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SAFETY RE-ASSESMENT
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active.
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SAFETY RE-ASSESMENT

. If a safety threat is active now:

a. Describe the active safety threat(s), identify which
children are affected, and which caregivers or other
ults are involved. Describe any progress toward
iating the safety threat(s).
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Group Assignments

Case Review/Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2010
3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010

3 Month Case Review 06/28/2010
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Group 1

Approval Date

Case Review Type

Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012
3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010
3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012

Sllde 17 'If a safety threat is not currently active, but had been active at any

ime since the last assessment of safety was completed.

Jade and Jacoby were in need of permanency. Both children had witnessed
domestic violence between their mother and step-dad leading to a protection
order against step-dad. The CPO was violated and step-dad was permitted back
in the home. On August 01, 2010, both children were removed from their
biological mother’s home and placed together into foster care. On November
10, 2009, Jade was transported to her paternal Grandmother (PGM), who
resides in a different county, as a pre-placement until a court hearing could be
set. PGM successfully completed a home study in her county and is caring for
Jade at this time. Jacoby has been placed with biological father until Mason
County Children Services can complete the home study process. Both children
are in_safe nurturing environments with family who are g to provide for
their need of food, shelter, education, supervision, medical, psychological and
social needs. Continued involvement is needed until the determination of a
court hearing date to transfer custody of Jacoby to his father and Jade to PGM.
At the court hearing on March 1, 2011, Jacoby’s father was awarded legal
custody of his son, and PGM, was awarded legal custody of Jade. During the
life of this case the following services were provided to the families: Case
management/case services, requests for home studies to other counties,
visitation, transportation, case planning, referrals to community resources as
well as ensuring the safety of the children by making monthly foster home
visits. o
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Group 2

Case Review Type Approval Date

Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012
3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010

3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012
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Sllde 19 a safety threat is not currently active, but had been active at any.
e since the last assessment of safety was completed.

Jade and Jacoby were in need of permanency. Both children had
witnessed domestic violence between their mother and step-dad
leading to a protection order against step-dad. The CPO was violated
and step-dad was permitted back in the home. On August 01, 2010,
both children were removed from their biological mother’s home and
placed together into foster care. On November 10, 2009, Jade was
transported to her paternal Grandmother (PGM), who resides in a
different county, as a pre-placement until a court hearing could be set.
PGM successfully completed a home study in her county and is
caring for Jade at this time. Jacoby has been placed with biological
father until Mason County Children Services can complete the home
study process. Both children are in safe nurturing environments with
family who are willing to provide for their need of food, shelter,
education, supervision, medical, psychological and social needs.
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Approval Date

Case Review Type
Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012

3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010
3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012
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. A safety threat is active now.

a. Describe the active safety threat(s), identify which children are
affected, and which caregivers or other adults are involved.
Describe the progress toward alleviating the safety threat(s).
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Describe the present protective capacities of each caregiver and
lighlight significant changes that may have occurred since the last
essment of safety was completed.

Jade and Jacoby are currently in an agency approved licensed
foster home where their basic needs are being met. The Agency
is continuing to work with their natural mother towards
reunification. An Uncle from Wetzel County has come forward
and is interested in caring for both children. A referral for a
home study is being requested.

e the present vulnerability of each child and highlight
anges that may have occurred since the last assess|

Jacoby and Jade are able to verbalize any neglect/abuse;
however, their ages make them dependent on adults to meet
their basic needs. The children were removed from the natural
mother and placed into foster care where all of their daily needs
are met.

Group 4

Case Review Type Approval Date

Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012
3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010

3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012

2. If a safety threat is not currently active, but had been active at
any time since the last of safety was

Describe the safety threat and then summarize the information

that demonstrates safety threat resolution, sufficient safety threat
duction and/or i ities necessary to

protect the child(ren) from serious harm.

The natural mother had been violating the protective supervision
order placed over the children, Jade and Jacoby. She refused several

drug screens, would not allow the Agency to have access to the
children on a monthly basis and had a known felon residing in the

home. The worker reviewed this information with the Agency's legal

department and it was determined that the children needed to be

removed from the home. The children were placed in the Agency's
custody on 8/01/2010 following an Ex-Parte. The children are
currently in an Agency approved foster home.
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Approval Date

Case Review Type
Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011

Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012

3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010
3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012
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A safety threat is not currently active.

. Describe new i ion obtained i i

Include information concerning any adult not interviewed for the
ety assessment.

A protective supervision order was obtained over the children on
May 01, 2010. The children’s natural Mother's husband has been
sentenced to 18 months in jail and is prohibited from having any
contact with the children. The Natural Mother has agreed to
comply with this agency and follow through with case plan goals
to reduce the risk of harm to the children.

ew information obtained regarding child vulner:
tion concerning any child not interviewed

Jade and Jacoby are unable to protect themselves due to their
ages. They must rely on the adults in the home to provide for
their basic needs. The children have witnessed domestic
violence in their home increasing their level of vulnerability.
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Safety
Factors

Child Safety

Protective
Capacities
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Safety Factors

A child has received serious, inflicted, physical harm.

A caretaker has not, cannot, or will not protect the child from potential serious harm,
including harm from other persons having familial access to the child.

A caretaker or other person having access to the child has made a credible threat
which would result in serious harm to the child.

