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INTRODUCTION -

This memorandum is designed to restate the procedures utlhzed in implementing Welfare and
Institutions Code section 241.1 in Los Angeles County. The Los Angeles protocol has been
redesigned to include new developments which include a new assessment process which takes
into consideration strengths, needs, and risks; the creation of a multi-disciplinary team to conduct
assessments and develop case plans; the court’s role in case manageinent; and implementation of
Assembly Bill 129 which providés counties the option of cr eatmg a dual status Junsdtction for
dependents and wards of the court.

Through this new protocol, stakeholders in the Los Angeles juvenile justice system hope to
enhance public safety by providing better services to youth and their families, reduce the number
of dependént youths who become wards of the Delinquency Court, better serve those who do and
limit their time as wards of the Delmquency Court by maintaining Dependency Court
jurisdiction when appropriate.

[. -~ BACKGROUND

Welfare and Institutions Code section 241.1(a) provides that whenever a youth
appears to come within the description of both sections 300 and 602, the child welfare
services department and the county probation department shall detérmine which
status will serve the best interest of the youth and the protection of society pursuant to
a jointly written protocol. Section (b} mandates and descnbes the protocol to be
developed.

~ Section (c) mandates that the assessment process be utilized between counties
whenever it is alleged that a youth who is under the jurisdiction of the juvenile court
of one county is alleged to fall within the jurisdiction of the ]uvcmle court of another
county. :
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Section (d) prohibits a youth froim simultanéously béing a ward and a dependent of
the court, except as noted in section (e).

Section (e) permits the probation department and child welfare services department in
consultation with the presiding judge of the juvenile court to create a jointly written
protocol to allow the departments to jointly assess and recommend that the youth be
designated as a dual status youth, thereby allowing the youth to be both a dependent
and a ward of the court simultaneously. The protocol must be signed by the chief
probation officer, director of the social services agency, and the presiding judge of the
Jjuvenile court.. : '

The protocol shall include (1) a description of the process to be used; (2) a descéription
of the procedure to assess the necessity for dual status including the creation of a
seamless transition from wardship to dependency status as appropriate; (3) 4
provision for ensuring communications between dependency judges and delinquency
judges; (4) a plan to collect data in order to evaluate the protocol; (5) utilization of an
on-hold system or lead/agency lead/court system that does not involve simultaneous
or duplicative case management provided by both the probation department and child
welfare services department. |

DEFINING WHEN WIC 241.1 APPLIES

There are several situations where the 241.1 protocol applies. The first and most
typical situation is where a youth who is a dependent of the court pursuant to WIC
300 allegedly commits a crime or exhibits behavior resulting in a petition being filed
in the Delinquency Court pursuant to WIC 602. The assessment is to be filed and-
heard in the Delinquency Court with Probation designated as the lead agency.

The second situation is where a youth who is-on probation pursuant to WIC 602 and
who is also home on probation is the victim of child abuse and/or neglect. In these
cases where a petition is filed pursuant to WIC 300, a joint assessment would then be
necessary. The assessment is to be filed and heard in the Dependency Court with
DCFS designated as the lead agency. '

The third situation is where a youth is under the jurisdiction of the Delinquency Court
and Probation wants to terminate jurisdiction and retum the youth home but is unable
to do so because the home is inappropriate due to the potential for abuse and/or
neglect or there is in fact no home to return to. A joint assessment would be
necessary. The case would continue to be heard in the Delinquency Court with
Probation designated as the lead agency. The process for this is clearly delineated in
the memo entitled “WIC 241.1 and Permanency”, dated July 23, 2004, attached
hereto. (Exhibit A)

The fourth situation where the protocol applies is when a petition is filed in the
Delinquency Court on a youth who is not under the jurisdiction of the Dependency
Court but the detention report suggests that there may be a nexus between what
occurred and child abuse and/or neglect. A joint assessment would then be ordered
and heard in the Delinquency Court with Probation designated as lead agency.
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In the above situation, the mere fact that a youth is a former dependent of the court
does not constitute that nexus. There must be specific and articulable facts suggesting
that the youth currently falls within WIC 300 in order for the Dehnquency Court to
order the assessment

A ﬁfth" situation where a joint assessment is required is where it is requested that a
youth who had a previous assessment and was placed on WIC 654, 725, or 790 status
should be declared a delinquent for failure to comply with the terms of supervision
pursuant to WIC 654, 725, or 790. (See memo dated June 15, 2000, “WIC 241.1
Protocol = Subsequent Assessments” Exhibit B)

Infadditlon to the above, a’joint assessment 1s required in cases where there is a
fitness hearing pursuant to WIC 707, the youth is found to be fit for juvenile court
jurisdiction, and it appears that the youth falls within WIC 300 and 602. (See memo
dated June 18, 1998 entitled, “WIC 241.1 Protocol in Cases W1th F;tness Hearmgs”

: Exhlblt C).

