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Coordinator:
Thank you for standing by and welcome to today's conference. At this time all participants will be in a listen only mode.


Throughout today's presentation, if you do have a question you may go ahead and type in your question through the Web ex console.


Today's call is being recorded. If you have any objections you may disconnect.


I will introduce your conference host, Mr. Miguel Vieyra. Sir, you may begin.

Miguel Vieyra:
Good afternoon everyone. But I'm going to go ahead and get started because we have a lot to cover today.


I want to thank you all for joining us on today's Webinar where we'll be taking our first glimpse at the national picture of youth and transition, provided by a new reporting system here at the Children's Bureau called the National Youth and Transition Database, also called NYTD or NYTD for short. You'll probably hear us say that a lot today.


As the operator mentioned, my name is Miguel Vieyra. And I am the Lead Federal Staff in charge of implementing NYTD. And I'm very excited to help kick off this Webinar with Tammy White who is our Lead Analyst for NYTD with our Data Team here at the Children's Bureau. And I want to thank Tammy for being a part of this presentation, for all her preparations for this Webinar.


Before we begin I just want to say a couple of words of introduction. This is the moment. It's really been 12 years in the making. So the Foster Care Independence Act was signed into law in '99. And we finished our pilot test and rule making.


Well recently this Webinar is really the culmination of two and a half years of planning on the part of both states and the federal government to implement NYTD since the final rule was issued. And now after 18 months of data collection, here we are ready to take our first look at the data.


But a very thrilling moment for me and really for the whole Bureau and child welfare fields, so we're very excited to have this opportunity to talk about that with you today.


That said, this is just our first glimpse of the data, specifically we're just looking at the first survey wave for the first baseline cohorts. So our findings are going to be somewhat limited.


So we welcome your questions in this Webinar and also your feedback on our analysis. And in addition to what we share in this data presentation, we'll share some of our own ideas for next steps for future analysis.


But if there are other ideas you might have for us on how these data could be analyzed and used, particularly how you think that NYTD could be integrated with other data sets to learn more about youth transition. Or to assess future cohorts and future survey waves, you know, we welcome that feedback as well in this call.


I also want to take a moment to acknowledge the efforts of the many state and federal staff that have been involved in bringing NYTD to life. Our Commissioner, Bryan Samuels, is always quick to say that by nature NYTD is a partnership.


Both the federal and state levels bringing folks together from a variety of different disciplines, adults and young people to launch a different type of data collection effort. I think that's certainly been the case for NYTD since the final rule was issued.


Many of you probably know we have a federal steering committee that's been leading these efforts comprised of staff from across the Administration for Children and Families. And including our regional office staff who have been involved in not necessary crafting our own federal system that's collecting the data, but also in helping us craft and implement our national technical assistance strategy that's been designed to help states with their own implementation efforts.


And to help with that we also have our own training and technical network, including the National Resource Center for Child Welfare Data Technology and the National Resource Center for Youth Development who have all lent their topical expertise to assist states in designing their data collection efforts and reporting protocols. And also giving states advice about how to best involve young people in that process.


We also have a national forum for states to provide input to the federal team on our technical assistance strategies and our own enhancements to our system. And that's the NYTD technical working group. That's represented by seven states and including some young people as well. Some foster care alumni who serve on that committee. And again, provide input to the federal team on the direction of NYTD.


And I also want to mention that we have a lot of other young people that have been involved in helping us out along the way. We've consulted, regarding our NYTD implementation efforts, with a variety of folks, the Foster Club, the National Foster Care Youth and Alumni Policy Council.


The many young people who are representing the states at our annual NYTD conferences all have had a profound impact on the way the Children's Bureau has approached and implemented NYTD. And how we now view and make sense of these new data.


So we really owe a lot to our young leaders and to our many state and federal partners whose collective efforts really are all behind the data we're getting ready to review today. So I just want to take a moment to acknowledge those individuals.


Now on the slide you have in front of you you see the overview of where we're going to go today. I wanted to start the presentation by giving just a quick overview, about five to seven minutes about the history of NYTD and what it now requires of states.


And for some of you NYTD might be something new. So before we get into the actual data, we'll talk a little bit about what this data collection effort really is all about.


And then Tammy White from Data Team will walk us through the fiscal year 2011 data, the first year of NYTD data collection. And then we will take questions and hopefully get some good feedback from you on this presentation before I close with an overview of where we're going to go next with our analysis and our data dissemination.


Just a reminder, all lines are muted. So during and really throughout the Webinar you're free to use the question box on the right side of your screen, probably on the right side of the screen. Type in questions for us, and we'll do our best to address those questions at the very end of the presentation.


And at the end of the presentation if we have time, we will also open up the phone lines, or allow you to un-mute yourself so you can ask a question to us in person. But feel free to use the question box at any time. And we'll do our best to address your question as we go.


Let's go on to the next slide. So what is NYTD? NYTD is a new reporting system, the Children's Bureau uses that collects case level information on youths, the services they receive, as well as outcomes information on certain youth who are in foster care and youth who have aged out of foster care.


Together with the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System, or NCANDS and the Adoption and Foster Care Analysis and Reporting System, or AFCARS, NYTD really helps us complete a continuum of information on a youth trajectory in, through and now beyond foster care.


But what sets NYTD apart from other reporting systems at the Children's Bureau is that it is at least partly designed to elicit information directly from a population served by our programs through a survey.


The NYTD survey is really a valuable new source of information on the experiences of youth preparing to exit foster care. And now we can track that longitudinally on the youths as youths age out through this new data collection effort.


On the next slide this gives you a timeline of how NYTD came to be. As I kind of mentioned before, NYTD has its origins in the Foster Care Independence Act, established the Chafee program back in 1999. That dramatically expanded the size and scope of federal support for independent living programs.


Prior to that we really couldn't truly craft a national picture of transition youth because we had no standardized reporting formats for state independent living programs. We had no shared definitions of what constitutes a service.


And most importantly, we had little or no national data on what was happening to youth after they left foster care. So the Foster Care Independence Act was really passed to change that by requiring ACF, that's the Administration for Children and Families, to establish a new reporting system to collect information on transition.


We convened a national workgroup in 2000 to begin drafting - a draft of the elements that would comprise our data set, which we pilot tested in 2001. And fast forward to 2008, we have a final rule and a title, the National Youth and Transition Database, which was actually named by a foster care alumnus.


After that time we launched an intensive national technical assistance effort to prepare states to implement NYTD. We launched a data collection for NYTD on October 1, 2010. And the state submitted their first data file in May of 2011.


And I want to mention that in 2011 we also convened our first national group of foster youth and alumni youth at our annual NYTD conference, to help take a look at that first six months of data to give us some impressions on what we were getting out of the database at that point, even though it was really early.


