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Suggestion: To begin your report, consider incorporating a statement that aligns with your purpose for engaging in system improvement work and fostering a learning community. This introductory statement can serve as a compelling opening for your report.

DEPENDENCY FILINGSSources of Data: Fact Finding Excel, DPP Filing -OROD Month sheet, Dep Graph sheet



Overview of what the data are telling you about the filings and children coming into your system. Description Example: Figure 1 shows the number of dependency cases filed in Washington’s courts annually for children (ages 0-17) for the last six years. Since 2018, at 4,601, the number of dependency filings has been declining annually, reaching a historic low in 2022. The pace of decline accelerated during the COVID-19 pandemic (between 2019 and 2020), when the number of dependency petitions dropped 24% a year. The end of the pandemic, however, did not stop this decline. The number of dependency filings decreased from the prior year for both 2021 and 2022. The decrease observed from 2020 to 2021 was approximately 10% percent, and the decrease from 2021 to 2022 was 12%. 


Create a similar graph for your court. When analyzing trends in dependency filings, it is important to take into consideration the local context and factors that may be contributing to variations in trends cross different regions in the state. Use the data to tell the court partners what is being learned through the data. 

FIGURE 1:  DEPENDENCY COURT FILINGS, BY YEAR FOR THE STATE  
[image: ]



[bookmark: _Hlk143186872]You can create graphs and charts specific to what you want to highlight and what story you want to tell.  Some examples of what you can report are presented below: 1) Fillings broken out by quarter; 2) Fillings by designation, or 3) Fillings by DCYF office. The iDTR allows you to identify the office the filing was from.





DEMOGRAPHICS OF DEPENDENCY FILINGS
Analyzing demographics of your filings can help tell your story and understand the families in your system. For example, Figure 2 shows the number of dependency petitions for infants filed between 2017 and 2020.Description Example: The analysis of statewide dependency filings by age reveals that cases involving infants (>1) consistently constituted the largest proportion of dependency filings each year since 2018. However, it is noteworthy that there has been a 35% decline in the number of filings involving infants between 2018 and 2022, from 1,277 to 832 (Figure 2).
Sources of Data: Fact Finding Excel, DPP Filing - OROD Month sheet, Dep Graph sheet, Perm Outcomes Excel
DEP Child Demo sheet, Dep Filing Rates by Race

 
FIGURE 2: DEPENDENCY COURT FILINGS INVOLVING INFANTS, BY YEAR   

Description Example: In 2022, Washington's courts received a total of 832 dependency cases involving children aged 0-17, with infants comprising 34% of these cases (Figure 3). Additionally, when considering infants and toddlers together (ages 0-3), they accounted for 47% of all dependency filings. 



FIGURE 3: 2022 DEPENDENCY FILINGS, BY AGE 
How does this data look in your county?



You can choose to create graphs and charts that highlight the specific message you want to convey. Additionally, think about the narrative or story you intend the data to communicate. Some examples of what you can report are presented below: 1) Fillings broken out by age and 2) Fillings broken out by race.  





Description Example 2: Changes in the distribution of dependency cases among different racial and ethnic groups: 
· The number of filings involving Caucasian children decreased from 200 in 2010 to 124 in 2020. 
· The number of filings involving Black children decreased from 160 in 2010 to 82 in 2020. 
· The number of filings involving Hispanic children decreased from 89 in 2010 to 46 in 2020. 

Relative Changes: in addition to the absolute numbers, you can calculate percentage changes to understand relative shifts over time. 

.