A joint assessment is not required when a youth on WIC 654, 725 or 790 status
becomes the subject of a WIC 300 petition. The reasons are that it is not required by

the WIC and the outcome is obvious in that the youth s WIC 654 725 or 790 status

would not change. -

INFORMATION TRIGGERING PROTOCOL

In order to properly unplement the protocol, it is important that all the part101pants in

‘the juvenile justice system be aware of its applicability to particular youths. DCFS

social workers must be aware of a youth’s WIC 602 status when a youth is detained
by them. ‘They must also become aware when a dependent becomes the subject of
proceedings in the Delinquency Court. Attomeys in the Dependency Court must
know of contacts their clients have with Probation at the earliest possible time so that
they can contact their clients as well as have input to the joint assessment. Probation
officers and attorneys in the Delinquency system need to know of-a youth’s WIC 300
status by the time a youth appears in the Delinquency Court for the first time.

Judicial officers in'both systems must know of the youth’s status w1th both systems at
the time of the youth’s first appearance in court '

The ability to keep participants_properly informed of the status of a particular youth
currently exists within our system. Both DCES arnd Probation have access to the
Juvenile Automated index (JAI) which means they have access to information about
the WIC 300 or 600 status of any youth who comes into contact with their respective

‘departments. Every youth who is detained or filed upon by DCFES can be tun on JAI

before that youth’s initial appearance in the Dependency Court. With that
information in the Detention Report or the Application for Petition, the Court can
order that the protocol be impleniented at the first hearing. The key is the utilization
of JAI by the social worker before the case comes to court. Further, there is no
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reason that the social worker cannot or should not contact Probation to initiate the
joint assessment as soon as the social worker learns of the youth’s WIC 600 status.

The same process applies when a youth is detained and/or filed upon by the Probation
Department. Probation can also access JAl'on every youth it.refers for filing in the
Delinquency Coust. 1f the youth is under the jurisdiction of the Dependency Court,
the probation officer should contact DCFS so that the preparation of the joint
assessmeint can begin before the case gets to court: When the casé comes to the
Delinquency Court for the first time, the report from Probation'should reflect the
youth’s active WIC 300 status. In addition, the Delinqiiency-Court calendar contains
a notation for every youth who has a connection to the Dependency Court; The
Delinquency Court calendar reflects whether the jurisdiction of the Dependency
Court is active or inactive. -This is another means to alert the judicial officer, the
court officer, and the attormeys about the need-to implement the 241.1 protocol if
implementation has not already begun.

There are two other means of communication which can alert participants of the need
to participate in a joint assessment. One means is the START Report which is

- distributed to each Dependency Court every Wednesday which.contains a list of

dependent youth who had contacts with law enforcement involving an alleged
criminal offense the previous week. (See memo dated June 12, 1998 entitled
“DISSEMINATION OF THE START REPORT” Exhibit D). The other means of
communication is through the Operational Agreement which provides notice to
children’s attorneys and social workers from Probation at the time a youth is brought
to juvenile hall following arrest.- (See attached Operational Agreement Between the
Department of Children and Family Services [DCFS], Probation Department
[Probation], ahd Attorneys Representing Juvenile Court Youth — Children’s Law
Center of Los Angeles [CLC] and Juvenile Court Bar Association {JCBA] Exhibit E).

In sum, there are several ways in existence to alert everyone in our system when
youths cross over from one system to the other. There is no reason for any youth to
fall through the proverbial cracks between the systems. r

TIME LINES FOR FILING JOINT ASSESSMENT

In order for the WIC 241.1 protocol to be most effective in court, it needs to be filed
in a timely manner. The following time lines have been agreed upon. - In the first
situation, where a petition is filed in the Delinquency Court on a youth who is a
dependent of the court, the joint assessment should be completed and filed in the
Delinquency Court on or before the time of the appearance on the pre-plea report. As
previously noted, Probation is the lead agency for the preparation of the report. In
cases where the youth is detained, the appearance on the pre-plea report is generally
eight to twelve days after the detention hearing. It is of course imperative that the
agencies communicate with each other quickly in these cases because the time line is
short. This issue will be discussed later in this memo. ' In those cases where the youth
is not detained, there should be no problem completing the assessment by the time of
the pre-plea appearance or sooner. The most important part of this procedure is




ensuring that the assessment is completed before the adjudication without interfering
with any statutory speedy trial ghts

In:the second situation, where a youth under the Jurlsdlctlon of the Delmquency
Courts becomes the subject of a petition in the Dependericy Court, the joint
assessment should be filed in'the Dependency-Court at the time of the Pre Resolution
Conference (PRC), the Mediation Conference, or the adjudication, if a no time waiver
trial is set. DCFS is the lead agency in this situation; aiid given the relatively small
number of cases in this. category, time should not be a prob]em 1. completmg this
report : : ‘ : ‘

In the third 51tuat10n where Probation seeks to termmate _]UrlSdlCthn of a ward, there
is no specifictime line. Probation is thelead agency for the preparation of this report
~ which is tobe filed in the Dolmquency Court afteritis ordered by the Court.