And that was tremendously helpful. And that really has kind of shaped our direction to our analysis now. We not only have a full year and a full survey wave complete in 2011. We also launched our national technical working group.


That's the group that I mentioned before who will provide state and foster youth to provide input to the federal team on our technical assistance and strategy. And do some enhancements to our federal NYTD database. So that's just an overview of kind of how we came to this point.


Now I'll just talk a little bit more about the database itself. This is just a quick summary of what states have been collecting data on. So basically we're talking about three types of information today.


First thing is descriptive information on older youths, including demographics like their date of birth so we know their age, their sex, race and ethnicity. And certain characteristic information like their education level, whether they've been ever adjudicated delinquent.


We also collect information on 14 different service categories that states provide the youth. I put a sampling up here for you in that middle column. So we're definitely tracking academic support, career preparation, the budgeting, mentoring and a whole lost of other categories related to the support that states provide directly or indirectly to youths to help them transition to adulthood.


Finally, we collect outcomes information from a youth in foster care at age 17. And then follow up with those same youths at age 19 and 21. Specifically there are six outcome areas that we look at in the NYTD survey. And those are listed in the far right-hand column.


Financial self-sufficiency, education attainment, experience with homelessness, high-risk behaviors, youth connection with adults and their access to health insurance. And we'll talk more in detail about what those are a little bit later. But those are the outcome areas.


But as I mentioned before what really sets NYTD apart from other reporting systems is, and what makes it something more than the administrative data set is that we're really collecting outcomes information that represents the youth understanding of their own experiences through that NYTD survey.


So it's a really exciting opportunity for us and a different type of data collection effort for us. And we'll talk more about that in a moment.


In terms of data collection reporting schedule, I did want to briefly cover this because it's important to note the cohort model we use for NYTD. This is just for the first five years of implementation to give you a sense of how this data collection effort works.


But we do collect information on youth services. So all the service that he's received every six months. We collect that information every year from now on.


And then for the outcomes information we collect on a cohort basis starting in fiscal year 2011 with the first wave of 17-year-olds in foster care. So we surveyed every 17-year-old in foster care. And then we'll follow up with those youths at ages 19 and 21. So in 2013, which is coming up in October, we'll survey that same group again as they turn age 19.


I wanted to mention that because many youth age 19 will have aged out of foster care, as you can imagine and as many states on the phone probably know, that there's a lot of effort in that right now on the part of states to prepare for that effort. To locate and engage youths as they transition out of foster care.


And for - and starting in October, states are required actually to survey at least 80% of youths who are in foster care at age 19 and 21, and 60% of those youths who are no longer in foster care.


So in addition to wanting to really capture the broader set of experiences from youths who are transitioning out of foster care, there are also some penalties associated with not surveying the youths.


So that's very important. And that's why we've spent so much time and effort on the federal side to really help states prepare for that new data collection effort, which involves locating and engaging youths after they have left state care.


And now I - before I turn it over to Tammy, I wanted just to give you a snapshot of the size and scope of the database at this point. So, as of now, we have over 108,000 youth records in the database.


And that includes records of the youth of over 99,000 - almost 99,000 youths who have received services in fiscal year 2011. That's between October 2010 and December 30, 2011.


States reported the records of 20, almost 23,000 youth in foster care at age 17. That's what we call a baseline population. And we were able - states were able to survey over 17,000 of those young people.


And that gives us a nationwide participation rate of about 75%, which I think is really encouraging for the first round of NYTD surveys. Although as I mentioned before, states are going to have to survey at least 80% of those youths in foster care at age 19 starting in October.


So still some room for improvement, but all in all I think we're very pleased with the national implementation picture right now for NYTD thus far. And Tammy is going to now take us through - will take us a little deeper into the numbers now. So Tammy, with that I think I'm going to turn it over to you.

Tammy White:
Great thank you Miguel. Good afternoon everyone and thank you for joining the Webinar to get a first look at our NYTD data from Year 1. As Miguel said, I think we've got some great data. And a good response rate.


So this brief overview of Year 1 I think is pretty encouraging and can tell us a lot of where the young people are now at 17. But also perhaps give us some hints of what we'll see at 19 and 21.


So first, as Miguel had told you, there are two populations that we are focusing on in terms of analysis. And I'll go over the, what we call the served population first. And these are all youth receiving independent living services.


For that, as Miguel had said, there is just about almost 99,000 youth who were reported by the states. And these - this is information that states report to us. It's not information from the youth about the services they receive. These are just administrative data reported by states.


And to give you sort of a demographic sense of who they were, not surprising there were about equal numbers of males and females, just about half and half. A fairly diverse but predominantly representative, I think, population.  White youth were the majority, 56% were white and about a third African American and smaller of American Indian, Alaska Natives, 4%.


And then ethnicity about close to 20% was reported as being Hispanic. Age ranges varied by states in terms of the services that they provide for their youth. In general they run probably from as low to 14 to as high as 26.


I broke it down a little differently. Almost half were about 18 to 21-year-olds, which is I think is a particularly interesting range given the Fostering Connections Act, which will allow states to have youth stay in foster care up until 21 if they choose.


Almost half of the services were provided to 18 to 21. And 36% were age 16 to 17. So a little over a third were targeting, sort of, the younger youth, preparing them early for some independent living skills.


The vast majority were still in foster care, 72% of them were still in care at the time that they reported to have been receiving services. And about 1 in 5, 16% have contact with the Juvenile Justice System, which is one of our required sort of demographic information on whether a youth or young adult has/had - been adjudicated in a court for a crime.


But if you need any information on the definitions of NYTD you can go on and check out our - the federal register report, which gives all the federal definitions for these.


Looking at the scope of what - how many services were provided, over half had received three or more services, predominantly academic, employment and career preparation services. Just about 28% had received one service and then two services were about 16%. So pretty good distribution.


And the majority, a lot of youth are receiving multiple services in one year. And again that was - services that received - when they were reported within that six-month period of reporting. So it's not a lifetime of service that these were reported. It's only whether they received that service within that six-month reporting period. And this combines the entire fiscal year.


In general the types of services that were provided predominantly basic needs and educational vocational training were most often provided. As you can see almost 45% were receiving some type of academic report.


And as you get a lower independent living services it was probably the least, just over 10%. I think it was like 11 or 12% there. And mentoring services also slightly low at about 17%, I think that was between 15 and 20. So you can just sort of get a distribution of states providing, you know, academic, independent living, some employment services predominantly.


Just some highlights that I wanted to bring your attention too, as sort of the first cut for the first year. Close to 70% had received at least one independent living life skill service.


And I sort of put that in a budget management, housing management independent living-type category there. So it looks like the majority of them are really focusing on some life skills issues.


And about 46,000 were ages 14 to 17. And received the independent living assessment, which again is encouraging that some of the younger youth are being targeted for some of these services and being assessed early.


