





*CCWIS project costs span five years. (FY20-FY24)

A2.2 The State of Kansas, the Kansas Department for Children and Families and
its service providers shall invest in technology to make case work more mobile
and efficient. Response: DCF continuously implements this recommendation,
but its current systems inhibit mobility and efficiency. As DCF moves forward with
the CCWIS systemn, mobility and efficiency will improve and wifl be key elements.
Fiscal Impact: See A2.1 table for CCWIS cosfs.

A2.3 The State of Kansas shall collaborate with contractors and other
stakeholders to leverage best practices with their existing systems and develop
standards for the new system. Response. DCF agrees with this recommendation
and is doing this now through various initiatives. The agency is in the process of
implementing a Placement Matching System, and DCF will collaborate with our
child welfare partners as this is brought online fo ensure a seamless system.
Fiscal Impact: No fiscal impact as this currently occurs within resources.

A2.4 The State of Kansas shall require data sharing among ali agencies invoived
in foster care child placement so that all share responsibility of placing a child in

a home and the exchange of information about the child and all available foster
homes is made available. This needs to be monitored by DCF in collaboration
with the Chief Information Technology Officer (CITO) and the Joint Committee on
information Technology (JCIT). Response: DCF agrees with this
recommendation and is doing this now through the Placement Management
System, which takes effect July 1, 2019. The agency has had meetings with all of
the CPAs and will continue to collaborate as the system is brought online. Fiscal
Impact: No fiscal impact as this will occur within resources.

A3.1 The State of Kansas shall coordinate an automatic enrollment process to
ensure no enroliment requirements are placed on the youth and young adults
under age 26 years. Response: This is an issue that wifl need to be addressed
by the Legislature or our sister agencies. Fiscal Impact: No fiscal impact can be
determined at this time.

A3.2 The State of Kansas shall prepare an annual report comparing the range of
possible behavioral health codes for reimbursement of services in Kansas,
determine options that will comprehensively meet behavioral heaith needs for
foster care children and review the behavioral health codes for reimbursement
through the Medicaid state plan. Response: There has long been a conversation
about behavioral heailth codes and this is an issue that wilf need to be addressed
by the Legislature or our sister agencies. Fiscal Impact: No fiscal impact fo
DCF.






A4.1 The Office of the Child Advocate shall convene regional stakehoider
meetings, which should include current or former recipients of services, with a
designated facilitator utilizing an appropriate facilitation model {to share
experiences, insights and identify solutions). Response: The Office of Child
Advocate bill is going through the Office of Judicial Council. DCF opposes the
Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks accountabifity
and authority. Under the new grants and contracts, the Secretary has established
an advisory board made up of multiple stakeholders, who will report directly to
the Secretary. Fiscal Impact:
All Funds State General Funds
Unfunded $1,197,000 $1,101,000

A4.2 The Office of the Child Advocate shali evaluate training and provide subject
matter expertise including content specifications, competency expectations and
documentation of learning rather than documentation of perceived value of the
training. Response: The Office of Child Advocate bill is going through the Office
of Judicial Council. DCF opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because itis
duplicative and lacks accountability and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for
fiscal impact.

A4.3 The Office of the Child Advocate shall review relevant policies and
procedures, recruitment and retention as well as salaries for employees and
contract and financial status of the agencies and contractors. Response: The
Office of Child Advocate bill is going through the Office of Judicral Council. DCF
opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks
accountability and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.4 The Office of the Child Advocate shall fulfiil the role of ombudspersons for
current and former recipients of services. Response: The Office of Child
Advocate bill is going through the Office of Judicial Council. DCF opposes the
Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks accountability
and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.5 The Office of the Child Advocate shall monitor the use and development of
technology to efficiently access and share case information between the
Department for Children and Families and all stakeholders. Response: The
Office of Child Advocate bill is going through the Office of Judicial Council. DCF
opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because if is duplicative and lacks
accountability and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4, 1 for fiscal impact.



A4.7 The Office of the Child Advocate shali conduct regular multidisciplinary
case reviews, especially of complex cases, to assure safety, best interests of
children/families and "fresh eyes” in a supportive environment. Response: DCF
opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks
accountability and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.8 The Office of the Child Advocate shall expand and fund muitidisciplinary
teams to include a child abuse pediatrician to review reports of abuse of a child
under age 4 and shall utilize teleconsultation between the Department for
Children and Families investigators and child abuse pediatricians or adequately
trained medical professionals to help determine to help assess risk to child and
further assess the child's medical needs. Response: DCF opposes the Office of
the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks accountability and
authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.9 The Office of the Child Advocate shall review existing multidisciplinary team
legislation/statutes and implement funding to reinstate them and shall design
annual conference and training for multi-disciplinary teams including those
mentioned above so that members better understand their roles. Response:
DCF opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks
accountability and authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.10 The Office of the Child Advocate shall establish a hotline for families
locating community-based services and maintain the list of available services as
well as have a Family Navigator (or Kinship Navigator) in the office to help
connect families to community resources. Response: DCF opposes the Office of
the Chifd Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks accountability and
authority. Fiscal Impact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

A4.11 The Office of the Child Advocate in conjunction with the Department for
Children and Families shall explore and strengthen partnerships with Response:
DCF opposes the Office of the Child Advocate because it is duplicative and lacks
accountability and authority. Fiscal Iimpact: See A4.1 for fiscal impact.

AB.1 The Office of the Child Advocate shall establish a multidisciplinary review
process of a certain number of random cases to discuss case outcomes for
quality and cost effectiveness, ensuring DCF is actively invoived in cases and
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