-In the fourth 31tuat10n where there is 1nf0rmat10n suggestmg that a youth who is the
subject of a pétition in the Delinquency Court may have béen the victim of child
abuse and/or neglect in relation to what occurred, the joint assessmeit should be filed
at or before the appearance on the pre plea repoﬂ The time'lines are: the same for the
first and fourth situations. L CE e

In the ﬁfth sit_uation, where a subsequent assessiment is ordered, the time line will
depend on the.youth’s custody status. Ifthe youth has been dstained, the time line is
the same as other detained cases: If the youth is not'in custody, the time line will be
determined by the Court - :

In'ﬁtnes’s cases, the Court wi]l order the joint assessment as soon as the youth is
found fit for juvenile court jurisdiction. The time line once again will depend on the

youth’s custody. status. Typically, detention time lines ‘Wi\ll apply.

V.  PROCEDURES FOR JOINT ASSESSMENT |

When the Court orders a joint assessment pursuant to WIC 241.1, the case shall be
referred to a multi-disciplinary unit known as-the MDT. "The MDT ‘will consist of
members from DCFS, Probation, DMH, (Exhibit F) and an educational
representative, currently from the DCFS Education Consultant Unit. (Exhibit G) A
blanket order authorizing DMH access to records has been issued. (Exhibit H) In
addition to the MDT, each case will have a lead agency as delineated in Section Il of
the protocol. The responsibilities of the MDT shall include:

l. Preparing all joint assessments
2. Making recommendations to the Court on:
' a. appropriate legal status for the youth
b. necessary services for the youth
3. Preparing the Post Disposition Report




A. Contents of Assessment

The most important part of the WIC 241.1 Protocol is the joint assessment. There
are two parts to the assessment. First is the accumulation of facts for the
assessment. The second is the method used to evaluate the facts which should
include a strengths and needs pieceas well as a nsk assessment

The repoxt 1tself should mchcate that it was developed by the MDT It shall
summarize the assessment findings-and state the reasons for the
recommendations. The report should indicate the names and telephone numbers
of the team members who collaborated on the report.

The joint assessment shall include. interviews with the youth,' the youth’s
parents/guardians, and appropriate collateral contacts including a representative
from the youth’s current placement. These collateral contacts shall be identified

by name and telephone number-in the report. The recommendation to the court
-shall take-into account the nature of the referral, the youth’s age, current juvenile
court status and why, the youth’s prior behavioral problems and/or delinquent
activities, the nuriber of prior referrals to DCFS and Probation, the number of
admissions to mental health facilities, the parents’-coopetation with the youth’s
school and DCFS and/or Probation, the youth's functioning at school, the nature
of the youth’s home environment; the records of other agencies which have been
.involved with the youth and the family, and any other relevant information. The
-assessment shall also include any outside:services or financial assistance that the
youth is receiving or might be eligible for, and whether the youth would be
eligible for each of these services if the youth is declared a dependent or ward,
including but not limited to special education services, regional center services,
-supplemental security income, and AB3632 mental health services. . The
departments shall ask the court’s assistance in obtaining services from an agency
identified as having appropriate services for the youth, but which has been
uncooperative or unwilling to provide said $ervices in the past.

_In addition, information shall be solicited from the youth’s dependency and
delinquency attorneys, the Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA) if there is
one, and current social worker and/or probatlon officer.

After the information has been gathered the MDT. shall evaluate the information
using the methodology developed by the agenmes and Professor Denise Herz.
(Exhibit T)

After the information has been evaluated, the MDT will make two kinds of
recommendations. The first will be the appropriate court status for the youth.
{These recommendations will be addressed separately). The other

| . . . .
Unless the minor has been instructed by counsel or chooses not to speak. Any conversation should not include
discussion of the current offense. This does not include DMH whose role is discussed in Fxhibit F.




recommendation shall be the services plan Wthh should mclude but not be
limited to: : co '

1.~ ‘A description of the behavior and needs, including mental health
- needs; that the youth must address to be siiccessful without the
supervision of the juvenile court.

2. What services will be provided to'address each need identified?

3. What person and/or agency will provide these services?

4. ‘When will those services be provided?