Description Example 1: Dependency filings vary across different age groups (<1, 1-2 years old, 3-5 years old, 6-11 years old, 12-17 years old, and >17). Infants consistently account for the highest number of dependency petitions filed each year, although there has been a 17% decrease in petitions involving infants from 2017 to 2020. 
For children aged 6-11 years, there was a 10% decline in filings between 2017 and 2019. This decline continued into 2020, likely due to the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

In addition to just telling how many times different races are involved in dependency filings, you can also show how often it happens compared to the total number of people in each racial or ethnic group. Graph below shows King’s fillings rates per 1,000 by race, 2010-2019. 
Comparing the racial breakdown for your county helps you identify disproportionalities in your system. Regional variations in demographics can play a role in county-level variation in dependency filings. Counties with larger populations of specific racial and ethnic groups may have higher filing rates for those groups simply due to the greater number of children from those demographics residing in the county.  Description Example: In King County, American Indian/Alaska Native (AI/AN), Black, and multiracial children consistently had higher filing rates compared to White, Hispanic/Latino, Asian/PI children, and Multi-racial.  From 2010 to 2016, AI/AN children had the highest filing rates. Since 2017, Black children had either the highest rates or rates comparable to AI/AN children (in 2019). In 2019, the filing rate for AI/AN children (3.66 per 1,000) was 3.66 times higher than that of White children (1 per 1,000). The same year, the filing rate for Black children (3.40 per 1,000) was 3.40 times higher than that of White children. Asian and Pacific Islander children had the lowest filing rates every year from 2010 to 2019.

Sources of Data: Perm Outcomes Excel, Dep Filing Rates by Race


[image: ]



DEPENDENCY FILINGS VS DISMISSALS
Showing your court partners the filings and dismissals allows them to see trend for caseloads within the dependency court system.Description Example: In 2017 and 2018, the number of dependency petitions filed exceeded the number of dismissals, suggesting a growing caseload within the dependency court system. However, there has been a notable shift in the subsequent years. Following a peak in 2019, with 4,876 dismissals, the number of dismissals has consistently exceeded the number of filings. For example, in 2022, a total of 2,589 dependency petitions were filed, whereas the number of dismissals reached 3,317. 
Sources of Data: Fact Finding Excel, DPP Filings _OROD Month, Dismissal Cnts




[bookmark: _Hlk134363427]FIGURE 8: DEPENDENCY FILINGS AND DISMISSALS, 2017-2022

Another way to show dependency filings with the filing rates and dismissal counts with a comparison to the child population for your county is through the Filing Count Rates.Sources of Data: Fact Finding Excel, Filling Count Rate sheet 





[image: ]TIMELINESS MEASURES
Review dependency timeliness indicator data for the current quarter and compare to the prior quarter and year.  Help your court partners understand what the data is telling them for each timeliness measure.
Examples of what you can share with your court partners about the data;
· How is your county preforming?  Do you notice changes as compared to the past quarter/year?
· What measure(s) is your county preforming well in?
· What measure(s) might require your attention and or the attention of your cross-system teams?  
· What are possible reasons for what you observe?  What more do you need to know to understand the data story?
· How does your county compare to the state and comparable counties in your region and state?
· Is your county meeting your benchmarks set by your dependency court partner workgroups?

Fact FindingSources of Data: Fact Finding Excel: Fact Finding: filter for A, B, D Compliant, Non-Compliant, Non-Compliant -Due, No Fact-Finding Codes to get the correct compliance %. 

Summary Outcome Measures Dashboard - select on the dash the counties, state, FJCIP etc. that you want to compare in your graph. Summary Outcomes Graph sheet -will be able to copy and paste or snip the graphs created for you. 


You can use graphs, similar to those displayed here, to visualize your data and make comparisons with all FJCIP courts and other counties in the state. These visuals provide a clear way for your court partners to assess how your performance aligns with trends across the state. 