‘The behavior of any member of the family, or other person having access to the child,
is violent and/or out of control.

Acts of family violence pose an immediate and serious physical and/or emotional
danger to the child.

Drug and/or alcohol use by any member of the family, or other person having access
to the child, suggests that the child is in immediate danger of serious harm.

Behavior(s) of any member of the family, or any person having access to the child, is
symptomatic of mental or physical illness or disability that suggests the child is in

immediate danger of serious harm. 2%

Safety Factors

Acaretaker is unwilling or unable to meet the child's immediate needs for sufficient
supervision, food, clothing, and/or shelter to protect child from immediate danger of
serious harm.

Household envi hazard: that the child is in of
serious harm.

Any member of the family, or other person having access to the child, describes or
acts toward the child in predominantly o extremely negative terms and/or has.
extremely unrealistic expectations of the child.

‘The family refuses access to the child or there is reason to believe the family will flee.

A caretaker has an unconvincing or insufficient explanation for the child’s serious
jury or physical condition.

A caretaker is uni

ing or unable to meet the child's immediate and serious physical
or mental health needs.

child sexual is suspected suggest that
child may be in immediate danger of serious harm. »

RSONS/MASTER

FAMILY
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2. If a safety threat is not currently active, but had been active at

any time since the last of safety was

Describe the safety threat and then summarize the information
that demonstrates safety threat resolution, sufficient safety threat
i i ities necessary to

and/or p
protect the child(ren) from serious harm.

There was a domestic violence incident between
Sherry and her husband, John, in front of Jade

and Jacoby at their home. Jade, age 7, called the
police. John was arrested and charged. A court
order was issued on April 20, 2010, prohibiting
John from living in the home and being around

the children.
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2. If a safety threat is not currently active, but had been active at
any time since the last of safety was

Describe the safety threat and then summarize the information
that demonstrates safety threat resolution, sufficient safety threat
i i ities necessary to

and/or p
protect the child(ren) from serious harm.

John Parsons was court ordered out of the home due to domestic
violence with his wife, Sherry. He was ordered to wear an ankle
monitor and reside temporarily at another address. However, John
continued to live in the home with his wife, Sherry, and her children.
On May 1, 2010, Sherry and John were involved in another domestic
violence incident outside of the home. The incident did not take
place in the home or in front of the children. John was placed in jail
and was taken to the hospital due to her sustained injuries. The
children were placed with the maternal grandmother until the safety
threats were reduced. Sherry must have supervised contact with the
children at this time. John is in jail, he is being held without bond.
3
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Safety
Factors

Child Safety Child

Vulnerability

Protective
Capacities
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Vulnerability of the Child

Provocativeness of the child’s
behavior or temperament

Physical appear, size, an
robustness

Special needs:
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Child’s Past Experience

¥ History of maltreatment and/or chronic

neglect
Repeated victimization

s not talk about past abuse/negle

ue to ongoing maltre
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Physical
Physical Needs
hysical Developm
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Emotional
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Powerless Sen
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Cognitive

isability
ility to recognize abuse/neglect
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Behavioral
Provocative
Defiant
esists parental authority
ks negative attention
provocative behavi
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Case Review Type ApprovalDate;

Case Review Closure 03/15/2011
3 Month Case Review 01/04/2011
Semiannual Administrative Review 09/28/2012
3 Month Case Review 09/07/2010

3 Month Case Review 06/28/2012
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SI | d e 46 safety threat is active now.

. Describe the active safety threat(s), identify which children are
affected, and which caregivers or other adults are involved.
escribe the progress toward alleviating the safety threat(s).
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escribe the present protective capacities of each caregiver and
light significant changes that may have occurred since the last
ment of safety was completed.

ulnerability of each child
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Quiality Contacts = Quality
Assessments

eYourT
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Acknowledge difficult
ing and encourage o
honest discussi
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consistent, persiste
d follow throu
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Use mirroring

Slide 62

Slide 63

Reassess Safety and Risk

Observe
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SECTION X

nificati

Family members
information

d Presen

Section 2: Assessing Past
and Present Safety

were the original safety issues that resulted in the child(ren)’s
t?

inal safety issues been altered or reduced to a
trol within the family is probable?
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Section 3: Assessing Past
and Present Safety

A. Does the child(ren) di ate an P of
the reunification plan?

oes the parent/guardian/custodian demonsti
cceptance of the reunification plan?

e parent/guardian/custodian hav.
vide for the child(ren)’s
il helter, medi

Section 3: Assessing Past
and Present Safety

D. Are the parent/guardian/custodian and/or other household
members willing and able to use their protective capacities,
urces and strengths to provide sufficient support to the

ring visits, has the parent/quardian/custodian
strated an ability to meet the child(ren)’s need for s

the child(ren)’s presence within the family:

or concerns related
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Section 2: Assessing Past
and Present Safety

w;re the original safety issues that resulted in the child(ren)’s
ent:

e original safety issues been altered or reduced to a s
‘control within the family is probable?

Section 3: Assessing Past
and Present Safety

es the child(ren) d ate an
unification plan?

he parent/guardian/custodian dem
nce of the reunification plan?

SACWIS Knowledge Base
http://ifskb.com/sacwis/
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