5. Ate there any obstacles that would prevent ‘the tlmely provision of
services? -

6. - Doesthe youth have spec1a1 educatlon needs Are they being
addressed? : :

7. Will family reunification services be provided? -

For each of the needs and services identified above, a social worker and/or a

. probation officer shall be designated as responsiblé to either provide the services
or to make sure the service is provided by another agéncy. Each service plan shall
atso include a plan for termination of WIC 602 status if that is oné of the
recommendations. ‘

B. Recommendations of Legal Status

There are six possible recommendations:

1. WIC 300 status -

2. WIC 300/654 status
3. WIC 300/725 status
4. WIC 300/790 status
5. WIC 300/602 status
6. WIC 602 status

WIC 300 status can be recommended under four eircumstances: (1) when a WIC 300
youth is charged in Delinquency Court; (2) when a WIC 602 youth has a petition filed in
Dependency Court; (3) when a youth is charged in Delinquency Court and child abuse is
suspected; and (4) when termination of WIC 602 status is sought because home is unsafe
ot non-existent. :

WIC 300/654/725/790 status can be recommended when a WIC 300 youth is charged in
Delinquency Coutt.

WIC 300/602 status can be recommended under the following circumstances: (1) when a
WIC 300 youth is charged in Delinquency Court; and (2) when a WIC 602 youth has a
petition filed in Dependency Court.

WIC 602 status can be recommended under the same situations as WIC 300 status as
délineated above.




C. Guidelihés for Legﬁl Status Recommendations

Note — The MDT will utilize the attached guidelines (Exhibit J) for
. recommendations on appropriate legal status-for the subject youth.

D. Conflict Resolution .

When there is disagreement in the MDT on the recommendation to the court
regarding the appropriate legal status for the subject youth, the social worker should
refer the matter to the Juvenile Court Liaison Deputy Regional Administrator and
the probation officer should refer the matter to the Juvenile Field Services Bureau
The Juvenile Consultant with Juvenile Field Services Bureau shall be the final
arbiter when DCFS is the lead agency. The Director of Juvenile Court Services
shall be the final arbiter when Probation is the lead agency.

When there has been a conflict; the report to the court should include a statement of
the issues involved in the conflict, the positions taken by the departments, and what
steps were taken to resolve the issues. The report shall indicate if the decision was
made jointly by DCFS and Probation, or by either department alone.

E. Submission of Report

A completed joint assessment shall be provided to the Delinquency and
Dependency Court’s of record, the youth’s dependency and delinquency attorneys,
County Counsel, the District Attorney, and the youth’s CASA, if any. Consistent
with law, the court considering the joint assessment shall have discretion on
whether to pennit an evidentiary hearing pursuant to WIC 241.1.

F. Inter-Court Communication

It the Delinquency Court, upon receipt of a joint assessment, decides that the youth
should only be on WIC 300 status, the Delinquency Court should dismiss the WIC
602 case and send a copy of that minute order to the Dependency Court. If the
Delinquency Court decides the youth should remain on WIC 300 status with WIC
654, 725, or 790 status as well, the Delinquency Court shall send a copy of the
minute order to the Dependency Court after the youth has been placed on WIC 654
725, or 790 status. If the Delinquency Court decides that the youth should be
placed on WIC 602 status, the matter must proceed to an adjudication. Once the
petition has been sustained and the youth is declared a 602, the minute order should
be sent to the Dependency Court so that jurisdiction can be terminated if the intent
is that 602 is to be the sole jurisdiction. If the intent of the Delinquency Court is
that dual status pursuant to WIC 300/602 is appropriate, that should be reflected in
the minute order sent to the Dependency Court.

b

If the Dependency Court, upon receipt of a joint assessment, decides that the youth
should remain on WIC 602 status, the Dependency Court should dismiss the WIC
300 petition and send a copy of that minute order to the Delinquency Court. Ifthe
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Dependency Court decides that the youth should be placed on WIC 300 status, the
Dependency Court must send a copy of the minute order which declares the youth a
dependent of the court to the Delinquency: Court so that it can terminate its
Jurisdiction if the intent of the Dependency Court is that 300 is to be the sole
jurisdiction. If the intent of the Delinquency Court is that dual status pursuant to
WIC 300/602 is appropriate, that should be reflected in the minute order sent to the
Delmquency Court.

G. Avoiding Contflicts Between the Courts -

The issue of avoiding conflicts between the Dependency Court and the Delinquency
Court was previously addressed in the attached memo dated Ociober 26, 1999
entitled , “WIC 241.1 Protocol — Avoiding Conflicts Between the Dependency and
Dehnquency Court.” (Exhlblt K) The pr1nc1ples articulated in that memo are still .
apphcab]e -

‘H Procedure for Concurrent Unadj udlcated Petmons in Dependency Court and

+ Delinquency Court-

OcCa'sionally a new petition in Dependency Court is followed by a new petition in
Delinquency Court while the WIC 300 petition is pending or vice versa. The
procedure for dealing with that situation is found in the memo1andum of the same
name dated September 8, 2003. (Exhibit L) : :

- DUAL STATUS PROCEDURES

There are two types of dual status that occur through the WIC 241.1 Protocol,
informal and formal. Informal dual status occurs when a WIC 300 youth is also

. placed on WIC 654, 725, or 790 status. Formal dual status occurs when a youth is
- simultaneously on WIC 300 and 602 status. This will address the court and agency

superwsmn procedures for both.

