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Trends in Foster Care and Adoption--FY 1998-FY 2007
(Based on data submitted by states as of September 1, 2008)

Source: AFCARS data, U.S. Children's Bureau, Adminstration for Children, Youth and Families
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In Care 9/30 Entries Exits Waiting TPR Adopted Served
OFY 1998 559000 299000 257000 125000 60000 37000 817000
WFY 1999 567000 293000 250000 130000 72000 47000 812000
OFY 2000 552000 293000 272000 134000 73000 51000 811000
OFY 2001 545000 296000 269000 130000 66000 51000 813000
EFY 2002 523000 295000 278000 134000 77000 53000 800000
OFY 2003 510000 289000 278000 131000 76000 51000 787000
HFY 2004 507000 298000 280000 131000 74000 52000 786000
FY 2005 511000 307000 287000 130000 78000 52000 797000
HFY 2006 509000 303000 290000 129000 80000 51000 799000
mEFY 2007 496000 293000 287000 130000 84000 51000 783000
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Trend in Number of Children in Foster Care
(one day count in thousands)
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Trend in Foster Care Rate
(number of children in care/1,000 children in the population)
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Trend for Major Racial/Ethnic Groups Entering Care
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Trend in Removal Age
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Trend in Circumstances Associated with Removal
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Trend for Major Racial/Ethnic Groups in Care on September 30
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Trend in Most Recent Case Plan Goal at the End of the Fiscal Year

60%
50% - 49%
43%
40% A
30% -
23%
20%
20% -
10% 900
10% - () 8%
7% 0
°" 4% 4% 4% : 5% o O 0%
3% ’ 36 "
" ol e B
R eunify with Live with Other Adoption Guardianship Long Term Foster Emancipation Case Plan Goal
Parent(s) or Relative(s) Care Not Yet Established
Principal
Caretaker(s)

OFY 1998 WFY 2002 [OFY 2007

Please consult with author before quoting.



Trend for Major Racial/Ethnic Groups Exiting Care
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Trend in Discharge Reasons
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Trend in Mean Age at Exit
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Trend in Mean Length of Stay
(in months)
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Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Family Care

Notes:

Only relative and non-relative care with 1 of 3 permanency outcomes
(reunification, live with relative and guardianship) are included in the
following analysis.

Trends were examined. The major trend was that there was an increasing
percentage of children exiting to guardianship from relative care between
FY 1998 and FY 2007.
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Circumstances Associated with Removal for Children Exiting Care
from Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes

(FY 2007)
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Distribution of Number of Entries for Children Exiting Care from
Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes

(FY 2007)
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Distribution of Family Structures from Which Children were Removed for Those Exiting Care
from Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes
(FY 2007)
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Percentage of Children Exiting Care From an Inter-State Placement
from Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes

(FY 2007)
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Distribution of Largest Racial/Ethnic Groups Exiting Care from
Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes
(FY 2007)
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Mean Age at Removal and Discharge for Children Exiting Care
from Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes

(FY 2007)
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(FY 2007)

Relative Foster Home Non-Relative Foster Home

Please consult with author before quoting.

23




90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Distribution of Three Permancy Outcomes for Children Exiting Care
from Relative vs. Non-Relative Foster Homes

(FY 2007)

80%

30%

Reunification with Parent(s) or Primary
Caretaker(s)

Living with Other Relative(s)

ORelative Foster Home B Non-Relative Foster Home

Please consult with author before quoting.

21%

Guardianship

24




What to Remember

The decline in the number of children in foster care and the foster care rate has resumed,
mostly as a result of the decline in entries.

The percentage of entries who are Hispanic, less than 1 year old, and have neglect or parental
drug abuse as a circumstance of removal is increasing. Among children in foster care on
September 30, the percentage who are African-American is decreasing, the percentage of
Hispanic children is increasing, and the percentage with a goal of reunification is increasing.

Among children exiting foster care, there has been a decline in the percentage who reunify, an
increase in the percentage who went to guardianship and who emancipated, and a small
decline in their length of stay.

There are very few substantial differences between children’s demographic or case _
characteristics between those who exited care from a relative foster home vs. a non-relative
foster home to reunification, a relative, or guardianship. Among the notable ones are:

1. Of those children exiting from a relative foster home, almost one half (49%) were reunified, 30%
stayed with the relative and more than one in five (21%) were discharged to guardianship
compared to those exiting from a non-relative foster home at 80%, 13% and 7% respectively.

2. Children exiting from relative foster homes compared to those exiting from non-relative foster
homes are 4 times more likely to be exiting from an inter-state placement, and have styed in care
much longer, and average of 13 vs. 9 months.

3. Children exiting from relative foster homes compared to non-relative foster homes are more likely
to have parental drug abuse as a circumstance of removal, less likely to have parent inability to
cope as circumstance of removal, more frequently were removed from unmarried couples
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