About half had received at least one educational support. And that was either an academic or post-secondary education support. And fewer than half, about 45% had received a career preparation or employment training service. Again, just within the report period year.


Overview of that, Miguel any - good time to pause for any service questions?

Miguel Vieyra:
Well I don't see any on the chat box. So I think we'll keep moving. And then we can open up for questions at the end.

Tammy White:
Great. Okay. And so moving into the next reporting population is what we call our baseline population, which are all 17-year-olds who were identified by the states as turning 17 in foster care.


They were surveyed, required to be surveyed, pretty much within 45 days of their 17th birthday. And so of the 20, almost 23,000 youth that states identified as being eligible, 17,000, about 75% of them actually participated in the survey.


Of those - just a quick look of those who didn't, approximately 9% had just declined to participate, 4% reported to be on runaway or missing status. And 9% were unable to be located or not invited at the time to meet the data collection.


And we're working with states. And we're learning that there are various reasons of why that particular item was chosen. And so I'd just be cautious about that 8% that as we work with states and look into it a little bit more, we'll get a better understanding of actually what that means. Because, you know, all these young youth are in foster care. So don't be alarmed that the 8% was not easily located or not invited.


And just a quick look to see if there were some differences between the responders and non-responders, I had at my disposal just the demographic information at this point, but there may be other ways to examine this.


But overall not much difference between those who completed the survey and those who did not. Demographically just about the same. The only potentially interesting piece was the - of those who were reported to be runaway and missing, about 38% of them were Hispanic, which is a larger Hispanic representation than any of the others. Just something interesting for states to look at and to possibly be aware of as they look to implement Phase 2 and look to survey the 19-year-olds.


And also that almost half of those who were unable to be located or invited were also receiving services. They showed up in the services part of the data reporting. So that's just an issue that you may want to - again, I think that goes to how states are using the unable to locate or invite item to report on.


So this is just again a discussion point. Something to be just aware of I think. But it will be a discussion point for states as they move forward.

Miguel Vieyra:
Great, Tammy, first of all can you just speak up a little bit louder?

Tammy White:
Sure, I apologize everyone.

Miguel Vieyra:
I'm sorry and we did get a question about from the chat box about sampling methodology. And maybe that person that asked that question can save it for the end.


But if the question's about sampling methodology used for the baseline population, and the answer is as Tammy mentioned that we survey - states are required to survey every 17-year-old foster care so that there was no sampling done in the baseline population. So I just want to clarify that as we kind of go through these numbers.

Tammy White:
Right, exactly. Overview of the demographics of these youths who were surveyed, about again similar to what you saw in the services population, about half and half, 50% males, 48% females.


And it's pretty much the same racial ethnic diversity, almost 60% were white, a little over a third African American, 3% of the others, American Indian and Alaska Native. And just about 19% Hispanic. So pretty reflective of the served population as well.


And these were - the survey really tries to get at baseline information at least at the 17. And then we will look at actual outcome changes at 19 and 21 on some, you know, outcome domains that we've identified that Miguel had gone through earlier.


And so just to give you a sense of what was said at 17 here. One of the key issues is the connection to adult that's becoming more and more apparent as research is being published out there that a youth that has a positive connection to adult really has a very strong protective factor against a whole host of issues.


And we're really hoping to see that this high percentage at 17 continues as they age. Ninety-three percent reported having a positive connection to an adult, which we think is a very encouraging baseline measure.


For educational attainment, again education is extremely important, especially for youth who are in foster care who have perhaps some education instability going on. And, you know, the states really need to work at getting youth to higher education if that's what they desire to do.


And we're really encouraged that 93% of them are currently enrolled and attending some type of school. So some, or perhaps a reflection of some solid school stability there. Eight percent reported already completing high school or had a GED.


Access to health insurance is another one that we want to watch a little less apparent in the baseline population since all youth in foster care are eligible for Medicaid and should receive Medicaid.


But this was almost more of a knowledge question in many ways. Eighty-one percent reported that they had Medicaid health insurance coverage, which is I think an encouraging statistic that they're actually aware of what type of health insurance they have.


Sixteen percent reported having some other type of insurance and only 5% reported not knowing if they had any health insurance at all.


And just to reiterate, for the connection, for some of these, especially for the high-risk behavior piece that I'll get into. Just keep in mind that these questions at age 17 are lifetime questions. Were you ever homeless? Have you ever been incarcerated?


So to give us a sense of where they are starting out. At 19 and 21 the question will be within the past two years have you been homeless, have you been incarcerated? So just to keep in mind that these are lifetime questions here at 17.


For high-risk behaviors, about 27%, a little over a quarter reported having been referred for a substance abuse assessment or counseling. Just demographically, not surprising, the majority of those were male. That tends to what we see in the literature as well.


About 35% reported ever having been incarcerated. And that means connection to the juvenile justice system, a detention facility. And about a third of them were females, 66% of them were males. I can do math in my head believe it or not.


Eleven percent reported having children. And obviously close to three-quarters of them were female. Again, not necessarily surprising, but we did have some fathers reporting.


In terms of experiences with homelessness, about 16% of the youth reported that they had been homeless at some point in their lives. Demographically, it mirrors sort of our overall reporting population here, the majority were white. About 64% and 28% were African American.


In the - the nice thing about having one large database is you can sort of combine populations here. And of youth who completed the survey about 58% of them also were reported by the states to have received at least some type of independent living service.


So they showed up there as well. The most common types of services that these 17-year-olds received were independent living needs assessment, 32% of them received one of - an assessment. Thirty one percent were receiving some type of academic support. And then 30% were receiving services that were preparing them for a career.


The least common service here was mentoring services at 12%. We had presented this information to a group of young former foster care youths. And they had found this statistic particularly surprising and a little troublesome.


And it's certainly something to watch. But again we need to reiterate that while that is apparently very low, this is really only looking at mentoring services that would have been provided in fiscal year 2011, not ever or future for that matter. So hopefully we will see this number grow a little bit.


Other services that were budget and financial management services, close to a quarter of the youths were receiving those types of independent living services.


And that's a brief overview. And I hope for those of you on the Webinar are not too brief. But we really were hoping for some, you know, good questions and feedback. So we wanted to make sure we had some time for that.


And as a first year, it gives us a good sense of where we are now and hopefully some things to keep an eye out for where we're going to go. And there's some, you know, interesting implications or things that we can do with NYTD.


We can combine it with other information in it to sort of tease out some sub-groups and perhaps youth that have multiple risks. So for example of the 6,000 who had been incarcerated, close to half had also had a substance abuse referral. So they have a couple risk factors in their background.


That's something we want to perhaps keep an eye on. And as analyses go further you can put in some multiple risk factors and see how they differ from youth who may not have any or who have one.


And we can also combine it, as Miguel had noted earlier, with some external data sources. AFCARS being one of them. That's our Adoption and Foster Care Analysis Reporting System.