A, Informal Dual Status

When a WIC 300 youth is placed on probation without wardship under WIC 654, 725
or 790, the matter shall be handled through the Post D1sp031t1on Process. (See Section
VI herem)

In the event that a youth violates the conditions of his/her WIC 654, 725, 790
supervision and WIC 602 status is being considered, a subsequent joint assessment is
required. In that case, the procedures for joint assessment should be followed.

B. Formal Dual Status

When a WIC 300 youth is also placed on WIC 602 status orvice versa, the matter
shall be handled through the Post Disposition Process. (See Section VII, herein)




During dual status jurisdiction, placement decisions and findings (including Title
-IV-E) will be made by the Dependency Court: - The actual placement location will
‘be determined by the social worker in conjuriction with the MDT, taking into

consideration any legal impediments to certain placements due to the youth’s

WIC 602 status. In cases where a suitably placed WIC 300 youth needs to change

placement due to the new and additional WIC 602 status, both Dependency Court

and Delinquency Court will make suitable placement findings.. When this occurs,

Probation will be the lead agency in supervising the youth’s placement. Either

way, this will insure continued representation for parents in' Dependency Court

and also insure that Probation does not lose access to Title IV-E funds when the
youth is placed in a Probation supervised suitable placement.

Custodial decisions, i.e: halls, camps, DJJ will be made by the Delinquency Court.
When a WIC 300 youth 1s committed to camp or DIJ, the Dependency Court’s
order will be suitable placement on hold pending release from camp or DJJ if the
order of the Delinquency Conrt places the youth on dual status. If:a WIC 300
youth who is at home is committed to camp or DJJ, the order of the Dependency
Court will continue to be home of parent if the order of the Delinquency Court
places the youth on dual status, assummg conditions still exist for WiC 300
jurisdiction.

Dual status jurisdiction should last only as long as it is necessary. For a WIC 300
youth who is at home, dependency jurisdiction will last only as long as there are
conditions which justify jurisdiction. Delinquency jurisdiction can continue with
the youth at home. On the other hand, delinquency jurisdiction should terminate
when no longer necessary and the youth remains at home with dependency
Jurisdiction as long as the jurisdiction is necessary.

For a suitable placement youth, delinquency jurisdiction should only last as long
as necessary and no extra steps are necessary with respect to dependency
jurisdiction which remains in effect. However, group home placement can be
impacted by the termination of delinquency jurisdiction. Hopefully, those
situations will be reduced by the fact that dependency jurisdiction with the
participation of the MDT will have consistently mamtamed a focus on
permanency. L

The situation is a little trickier with a dependent youth who is at home, is charged
in the Delinquency Court, and the MDT recommends WIC 602 status with a
suitable placement order. In that situation, if the Delinquency Court orders that
disposition, jurisdiction in Dependency Court should be terminated for that youth.
There-are several reasons for this. -

First, if the youth is at home under Dependency Court jurisdiction, it is in most
instances not expected that Dependency Court will maintain its jurisdiction for a
significant period of time. . Second, if the Delinquency Court disposition is
suitable placement, there is not an uncomplicated legal mechanism to convert that
disposition into a suitable placement order in Dependency Court. Third, if the
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. delinquency suitable placement is terminated, the youth presumably has a safe
home to returnto. Fourth, that is'a perfect situation for the family to receive

- family reunification services from Probation, something they are legally required
to do. Finally, it is expected that this will occur in very few cases.

VII. POST DISPOSITION PROCESS

Following disposition i the Delinquency Court, the Delinquency Court clerk will send a
copy of the corpleted disposition minute order to the Dependency Court of record. The
Delinquency Couirt court officer will forward a copy of the minute order to thé MDT.
The MDT will convert the-disposition mmute order-into a workable case plan as
delineated below. :

Within two weeks after disposition; the MDT will contact the youth’s probation officer
-and the youth’s social worker who will contact the youth and the primary caregiver to
schedule a post-disposition case planning meeting: The meeting will be held as soon as
possible after disposition, but no later than one month after disposition unless thele are
extraordinary reasons for it to be held later. :

The MDT will also inform the youth’s dependency and delinquency attorneys and
County Counsel of the date of the post-disposition meeting. Any or all of them can
arrange a meeting with the MDT to discuss any significant issues that should be.clarified

.. prior to the post-disposition meeting with the MDT. Other relevant parties or individuals

* may also be informed of the date of the post-disposition meeting. These may include a

representative from the youth’s placement, non-custodial parents or guardians, the
youth’s therapist, a school representatwe and anyone els¢ identified by the youth as a
commumty support person. :

The purpose of the post-disposition planning meeting is to discuss how the case plan

- ordered by the court will be specifically implemented. The youth, the social worker, the
probation officer, the caregiver, and other relevant individuals should know exactly what
is expected of each of them by the time they leave the meeting.