OBJECTIVE 1:  Fact-Finding within 75 Days




First Dependency ReviewSources of Data: Review Hearing Excel, First Review Hearing sheet; filter for A, B, D
Compliant, Non-Compliant, Non-Compliant Due, No RH Codes


OBJECTIVE 2:  Review Hearings Every Six Months


Permanency Planning Hearings Sources of Data: Perm Planning Excel Perm Planning 12mnth; filter for A, B, E
Compliant, Non-Compliant., Non-Compliant -Due, No Perm Plan Code


OBJECTIVE 3:  Permanency Planning Hearing within 12 Months




Termination Petitions within 15 monthsSources of Data: TPR Adoptions Excel, TPR Pet 15mnth; filter for A, B, F, G
Compliant, Compliant Good Cause Found, Non-compliant by 15 months, Non-Compliant -due, no term pet codes


OBJECTIVE 5:  Termination of Parental Rights Petition filed Within 15 Months of Out-of-Home Care


Permanency OutcomesSources of Data: Perm Outcomes Exit from care sheet and Median months to outcome sheets


OBJECTIVE 4:  Permanency Achieved Before 15 Months Out-of-Home Care



PERMANENCY OUTCOMES, MEASURED BY EXITS
[bookmark: _Hlk143190579]Within the dependency court system, there are multiple avenues for children to exit the system such as adoption, legal guardianship, and reunification with parents. You can talk about the exits by type (Table 9) as well as by race and ethnicity (Figure 9). Description Example: In 2022, a total of 3,158 exits from out-of-home care were recorded. Among these exits, 55% involved reunification with parents, 26% were through adoption, and 7% were achieved through legal guardianships (Table 9).
Sources of Data: Perm Outcomes Excel, Exits from care sheet
*be sure to select year you want to review in row 7 Episode Exit year


TABLE 9:  STATEWIDE EXITS BY TYPE, 2022 
	
	N 
	%

	Reunification 
	1,722
	55%

	Adoptions
	809
	26%

	Emancipation 
	184
	6%

	Guardianship
	232
	7%


Data extracted: 2/6/2023Description Example: In 2022, the highest proportion of cases statewide that resulted in reunification was observed among Hispanic/Latino children, as shown in Figure 9. Specifically, 63% of cases involving Hispanic/Latino children ended with successful reunification. In comparison, the proportions of reunification for Black, American Indian/Alaska Native (AI/AN), and White children were 51%, 56%, and 58% respectively (see Dashboard, Permanency outcome here). 





FIGURE 9:  2022 REUNIFICATION PROPORTIONS, BY RACE AND ETHNICITY 

Data extracted: 2/6/2023



Courts and their partners may be interested in understanding how children leave the system. Here's an example of how you can simplify the information in the iDTR for sharing. You can show percentages of children exiting care by race and ethnicity across various exit types.Sources of Data: Perm Outcomes Excel Exits by Race and Ethnicity


Exits from care in 2020, based on racial breakdown, are as follows:

	PERCENTAGES
	AI/AN
	Asian/PI
	Black
	White
	Hispanic
	Multi-AI/AN
	Multi-Black
	Multi-Other

	Adoption
	4
	4
	23
	35
	9
	6
	13
	6

	Aged Out
	2
	4
	27
	21
	20
	11
	13
	4

	Guardianship
	6
	24
	15
	18
	6
	12
	9
	9

	Reunification
	3
	5
	18
	35
	15
	7
	16
	1



[image: ]







Description Example: The majority of adoptions involved white children, with 57%. Hispanic children accounted for 14% of these adoptions, while Black children comprised 9%, and multi-racial children/other made up another 2%. (see Dashboard, Permanency outcome here). 




The Dash also has additional resources race/ethnicity data. DependencyDashboard | Tableau Public
[image: ]This tool will allow you to use filters by outcome types, by race/ethnicity for your county, other counties, as well as the state.

[image: ]

Adoptions
You can use graphs, similar to those displayed here, to visualize your adoptions data and make comparisons with all FJCIP courts and other counties in the state. Sources of Data: TPR Adoption Excel Adoption 6mnth sheet; filter for A, B Median Adoption 6months sheet


OBJECTIVE 6:  Adoption Completed Within Six Months of Termination Order



Re-Dependency

You can provide data on the percentage of DEP filings involving a child with a prior case that was later dismissed. This information can be valuable for your local team when working with these families, highlighting potential gaps in services or support from previous cases.Sources of Data: ReDepepdency Excel Workbook, Prior Dependency Case, Time to Prior Months; filter by Prior DEP Dismissal Reason -unselect Order of Dependency -Not Established, Prior DEP County Same -unselect No. 