We also can eventually merge it with our NCANDS, which is the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System to get a fuller picture of time in care and how perhaps some of the foster care experiences impact some of these outcomes.


This will probably be more important as we get data from 19 and 21-year-olds. To see if some of their, you know, for example their placement history or their reasons for removal were in any way related to some of the outcomes that we're seeing they report at 19 or 21.


For the first preliminary match I had about an 80% match rate. We're doing some technical work and some TA with the states and things to hopefully increase my match rate there.


But for now it looks like we've got some great data. And of that 80%, those 13,000 youths, about on average they had about six placements as of the end of September 2011. And about half of them had been in care a little over two years.


So of those that match we had some longer stay kids, young adults I should say, sorry and some placement movement. But it's something to keep an eye on.


Just a little bit more about that. Those who are a bit higher risk for poor outcomes have sort of multiple risk factors, as I had talked about earlier. These add a little bit more. They add in some of the AFCARS risk factors.


So not only do they have a history of substance abuse and an incarceration, they also were those who had been in care longer than two years and had three or more placements.


Not a large number, 1,100 youth, but still an ability to sort of hone in on some populations that we would want to keep an eye on for later. You can look at it by in care experiences and demographics. Or by in care experiences and reporting population because many of the youths in the services population also match with some of our AFCARS information.


And I didn't report on that for this Webinar. But as we begin to do more analyses and put out more publications, you will be able to see those types of correlations and outcomes for some of the services, youth and services population as well.


An example of a preliminary look at the 18 to 20-year-olds who were reported in the served population. I was particularly interested in seeing just to get a sense of what states would do if the 18 to 20-year-olds are actually staying in care longer.


And we have a hint of some of those youths from the service population. And about 48,000 of those were ages 18 to 21. And so I took a look at that particular group just to see if there were in care differences or not in care differences within that group.


And 42% of them were still in care. And interestingly with few exceptions were actually a few large differences in what types of services were provided. Whether the youths were in care or not, with the exception of supervised independent living.


Twenty percent of them were provided, 20% of the in care youth were provided a supervised independent living service as opposed to only 11% not in care. And I realize that there's a whole host of reasons for that discrepancy in terms of, you know, funding and stuff.


But it's an interesting thing that states may want to think about that if they are extending care to age 21 that they're SIL costs could increase. And this may have some implications for some funding and budget readjustments.


And a point of discussion for states to begin to explore how they want to allocate or reallocate some resources.


And of that group 27% left care in fiscal year 2011. These I did match with the AFCARS data. And 86% of them left care to emancipation. And 10% were reunified with a family or other relatives. So it sort of gives us a sense of where these older youth went when they left care.


Other ways that states and researchers and Children's Bureau can begin to use some of this NYTD data to sort of inform their practices and policy states. We could use it and states can use it to sort of examine state performance.


So for example 75% of youth participated, which is an encouraging first year. But it's also something that states can perhaps use to look at why youth didn't participate. Maybe follow up with those youth that had declined or figure out the reasons why they were reported as not having been found or invited.


You know, is it an incentive issue? Could they really not find the youth?  Do they need to look at their practices in terms of follow up contact information, etcetera?


And 42% of the youth who took the survey were reported to not have received services. So states may want to look at why, you know, almost half the youth that were in care at 17 were not reported in the services databases.


And sort of begin to look at could they do a better or different job with some of these youth.


And also finding out more than I think almost anything that this really creates a dialogue about aging out youth. When we presented this to the young foster care alumni youth, they really were excited about the data.


And it generated a lot of questions. And they wanted to take the information and go to their states and do advocacy work. And really become involved. And I think that this is a great use of the data to use these as talking points for youth, for states and for others to get messages out there about youth aging out.


The youth in particular noted that the media in particular you often hear about the negative outcomes. And how poor foster care youth are doing. But in this sense they were excited to see some positive things come out of it.


And they're hoping that we and states use these results to sort of highlight some of these positive outcomes like, you know, an overwhelmingly majority of them are connected to an adult. Most of them are enrolled in school. And those are things that we don't always hear a lot of.


Another thing that you want to, you know, it also can highlight some sub-groups. In some cases females did comprise of a fairly large percentage of high-risk behaviors, 40% of them have a substance abuse referral. And 34% of have incarceration.


And while those, you know, may be high, may not be high, it's something to sort of look at that perhaps we can begin to identify issues out there for certain sub-groups. And populations that may allow us to target different resources or states to different resources with, again, this side in general gender specific services or services geared toward certain substance abuse services or other types of constellation of services that youth may require.


I did not put it in here, but with our AFCARS information we do have some information on youth with disabilities. So we can begin to explore whether, you know, a combinations of services for youth with disabilities may be needed.


Other implications for program improvement and funding, I think for states to have a better understanding of their outcomes really can help them target programs and program funding in particular. Particularly to keep in mind if states choose to extend foster care to youth beyond age 18.


And then for us, it gives us a clearer picture. We can help assist targeting future federal grant programs. We can write - look at our grant announcements and see if some of this information could be used to help target some funding announcements that help. Perhaps come up with some demonstration projects that meet the needs of specific populations.


And then further research in the field for general. I think there's a lot of information here that universities and other research organizations and research departments within states can take this information and conduct additional studies.


I know there are many states that are doing - using this as sort of a baseline questionnaire for their youth. And adding on their own questions. Some are using a questionnaire called NYTD plus. And some are just adding their own questions. And they're using the information to guide their practice and for their program evaluations.


For us it's an opportunity to link other reporting systems so that we get a fuller picture and a trajectory of the experiences of these people in child welfare. And where they can go from here. Whether they exit, whether they don't. And their experiences of whether they - of when they do exit.


It also gives us a wonderful opportunity to work more closely with states and provide targeted technical assistance. I think that this is a perfect opportunity to put the data in front of states and really go through it with them.


And to help them think of research questions and to have us provide feedback. And to really begin a true working dialogue with states on how to improve outcomes for youth who are aging out of the system.


And as I mentioned earlier for youth engagement, the youth have really taken this to heart. And there are a lot of advocacy efforts going around in states for youth to become partners and survey research.


Advocating for youth involvement and youth participation in the survey, and really encouraging youth to take the survey to have their voices heard and to actually play a very rural role in the research dissemination of it.


And I think that that's really exciting to see young people getting involved in research and excited. And learning how to use research in a really meaningful and informative way.


And I think that concludes sort of my overview of the data. And sort of where I think we can go with it. If you have some questions they'll be some Websites here. You can go to our website. You can contact us through email. We have a NYTD listserv. We also have a couple of very crucial partners in this, our National Resource Center for Child Welfare Data and Technology and our National Resource Center on Youth Development.