- At the post-disposition meeting, the MDT will solicit input from the youth, the youth’s
attorney(s), and others present. The goal is to achieve consensus on the specifics of the
implementation in a non-adversarial atmosphere without repeating issues that were
discussed at any meetings which occurred prior to the post-disposition meeting. To the
extent there are any differing views presented, the MDT will consider the disparate views
and will have the findl say in the resolution of those differences.

[f the youth is not satisfied with the resolution of any difference; the youth, through
his/her attorney can seek modification of the plan in court. If the issue to be resolved
involves services to the youth, such as health, mental health, dental, education, or the

- youth’s family or placement, the youth can address those concerns in the Dependency
Court at one of the court hearings outlined below. If the issue to be resolved involves an
accountability issue such as community service or restitution, the youth can address the
concerns in the Delinquency Courts at one of the court hearings outlined below.
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It should also be noted that if the social worker or probation officer has any issues with
the case plan, those issues can be addressed in their respective courts as well.

For a youth who has 300/602 status, the probation or social worker on the MDT will
serve as the lead person at the post-disposition meeting. For youths who have 300/654,
300/725, 300/790 status, the DCFS representative on the MDT will serve as the lead
person at the post-disposition meeting.

Following the post-disposition meeting, the MDT will call the clerk of the Dependency
Court of record to schedule a 241.1 Progress Report Hearing. The hearing should occur
10 calendar days after the post-disposition hearing. . The MDT will niotify the attorneys of
record once the date has been determined. The court clerk shall also endeavor to confirm
the date with the attomeys. The MDT shall provide a written report for the Progress

. Report Hearing two days in advance of the hearing. That report shall not only report on
the disposition and the post-disposition meeting, but shall also contain an outling of the
obligations of the youth, the social worker, the probation officer, the caregiver and
anyone else included in the plan. The Court will make the report available to the
attorneys. :

Following the post-disposition meeting, the MDT will also call the clerk of the
Delinquency Court of record to schedule a 241.1 Progress Report Hearing. The hearing
should ocecur 30 calendar days after the post-disposition hearing. The MDT will also
notify the attorneys of record once the date has been determined. The court clerk should
also endeavor to confirm the date with the attorneys. The MDT will provide a written
report for the Progress Report hearing two days in advance of the hearing. That report
shall report on the post-disposition méeting and shall contain an outline of the obligations
of the youth, the probation officer, the social worker, the caregiver and any one else
included in the plan. The Court will make the report available to the attorneys.

Once the 241.1 Progress Report Hearings are scheduled, the involvement of the MDT
with the case is finished unless there are questions regarding the report prepared by the
MDT. : .

The 241.1 Progress Report Hearing in both courts will be an appearance hearing in which
the youth and the social worker or probation officer must appear in their respective
courts. Both courts will make sure there is an adequate understanding of each court’s
~component of the case plan.  In addition, each court will make any orders necessary to
the implementation of the case plan. Thereafter, the case management responsibility will
shift to the courts. The courts will be the.ultimate monitor of the case plan in terins of
implementation and progress. In order to do so, each court will schedule 30 day
-appearance progress reports each month for at least the following six months to monitor
implementation of the case plan in both systems. Each progress report in each court will
contain a summary of the implementation efforts in the other court. At each progress
report, the court will make any orders necessary to the implementation of the case plan.
The appearance of the youth is not mandatory at each hearing uniess ordered by the Court
or requested by the youth or the youth’s attorney.

12




VIII. DATA COLLECTION

All data necessary to comply with WIC 241.2 for evaluation of the protocol shall be
collected and maintained by the MDT.

