest for youth previously in outof-home care — while this is only reporting
one year of data, this should be closely monitored to better understand if this is a trend
from year-to-year. If so, it will be important
to address this issue and better support former foster youth while in college.

Notes About Educational Data
SSHB 1566 required reporting on data that Partners for Our Children
initially did not have access to. Therefore, we have created a strong
partnership with the Center for Education Data & Research (CEDR) —
also based at the UW — to help us in the calculations and reporting
of the information required by the bill. CEDR is a national leader in
the analysis of administrative educational data and uses data from
Washington’s Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction (OSPI)
and the Education Research and Data Center (ERDC).
While this relationship has been extremely fruitful and led to the successful fulfilment of the bill requirements, there are several areas in
which we seek to improve reporting capabilities over the next year:

1. AVAILABILITY OF CURRENT DATA: Access to data can be
costly and time consuming. In the next year, we seek to expand
data-sharing agreements in order to facilitate reporting of more
measures using the most recent data available, including the
results of a current assessment study, WaKIDS, which was not
available for this report, and
2. REPRESENTATIVENESS OF DATA: We want to report on a
more representative sample of children in out-of-home care within
the education system. Assuming that resources are available, this
could mean flagging children in out-of-home care within OSPI data
for a decade or more, which would allow us to better track outcomes for these children.

SSHB 1566 also asks that POC not only report on the measurements
identified in the bill, but also identify strengths and weaknesses in
current practice and recommend strategies or necessary resources for
improvement. In the interest of making evidence-based recommendations, POC is delaying recommendations for policy and practice
until next year. While data in this report are helpful and will serve
as a baseline to help guide educational out-of-home care interventions in the near term, we strongly believe more data is required in
order to make specific recommendations on policy changes or resource allocations.
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