We have a Community of Practice website here that you can go to and look at. There’s a wealth of information, so please don’t hesitate to contact me or Miguel if you need to as well. But where we go from here -- I realize this was a brief and hopefully not too quick overview our first round of data.


We plan to issue a series of publications as we begin to explore this a little more fully. These slides will not be available in slide format at the end of this, but, as it was noted earlier, this presentation is being recorded. But also we will be putting out a brief highlights brochure of - to young people as well - but a publication that has the majority of this information here and a more formal publication will be on our website.


In addition to that, a series of research briefs as I begin to explore the data further and as we do some more sophisticated analyses, we’ll be putting out research briefs that do a little bit more in depth but also, perhaps, some targeted research briefs if there’s information on certain subpopulations that we feel is interesting to highlight.


Data sets will be available to researchers through our National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect. That’s at Cornell University. Let’s see, the website is there. You can Google them if you don’t - aren’t able to write that down right now. We are giving states through September 30, I believe, to submit any corrected files, and so soon thereafter, right around then, our data sets will be available at the archive.


And then, starting in July, which is this month...

Man:
Actually, next week...

Woman:
It is next week we will be doing it, that’s true, site visits with three states who have volunteered to let us come in and get a better understanding of their process of implementation. Oregon, Washington, and Rhode Island have agreed to let us examine, you know, talk to them and work through some of their implementation issues and perhaps help us understand some best practices that we can use to help other states in their implementation, and give us a sense of sort of how things are now.


We know methodology has been very different across states and we’re hoping to get some information on, you know, how states have actually conducted the survey and what different methodologies are out there and what they felt have worked and what haven’t. So the results of those site visits will be really interesting to see.


Again, you can feel free to contact Miguel or me. Here’s our contact information. It’s tammy.white@acf.hhs.gov. My phone number is 202-205-8371. And we’d be more than happy to answer questions. And I think that’s it for us. At the end, if people have questions...

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes...

Tammy White:
Please feel free to type or, I believe we will be un-muting the phone lines in a minute so that people may ask verbally.

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, let me just chime in real quick Tammy...

Tammy White:
Yes.

Miguel Vieyra:
And one thing we didn’t put up on the last slide that’s important is that in a couple more weeks, in August, we’re going to be hosting our 2012 NYTD Technical Assistance conference. We’ll have once again have a three-person team from every state, including  a youth in foster care, or foster care alumnus or alumni, there to talk with us, although we’ve already had other opportunities to mention to brief young people on these data. So, for those of you on the phone that are going to be there, we look forward to having you there and talking more deep - in more depth about these data in your own state-level data.


Tammy, I did see we’ve got a number of questions coming in through our - the chat feature...

Tammy White:
Terrific.

Miguel Vieyra:
And, so, I’d like to address a couple of those, and then we’ll go to the phone lines. So, if (Catherine), the operator, if you’re there, we’ll want to do that in a couple more minutes.


So this one question that we got - first of all this overview that Tammy just covered - we will make available a recording of this presentation later on on our Community Practices Web site. We don’t plan on issuing the slides, though, from this presentation, necessarily, but the recording will be available, and we will issue that data brief, though, and that will give you more depth - more detail about this information, just, relatively soon.


And then, Tammy also covered the question about the availability of data. We’re hoping to get that to you as - to make available the data on the data archive as soon as possible after September 30.


And, I guess those are the questions I want to cover. Why don’t we - I know there are a couple of chat box questions that we’ll get to, but why don’t we open up to the phones and see what folks have been thinking about or want to share with us, and then we’ll, between the phone questions, we’ll take some more chat box questions. So do you want to go ahead and allow users to un-mute themselves, Operator?

Coordinator:
Certainly. If you would like to ask a question by phone, please press Star 1 on your touchtone phone. You will be announced prior to asking your question. To withdraw your question, you may press Star 2. One moment for the first question.


And once again, if you do have a question, you may press Star 1 on your touchtone phone.

Woman:
Tammy and Miguel, while we’re waiting for a phone question, one that did come in is going back to the collection of services information. There was a question regarding what constitutes a service unit or a dosage. So could one of you two speak to that, please?

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, I could do that. The NYTD regulation does not define a - what the dosage or curriculum basis or duration of a service. It only lists the definition of the service, and participants are asked to report to us what that service was that meets the definition and was paid for, provided to that young person during that six-month period. So there’s no dosage per se, and no information on the duration service, except whether it’s provided for that six-month period.

Coordinator:
And we do have a question from the phone. One moment. The first question is coming from (Tym Belseth). Your line is open.

(Tym Belseth):
Hello. First of all, I’m very excited for this project. It’s really the first of its kind. And as a former foster youth, I think that this is exactly what we need to be doing. The only concern I have - or, there are a few concerns, but the most important is for the follow-up surveys.


There’s going to be a 60% response rate or required response rate. First, I’m concerned about getting that 60%. Secondly, if we do get 60%, I believe that there may be an overrepresentation of success. And I’m not trying to mean that in a bad way.


But, in my case, I still kept in contact with people that were affiliated with CPS, Child Protective Services, in Texas. I went on to graduate college and all that, so I think that the people that don’t do so well may actually not be counted and not represented. And it may distort the portrayal or the picture of foster care in general.

Miguel Vieyra:
Excellent question. Yes, we certainly want to limit threats to our - the integrity of our data because of response bias, of course. And I think that that’s been the - one of the hallmarks of our (TA) strategy with states, is helping them understand that, you know, 60% is the requirement, but it’s not going to be enough to really be representative of your population, likely.


You know, if you’re going to go out and locate young people. And we’ve certainly been working along with States to understand how they can go about now preparing for that process, how they can collect better locating information that they can use later to find the young person after they leave care.


But also, just to - how the importance of a relationship now - the importance of engaging youth now in their transition planning so they will even want to be contacted. That’s certainly been something where we’ve worked closely with states for TA to be developed.


From a data point, I don’t know if Tammy wants to comment more on that, but, from a federal perspective on how to work alongside states, we’ve done our best to really support states in their ongoing preparations for the follow-up data collection, the NYTD, and I think what we’ve learned is that, I think a lot of states are still struggling, but a lot of them actually have already planned ahead for this.


They already know where the young people are as they transition. They have a great deal of information on these youth to locate them. I mean, that’s a good thing. And we’re hoping that when it comes October, and state surveys on people again on age 19, that we’ll have a representative set of experiences because of the high participation of the youth. Tammy, did you want to comment on anything related to that topic?

Tammy White:
No, I think you covered it well. You know, I think, as Miguel said, and I think we should stress that 60% was sort of our minimum threshold of response rate that we’re hoping. But I do think that the majority of states recognize that something higher than that for youth that leave care will be important to tell us the whole range of experiences that youth have when they leave care.


And I agree with Miguel that states are making strong, concerted efforts to follow up with all their youth with contact information. And I think they’re very committed to finding youth who leave care and most likely will do well over that 60%.