IX.  CONCLUSION

. This memorandum is intended to provide a framework for improvement and expansion of
Los Angeles County’s WIC 241.1 Protocol. With the cooperation of all participants in
our juvenile justice system, we should be able to utilize this process to achieve better
outcomes for many of the youth who pass through our system while making our
community a safer place. '

MN:ns
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JUVENILE DIVISION

The Superior Qo

201 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 3
MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91754.2158

TELEPHONE
(323) 525-6377

CHAMBERS OF
MICHAEL NMASH

PRESIDING JUDGE = . July 23, 2004
|
|
TO: - All Participants in the Los Angeles Juvenile Court System
FROM: Michael Nash, Presiding Tudge ﬂ!ﬁf}/

* Juvenile Court

SUBJECT: WIC 241.1 AND PERVMANENCY

Development of a permanent plian is a key part of the delinquency process for youth in out-of-
home care. It is the responsibility of Probation and the Courts, as well as attormeys representing
youth in the Delinquency Court to develop, implement, order, advocate for appropriate
permanent plans for wards of the court in out-of-home care. '

The WIC 241.1 process can be very helpful in the development of a perrnanent plan for many of
these youth, specifically those youth under Delinquency Court jurisdiction who no longer need
supervision, are eligible for termination of jurisdiction, but do not have a home or a safe home to
which they can return. In those cases, WIC 241.1 will be utilized as follows:

The Delinquency Court, on its own motion, or on the motion of the Probation Department, a
minor’s attomey, the minor, or any other interested person, may order Probation and DCFS to
prepare a joint assessment to recommend to the Court whether a minor, who is currently a ward
of the Court, shall remain a ward or shall become the subject of a WIC 300 petition upon the
following showing:

1. Specific reasons why Delinquency jurisdiction is no longer necessary or appropriate.

2. Specific reasons why return home is inappropriate such as, there is no home or the
minor is at risk of abuse or neglect at home.

a. Specific reasons why the minor is at risk of abuse or neglect must be stated.

i




3. The minor’s perspective on-the possibility of Depehdency jurisdiction in place of
Delinquency jurisdiction.

4, All efforts made to develop a permanent plan with a relative, gnardian, or other
caretaker.

After the above showing has been made, the Delinquency Court shall order Probation and DCFS
to prepare a WIC 241.1 assessment with Probation as the lead agency. The joint assessment
shall recommend which court’s jurisdiction is most suitable for the minor and the development
of a permanent plan, and which court’s jurisdiction is best for the community. This joint
assessment may also recommend other suitable altematives for the Court to consider in the
development of a permanent plan which can be accomplished through the jurisdiction of the

Delinquency Court.

If the Court decides that Dependency jurisdiction is most appropriate, it shall order DCFS to file
a WIC 300 petition, and shall terminate Delinquency jurisdiction and order Probation to transfer
custody and control of the minor to DCFS in accordance with existing transfer protocols.

The procedures outlined in this memo are intended to supercede any procedures previously
created for the utilization of WIC 241.1 to consider WIC 300 jurisdiction for a youth who is
currently a declared ward of the court pursuant to WIC 602.
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TELEPHONE
{3231 526-63490

CHAMBERS OF

MICHAEL MASH
SUPERVISING JUDGE

JUVENILE DEPENDENCY COURT ‘ C June 15, 2000
To: All Participants in the LOS. Angeles County Juvenile Ius'tiee: System ,
From:; Michael Nash, Supervising Judge, Juvenile Dependency Court ﬂﬂ\//
Subject:  W.LC.241.1 PROTOCOL — SUBSEQUENT ASSESSMENTS

A. question has arisen as to the need for subsequeént assessments by thé Probation Department and

the Department of Children and Family Services on cases where a youth has already been the subject
of an assessment pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code section 241.1. :

Generally, the situation arises where a youth who is a dependent of the court has a petition filed in
the Delinquency Court and is placed on supervision pursuant to W.I.C. 654 or 725. There is no
dispute that a joint assessment is necessary if a subsequent. delinquency petition is filed. Both
Probation and DCFS agreed in the 1999 Memorandum of Understanding on Dual Supervision Cases
that a joint assessment is appropriate under that circumstance. However, there is a question whether
a subsequent assessment is needed where it is alleged that a youth should be declared a delinquent
because of a failure to comply with the terms of supervision pursuant to Section 654 or 725. For the
following reasons, our policy will require a subsequent assessment.

Welfare and Institutions Code section 241.1(a) specifically states,

“Whenever a minor appears to come within the description of both Section 300 and
Section 601 or 602, the county probation department and the county welfare
department shall, pursuant to_a iointly developed written_protocol..., initially
determine which status will serve the best interests of the minor and the protection of
soctety.” (Emphasis added.)

The language of the code clearly states that a joint assessment is necessary when a youth can fall
within both the 300 and 600 sections of the code. :




W.1.C. 241.1 Protocol
June 15, 2000
Page 2

In addition to the code, Los Angeles County has developed a protocol for joint supervision of a youth
who is a dependent of the court and is placed on informal supervision putsuant o section 654 or 725,
The dual supervision protocol establishes the duties and responsibitities of the probation officer and
social worker with respect to that youth. When it is'alleged that the youth should be declared a ward
of the court because of failure to comply with the terms of 654 or 725 supervision, it stands to reason
that both the probation officer and the social worker should have input before that youth is declared
a ward because of their joint respon51b1l1ty foward that youth Therefore a joint assessment should
be required as a matter of policy as well as law.