Example Description: Between 2019 and 2022, there was a slight increase in the percentage of petitions with prior dependency from 10% in 2019 to 11.7% in 2022. 

While the increase isn't substantial, it's important for us to keep an eye on this trend and monitor it closely.






[image: ]DEPENDENCY SYSTEM PROJECTS AND GOALS

In this section review your dependency projects and progress towards your goals:


· Share your innovations: Highlight any innovative approaches or strategies your team has implemented in the realm of dependency. Explain who is supporting this work and how it contributes to your overall goals.

· Measurable outcomes: Provide data, if available, on measurable outcomes related to your dependency projects. This could include statistics on improvements, successes, or any positive changes resulting from your initiatives.

· Address challenges and solutions: Acknowledge any challenges your team has encountered during implementation of these projects. Alongside these challenges, offer possible solutions or strategies you're exploring to overcome them.

· Workgroup updates: Share updates on any workgroups that are focused on dependency. Mention upcoming meetings, training opportunities, and ways for team members to get involved.

· Visual elements: Consider incorporating photos into your report. They can add a personal touch and help illustrate the work being done, especially for team members who may not be in the courthouse regularly.

By covering these points, you can provide a comprehensive overview of your dependency projects and engage your team in discussions about progress, challenges, and opportunities for improvement.



Example 1: QUARTERLY FILINGS

Qtr 1	
2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	213	223	205	200	243	170	204	209	212	187	121	Qtr 2	
2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	201	214	216	240	304	221	188	202	191	240	110	Qtr 3	
2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	173	205	183	213	178	204	175	182	183	209	100	Qtr 4	
2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	209	189	239	231	212	259	157	204	207	198	110	



Example 2: FILINGS BY DESIGNATION

Kent	
2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	344	405	507	499	323	283	254	279	135	Seattle	
2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	430	420	409	296	352	514	445	420	279	


Example 3: DCYF Filings By Office

King South	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	352	349	75	King South East	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	67	128	98	92	46	King South West	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	102	141	156	127	89	King East	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	148	120	118	141	145	95	100	King West	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	168	91	104	128	104	85	53	MLK	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	168	135	106	111	111	147	56	OICW	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	75	70	71	52	60	67	60	White Center	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	5	30	28	21	25	26	10	



Count of DPP Filings	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	1277	1145	1066	1013	832	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	Year Total	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	

2022	
<	 1 years	1-2 years 	3-5 years 	6-11 years 	12-17 years 	0.34	0.13	0.16	0.2	0.18	

Example 1: Filings by Age 

<	1	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	183	215	201	214	226	219	180	208	198	216	173	1 to 2	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	119	98	124	116	130	108	96	93	109	72	52	3 to 5	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	129	124	172	150	140	114	97	120	119	112	56	6 to 11	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	179	190	207	225	245	205	181	190	162	171	64	12 to 17	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	186	199	130	171	192	205	166	182	183	172	91	>	17	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0	5	6	9	4	0	2	1	0	3	3	



Example 2: Filings by Race

Hispanic	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	89	87	60	113	142	87	69	68	112	99	46	Caucasian	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	200	226	276	246	265	292	225	257	240	209	124	Asian	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	32	41	24	45	55	47	44	53	37	38	10	Black	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	163	165	144	199	172	137	137	166	144	131	82	Native American	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	21	33	35	28	28	21	23	16	11	14	4	Multiracial - Native American	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	53	68	107	73	43	57	47	41	57	82	53	Multiracial - Black	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	72	72	72	90	109	94	66	75	86	81	53	Multiracial - Other	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	21	15	7	17	27	31	38	28	21	17	8	



Entries	
2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	4978	4601	4280	3251	2941	2589	Exists 	
2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	4709	4521	4876	4393	3858	3317	