Coordinator:
And we have another question from the phones. (Alex Muvanos), your line is open.

(Alex Muvanos):
Yes, hello. There was a bunch of people talking in this cube world over here. I know we can’t print off the slideshow or get copies of it, but I didn’t hear how we can get a recording of it.

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes. We’ll make available a recording of this Webinar on our Community Practice Web site. And Tammy, if you can go back one slide...

Tammy White:
Sure...

Miguel Vieyra:
Actually two more slides...

Tammy White:
Yes.

Miguel Vieyra:
There you go. The last bullet there, the (NYTD Community of Practice), that’s the Web site it will be available on. And hopefully not too much longer in August, we’ll get that out.

(Alex Muvanos):
A-C-F-H-H. Okay. Thank you very much. I appreciate it.

Coordinator:
We have no further questions from the phone at this time.

Miguel Vieyra:
Okay, we’ll take some from the chat box. I saw one about whether the experiences of youth living in group homes there are represented in our survey. And the answer is yes. We have quite a few, quite a chunk of the young people that participated in the survey were from institutions and group homes.


I don’t know, Tammy, if you want to address that. But we do account for those young people. They are in our survey group.

Tammy White:
They are. And I don’t have...

Miguel Vieyra:
I think, well, according to my data here, it’s 37% of participants were...

Tammy White:
Yes, I was going to say it was over a third from - but that was just from the match.

Miguel Vieyra:
Okay, that’s among...

Tammy White:
That’s among...

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, that’s among those youth that could be matched our foster care system - our foster reporting systems.

Tammy White:
Correct.

Miguel Vieyra:
They report in both systems, and we could pair them up and pair their survey responses alongside their foster care experiences.

Tammy White:
Correct...

Miguel Vieyra:
Among those youth that the state reported in both systems.

Tammy White:
Yes, as my match rate increases, I would suspect that that would increase as well. But yes, states were not limited to only youth in family foster homes or anything. They were - if a 17-year-old was in a group home or institution, they were required to collect survey information from them.


Incarceration, I think was the only one that they did not have to, or incapacitated, so, but otherwise, yes.

Woman:
Tammy, going back to the discussion of the follow-up population, we had a question come in online asking, so for the (cohort 1) follow-up population, does - are the only - should these be only of the eligible youth who participated in the baseline?

Tammy White:
Yes, yes. There are certain compliance requirements and eligibility requirements for being in the follow-up population. So, but, yes, it is only those who took the survey that are eligible to be followed up at 19 and 21.

Woman:
Okay. Miguel...Miguel, I was going to say, we have a few more questions online if you’d like to take them, if...

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes. Let’s keep going then, if we don’t have any phone questions.

Woman:
Okay. So, going to the outcomes of - for those youth who reported that they have children, do we know if they have had involvement with the Child Protection System regarding their own children?

Miguel Vieyra:
Well, I know we have them in analysis. Yes, I don’t know if it’s possible for us to do...

Tammy White:
We do not. And I apologize for my lack of familiarity with the NCANDS data. I know most states use the same ID for NCANDS as they do for AFCARS and they will for NYTD, but I’m not necessarily sure if they have - how much family information they have in that.


So, if I could link one of our youth that has children to NCANDS that would report on their children, I apologize. I would have to ask our NCANDS person that. It that’s possible, then, yes. If that’s not possible, no, I certainly can’t do it from the NYTD database.

Woman:
Okay. And, looking at the high-risk behaviors, did you find any overlap for youth with high-risk behaviors?

Tammy White:
Overlap meaning - if that means multiple risk factors, yes, I showed a couple different ones. There’s many youth that have both substance abuse and incarceration, which are two of our higher risk factors that we ask youth to be reported on.


So, yes, there was some overlap in the youth that respond to any of those or all three of those. I apologize if that isn’t answering the question directly.

Miguel Vieyra:
We’ll also make this available in our brief that we’re going to be preparing for issue. So keep in mind that we definitely will publish this data and make sure that - I think we’re going to cover that, I think, as I recall...

Tammy White:
Yes...

Miguel Vieyra:
So keep that in mind. That will be available. And again, I saw a question asking when it will be available. We will post it to our Web site, the Children’s Bureau Web site, but we will also email that out to you on our listserv.


It’s on our listserv for NYTD, and there’s how you can join on that site right here. We’ll email that out when it’s available as well.

Woman:
Okay. Next question, again, regarding services, has the amount of youth receiving mentorship services increased or decreased in the past few years?

Miguel Vieyra:
We can’t answer that through our database. This is our first year, so, in terms of national data, I’m not aware of another one that would track that for this population, but...

Tammy White:
No, yes, I will - won’t be able to know that answer this year. I’ll be able to compare two years, because service data is required to be reported every six months, unlike the survey information that happens every two years, the service information that states reports to us happens every six months.


So I can look at, you know, youth that receive services for this year versus the next six months, and then for next year. But I don’t know the answer to that at this point since this is our first year of data collection.

Woman:
Okay. Outcomes question -- what percentage of the sample reported having a fulltime job and/or a part-time job?

Tammy White:
And/or - we have - part-time was, I think, less than 1% or just about 1% because these are 17-year-olds who are still in school. And I believe the part-time employment, and I’m going through my printouts as we speak, part-time employment was about 11%.

Miguel Vieyra:
And we also had a number of young people that were receiving employment-related training, so...

Tammy White:
Right...

Miguel Vieyra:
So, yes, because Tammy mentioned earlier, young people who are in many cases still in school, so it’s understandable that they might not be employed, but they are receiving a service - they are reporting receiving services that equip them for a career. So that’s a good thing.

Tammy White:
Yes. Almost 20% reported employment-related skills.

Woman:
Okay. Next question -- I see that substance abuse referrals were tracked. It would be very useful to also track mental health referrals and treatment usage. Is that in the planning process?

Tammy White:
That’s not part of our NYTD survey at this time. I know there have been discussions down the road about, you know, how people would like to see us sort of revise the survey down the road.


I know states are tracking a lot of that information on their own, outside of the NYTD elements, and outside of the NYTD database, but it’s not part of this data collection at this point. But I agree, it’s crucial, and I think many states are taking that on. I think many states are using that information.

Woman:
Okay. Is there any information on how many youth surveyed were legally cleared for adoption?

Tammy White:
There will be. Yes, that is something I can look at when I - in our AFCARS database, I can see how many of them are waiting for adoption, in terms of how we define waiting for adoption, which would be if their parental rights were terminated and they had a goal of adoption.


I can see - I can report on that. And that’s actually - I will make a note of that to see if I can put that in our research briefs. So this is wonderful. Thank you.

Woman:
Next question. Some states also serve youth with significant developmental and behavioral challenges in their child welfare populations, which in other states may be served through children’s behavioral health state agencies, which are separate from the child welfare agency.


This will result in differences with states who don’t serve these populations in terms of the services and the percentage of those identified as unable to participate in the baseline surveys. How will these differences be addressed in any reporting of outcomes?

Tammy White:
I don’t have access to the population of youth who have - of states that have a high proportion of special needs or developmentally delayed populations of youth. But I guess I can look at if from the outcomes point. I don’t have the non-child welfare data. This is sort of my long way of saying that.

Miguel Vieyra:
But in terms of their participation in the survey, we will - there is a separate response option -- incapacitated -- so at least we’ll know for those youth who have a temporary or permanent condition that would prevent them from participating in the survey, we’ll at least know that much.


We might not be able to know much about their reason for that, but we will report that value, so we will at least know whether a youth was incapacitated and so was unable to participate in the survey.

Tammy White:
Right. But that - yes, exactly, for the child welfare population, I don’t have any information to compare with the non-child welfare population, which I think was a part of that question, if I heard it correctly.

Woman:
Okay. Were you able to have a pullout of youth in tribal child welfare systems, and if not now, is that something that is planned down the road?

Tammy White:
We have a data element to say was the child, was the youth, part of a federally recognized tribe. I don’t have specific tribal information from tribes themselves. I mean, I have information from Title IV-E youth who were reported by states who may have had an agreement with a tribal community.


But the only indication I have is - was the youth. And that’s in our services population only, part of a federally recognized tribe. I don’t have that on my 17-year-old surveys.

Miguel Vieyra:
We would know the tribal membership if a young person participated in the survey.

Tammy White:
Right.

Woman:
Given the significant portion of youth are still in foster care at age 21, or probably at the brink of aging out, have you considered extending the follow-up date to age 24 years? Otherwise, it will be difficult to ascertain intermediate outcomes.

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, well, the requirement, you know, for NYTD, all the requirements and and regulations, so that would require change if we’re going to extend the requirement to survey beyond age 21. Of course that was before we wrote the regulations from my notes before we had fostering connections and before the States could expand foster care to21, and, you know, there are - I forget the number of youth who have opted to extend foster care beyond 18 at this point.


But for many states, though, there will be a substantial number of young people who are aging out by age 21. So, I think we will capture a lot of the experiences of those who have aged out, in addition to those  youth who transition for those states that extend foster care beyond age 18.


So that’s - I don’t know, Tammy, if you want to comment on that.

Tammy White:
No, I think you’re right. I think we’re at this point bound by the legislation and I do think, at least initially, until states sort of increase their ability or their desire, I guess, to keep - to offer foster care to youth who are up to 21, I think at least initially, we should see a fairly good distribution of those in care and those not in care at 19.


Perhaps at 21, you know, I don’t know how many states are letting youth back in after they leave, so we may see some differences as they age, but I think at least initially, we may see some good differences down the road, you know for the next 17-year-old cohort that may be different.


But I also understand that states - there are some states that are, for their own use, are extending the data collection until the youth are aged 24. I think one state was even talking about 26. But I think that’s a state-by-state basis, it’s not at the federal level for us.

Woman:
Okay. Of the 93% of youth attending school, did the research differentiate between secondary and postsecondary schools?

Tammy White:
No, not - I mean, the question is the highest education level that you have received, and so the youth that reported they were currently attending any school program. It didn’t differentiate what type.


The only way we would get that is if they subsequently answered the question for whatever level of education certificate they had received. And since they were 17 and still in care, the majority of them only indicated - a few of them indicated high school, but the rest did not.

Miguel Vieyra:
In terms of the question, specifically about current enrollment and attendance, so we only - it’s general. If you’re currently enrolled and attending high school, GED classes, post high school, or college, it’s everything together.

Tammy White:
Right.

Miguel Vieyra:
And then there’s also the question like Tammy mentioned about highest educational sort of education received. Yes, a separate question, so the current enrollment question just covers any kind of program that I just mentioned.

Woman:
What are the consequences for a state that does not meet the required response rate?

Miguel Vieyra:
There are two separate standards as I mentioned. There’s a 80% standard that states are required to meet for youth in foster care, and 60% for those youth who have aged out of foster care or are no longer in foster care.


And there’s a .5% penalty on their Chafee allotment for that - for each of those standards.

Woman:
Are states working with correctional facilities and mental health institutions to find foster youth?

Miguel Vieyra:
We - I don’t have, you know, standardized data about that in terms of the types of states that are collaborating, but I do know, I am aware, though, of collaborations among some states to work with their correctional facilities to locate youth, yes.


We’ve been aware of that on a baseline survey, although, well, I won’t get into that. But, yes, I’m aware of states that have done that.

Woman:
Are there any thoughts about the relatively high number of white males reflected in all survey questions? It appears that they skew high.

Miguel Vieyra:
I’ll let Tammy take that. That’s kind of what we do see...

Tammy White:
Yes, I would say, I didn’t report on white males, particularly. Certainly, the foster care population tends to be - a high percentage are white, and then, I think on some of the risk factors, the males came out pretty highly, which is, I think is fairly consistent with a lot of the research out there on some risky behaviors.


I didn’t do any white male versus any other type of analysis at this level. I will combine some demographics and see if there are some differences later for our research briefs. I’m not - if somebody wants to type in a follow-up to that.

Woman:
Okay. Will the database include information on receipt of financial aid and the types of financial aid that students receive?

Tammy White:
It will not include types of financial aid, necessarily, other than that at 19, we ask if they’ve received some public assistance, but that’s after they leave the foster care system.


So, financial support, financial services while they’re in for the service population, we will have certain types, but it’s mostly other, and then room and board financial assistance for the services, and then for the follow-up survey, youth that will be public financial assistance, and that includes food and housing.

Woman:
Okay. Operator, do we have other questions on the phone?

Coordinator:
We have no further questions at this time. So, as a reminder, if you would like to ask your question by phone, please press Star 1 on your touchtone phone.

Woman:
And Miguel, while we wait, or Miguel and Tammy, if someone in their state is interested in talking to a state person about NYTD implementation, who is the person in the state, or how can they find out who they should be talking to?

Miguel Vieyra:
You know, I would recommend - it really varies in terms of who in each state is really leading the effort to implement NYTD because it’s such a collaborative initiative with the states, I think largely.


What we recommend is you contact your state’s Independent Living Program Coordinator. And you can find that - a list of those individuals by visiting the National Resource Center for Youth Development Web site. It’s right on the front page of the map there.


You click on you state, and it will list the names of the persons you should contact. And that Web site is the National Resource Center...

Woman:
...For Youth Development? nrcyd.ou.edu.

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes. www.nrcyd.ou.edu. And as I mentioned it’s the map on the front - on their home page right there.

Woman:
And we have one other question that’s come in. How much do we think that the services data are influenced by the fact that the services need to be paid for or provided by the Child Welfare Agency?