Number and Rate of DEP and TER Filings Per Year
Includes Dismissal Counts and Case Counts Showing Activity	
	Washington State	
DEP Petition Filings	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	4864	4830	4976	4601	4282	3251	2941	2589	Dismissal Counts	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	4755	4420	4706	4486	4822	4393	3858	3317	TER Petition Filings	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	1757	1883	2049	1901	1475	1298	1024	946	Cases With Activity Counts	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	15645	15728	16254	16191	15892	14295	12877	11388	DEP Filing Rate per 1000	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	3.0347666397661808	2.971168208160611	3.0181935689331025	2.7619214081546746	2.5456197107869252	1.9252498501728048	1.7420911372520214	1.522787106245721	TER Filing Rate per 1000	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	1.0962345777280385	1.1583249970944989	1.2428212666286027	1.141145967594444	0.87687741088526727	0.76867865442150118	0.60656284411631078	0.55641429220102445	


FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.6869679109364768	0.69244935543278086	0.72203274215552526	0.67067137809187272	0.49128751210067761	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.54579673776662485	0.4749034749034749	0.60479797979797978	0.47389558232931728	0.25450901803607212	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.79161205766710352	0.83549222797927458	0.7725040916530278	0.77013422818791955	0.6831275720164609	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.68335727477939667	0.68065729558503263	0.69532100108813921	0.65047420772611619	0.47002684163435732	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.8335199701381113	0.83728813559322035	0.86418269230769229	0.84738134206219318	0.70927723840345192	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.66666666666666674	0.58803418803418805	0.71186440677966101	0.66297468354430378	0.36432160804020097	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.90802919708029195	0.93389592123769338	0.91428571428571426	0.88505747126436785	0.8393574297188755	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.81549904030710163	0.80964828897338403	0.84852310022721544	0.81936533767290487	0.66631243358129655	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.88324233515329698	0.88311688311688319	0.89035274118147045	0.88503155996393146	0.74383983572895274	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.74608695652173906	0.7489539748953975	0.76855123674911663	0.81105169340463457	0.4242424242424242	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.9360967184801382	0.93533123028391174	0.96269982238010654	0.90927835051546391	0.88110403397027592	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.84811499864388395	0.8475089457748417	0.86408544726301739	0.85151953690303916	0.69062397909180007	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.65992647058823539	0.6631837738168409	0.66540404040404044	0.60135135135135132	0.50435413642960814	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.38082901554404147	0.33947368421052632	0.40571428571428569	0.39735099337748347	0.24869109947643978	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.72568578553615959	0.78378378378378377	0.75345622119815669	0.66176470588235292	0.54325259515570934	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.59976057462090981	0.60199203187250994	0.61291666666666667	0.53662842012356582	0.46275828928399809	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.30271828665568368	0.28131096371439718	0.27865761689291102	0.27340425531914891	0.25606796116504854	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.31362007168458783	0.22500000000000001	0.26547231270358307	0.21359223300970875	0.1674347158218126	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.28233151183970856	0.26619718309859158	0.26036484245439467	0.2291350531107739	0.26802218114602588	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.28362351753721926	0.27106949236076888	0.27479438800193517	0.26180836707152499	0.2414322250639386	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



%	
Hispanic/Latino	Asian/PI	 Black-Multi	AI/AN-Multi	White	AI/AN	 Multi-Other	 Black	0.63	0.61	0.6	0.59	0.57999999999999996	0.56000000000000005	0.54	0.51	

FJCIP	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.35439900867410157	0.26309226932668328	0.27455121436114044	0.32005141388174807	King	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.22543352601156069	0.1	5.909090909090909E-2	0.18548387096774191	Pierce	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.53623188405797106	0.40217391304347827	0.3991031390134529	0.49206349206349209	State	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	0.36838180462341535	0.26594090202177295	0.29252150893448048	0.31743421052631576	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	



Prior Dependency - 	State	
Prior DEP	
2018	2019	2020	2021	2022	2023	0.10541186698543795	9.9602525134440026E-2	0.10827437711473392	0.10710642638558314	0.11660912926735711	0.12063227953410982	
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