Miguel Vieyra:
Well, that’s the definitely - I mean, we - that’s the exact sort of services that we’re trying to capture as part of the regulation, the requirement of Congress was to capture the services that are provided by the efforts of states through the Chafee program.


So that’s kind of their rule as the requirement. So that’s the definition of the array of services we’re collecting information on. So it’s all those services provided through the efforts of that agency, either directly or indirectly, paid or unpaid, so all the efforts to provide those services to those young people through that agency.


But it’s – not everything, it’s other efforts on behalf of that agency.

Woman:
We have another question. Youths that are 17 have to take the 17 - the survey within 45 days of their 17th birthdays. When they turn 19, is there a timeline that they youth have to take the survey?

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, well this is a requirement you have for the state, not necessarily for the young person. But the state is required to survey youth at age 19, 21 within six months of their - this is a reporting period that encompasses their 19th and 21st birthday.


So it’s that how, you know, we have two reporting periods -- October to March, and April to September. So if youth turns 19 or 21 during that six-month period, then they have to survey the young person during that time period at some point, be it before or after they youth’s birthday. It’s a little bit more of a window to locate any age youth.

Woman:
Another question. You said that the presentation had been given to group of young leaders. What other observations or questions did they have to it?

Miguel Vieyra:
Yes, I can share some of that. And I want to say that we, unfortunately are unable to have the young person come join us in this presentation just because of the scheduling, so normally we would do that.


So, yes, I can just speak from my own notes from that presentation, if that’s okay. I know that Tammy mentioned some of the points that were - that young people kind of latched onto, and were asking more about.


But some of the reactions that we got, you know, one was the relatively low number of baseline youth, so these were the youth that were surveyed. The low percentage of youths who were surveyed, but receiving services.


They were - they expressed some surprise about the representation of females among certain high-risk groups, or the high-risk behaviors, like incarceration. As Tammy mentioned, they thought the mentoring - the receipt of mentoring services was somewhat low.


They were somewhat concerned about the high incarceration rates and how people would view that, in the public, about foster youth. And they asked a lot of great questions that we really weren’t able to answer on the spot, but that may be a subject in the future analyses, either at our level or among states.


Youth wanted to know about breakdown of services by locality, so the individual locality within the state, and how they were providing services. They want to know what types of youth, I’m sorry, what types of adults that youth felt connected to, considering that such a high number reported a strong connection with an adult. They wanted to know, well, which adult is it?


They wanted to know more about the implications for our data on the extension of foster care after age 18, the influence of incentives on survey participation among young people and how it’s applying to track progress over time through the NYTD effort.


So a lot of great questions that I think are a challenge to us to provide answers to. And I think that, you know, certainly Tammy and I and the rest of the bureau and the whole team will take these to heart. And certainly when we start going on site and really learning more about how it’s administered, the survey, especially, we can begin to piece together some answers.


So, a lot of great questions from young people. And I think we’re going to hear a lot more in a couple weeks when we meet with young people at the 2012 NYTD Technical Assistance meeting that group of young people again and talking about their collective impressions on this national data set.

Woman:
That certainly seems to be a theme for the day. We have a question. The Foster Care Mentorship Act bill is currently pending in legislation. If enacted, it may spike the amount of youth who receive mentorship services in comparison to the data presented. Will you accommodate this change in future presentations in order to explain the change?

Tammy White:
I expect so. I will certainly - if it’s reflected in the data as states report it, it will definitely be noted. I at this point hesitate to throw in too much contextual information, but as time goes on, I think I will be able to do that a bit better, to sort of take a look at policy changes that have happened that could help explain some of the trends we are seeing.


So in the short term, certainly, I will do my best to incorporate some of that in there. And I’m hoping to see that reflected in our data as it is reported as time goes on.

Woman:
For youth that turn age 19 during February 2013, do they have to take the survey by the end of the reporting period, or do they have six months, so therefore, they would be reported in the next reporting period?

Miguel Vieyra:
Well, for that youth, they will be needing to take the survey between October of 2012 and March 31 of 2013. That’s the six-month period, so...

Tammy White:
I think that’s getting at the buffer youth...

((Crosstalk))

Miguel Vieyra:
Well there are no buffer youth...

Tammy White:
But there are no buffer youth for the 19s and 21s.

Miguel Vieyra:
So, yes, states have a six-month period to survey a young person. It doesn’t matter when, as long as it’s in that six months.

Woman:
Okay. I think the rest of the question just came in. So for the follow-up population, if the youth turns 19 on March 31, 2012, the end of 2013A, then they have only that one day to take the survey to be in compliance?

Miguel Vieyra:
Well, no, they have whole prior six months to survey that young person. That would be any time starting October 1, 2012. They could survey that young person then.

Tammy White:
Right. They don’t have to wait until they turn 19 in order to take the survey.

Miguel Vieyra:
These are all the questions down. I’d try to keep these question related to the data for now. If you have questions about, you know, data question requirements and clarify some things, then feel free to contact me offline or give me a call. I’d be happy to clarify. But if we could just kind of keep things related to the data, any questions you have to clarify the data points related to fiscal year 2011, that would be great.

Woman:
We have no more online questions. Operator, do we have anybody on the phone?

Coordinator:
We have no further phone questions at this time.

Miguel Vieyra:
Well, again, you know, I welcome your questions in the remaining time that we have available here, but, just to remind you that we do have a National Data Brief that we will be issuing relatively soon.


And as Tammy mentioned, we’re going to be adapting that data profile - that data brief into a product that we can disseminate to youth nationally. And we hope that states will take that document and maybe make it their own and use it as another tool they can use to engage young people in the follow-up survey.


We think it’s good practice to always, or to do your best to let participants of the survey know the results of the survey. And I think that young people, and I think we’ve heard that from day one, young people want this information, they want to hear how their peers are doing.

For those youth who have left foster care, they want to know how their peers as doing as well, and their siblings. So it’s all very important, and I think we’re going to do our best at the federal level here to make sure we get that information out in a successful way.


Tammy, could you go one more slide, just to get our contact information up there one more time and then we’ll close. Again, so any questions, don’t hesitate to contact Tammy or myself. We’re here to be helpful and to clarify any questions you have with the data.


As I mentioned, a recording of this will be available online at the NYTD CoP Web site that we mentioned earlier. If there are no more questions, I guess we can go ahead and wrap up.


Thank you all for joining us. We really appreciate it. And we appreciate all the great questions and feedback you provided on this presentation. Tammy, anything else you wanted to mention?

Tammy White:
No, just thank you very much for your attention and your thoughtful questions. I look forward to people contacting me if needed for additional information. I’m happy to provide that and look for information we’ll be publishing soon. So thank you very much.

Coordinator:
This will conclude today’s conference. All parties may disconnect at this time.

END
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