This subsequent assessment should not restate what wes stated in the ongmal assessment. It shall
incorporate the original assessment and provide new information to the court in the same categories
required for the original assessment. The same individuals who have input for the original assessment
shall have an opportunity to provide input to the new assessment. Finally, the same process for
conflict resolution which currently emsts shall be utlhzed
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MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91754.2158

TELEPHONE
(21N $26.8377

CHAMBERS OF
MICHAEL NASH June 18, 1998

PRESIOWG JUDGE

TO: All Participants in the Los Angeles County Juvenile Justice System

FROM: Presiding Judge Michael Nash /#\~"
Juvenile Court

SUBJECT: WIC 241.1 PROTOCOL IN CASES WITH FITNESS HEARINGS

This memo is to alert all participants in the Juvenile Justice system regarding the procedure that
should be followed in regards to WIC 241.1 in cases where there s a fitness hearing pursuant to
WIC 707. In those cases where a dependent of the court is charged with an offense for which a
fitness hearing witl be held, there is no need to order a joint assessment pursuant to WIC 241 1
priot to the fitness hearing. Subsequent to the hearing, if the minor is found o be fit for juvenile
court jurisdiction, a WIC 241 .1 joint assessment shall be prepared if the minor appears to fit the
description of both Section 300 and Section 601 or 602.

There are essentially two reasons to utilize this procedure. First, in those cases where a fitness
hearing will occur, it cannot be said that a minor fits the description of both Sections 300 and 601
or 602. Therefore, there does not appear to be a need to prepare the assessment under those
circumstances. Secondly, it is not an efficient use of resources to prepare such an assessment

- when there is a fitness hearing pending. Although the information in the assessment can be very
useful, some of the same information will be contained in the report sent to the court for the
fitness hearing. Further, since numerous 241.1 reports are being prepared every month, we

should not further burden the departments with preparing them in these cases until and unless they
meet the statutory criteria.

As was stated above, if a dependent minor is found fit for juvenile court jurisdiction after a fitness
hearing, and if the evidence suggests that the minor fits the description of Sections 300 and 601 or
602, the joint assessment rmust be prepared. It appears, based on the evidence, that the court has
some discretion at this point about whether the assessment is required. However, it can also be
argued that the assessment is required any time a dependent minor is subject to charges in the
delinquency court absent a fitness hearing. Certainly there are obvious benefits to having a joint
assessment in all cases. However, I believe that issue should be resolved in the individual courts.
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CHAMBERS OF

MICHAEL NASH : : " Jure 12, 1998

PRESIDING JL_JDG; - .
TO: All Dependency Court Judiciat Officers and Attorneys -
FROM. Presrdlrnjr Judge Michael Nash ﬂ’f'\‘—

Juvenile Court

SUBJECT: DISSEMINATION OF THE ‘START® REPQRT

Effective Wednesday, June 24, 1598, and every ‘Wednesday thereafter, a newly developed report
will be available to alert attorneys representing minors in the uependency Court of alleged
criminal activity by their clients. The report, which will be known as the “START Report”
(Start Taking Action Responsibly Today), will contain a imt of nl‘ minbrs wl"o are dependents of

the court who have had contact with law enforcement involving an aileced crtmmal offense the
prevrous week, from Sunday to Sunday.

The START Report will be printed weekly and will be made available on a clipboard in each
COUTLIOOMm.

CONTENTS OF REPORT

A sample copy of the START Report is attached to this memd whrch e*cpiams all the categories of
information contained in the report; Essennally, the report will include the Dependency Court
department number, the name of the minor’s attorney and affiliation (whether panel or DCES), the

minor’s name, Dependency JAT number, date of birth, Deltnquency JAI number, arrest date,
arresting agency, and the alleged offense. - ‘

This report is similarto the DEAR Report which has been used for the past few years However,
it does contain some significant differerices. The DEAR' Report lists only those 1 mingrs with
hearings scheduled in the upcoming week and who have had alaw enforcement contact leading to
a Probation Department referral. The START Report lists all dependent minors with law
enforcement contact over the previous week without reference to any upcoming proceedings. It
should also be noted that START does not include citations for offenses to the Informal Juvenile

and Traffic Court. It is our intention to discontinue the DEAR Report after the START Report
has been in existence for a few months.




UTILIZATION OF REPORT

Welfare and Institutions Code section 317(e) states in part that “...counsel shalt investigate the
interests of the minor beyond the scope of the juvenile proceedmcr and report to the court other
interests of the minor that may need to be protected by the institution of other administrative of
Judicial proceedings.” The purpose of the START Report is to alert minor’s atiorneys at an early
point in time to the p0551b111ty of Delinquency proceedings . Early notice of alleged criminal
activity will allow minors’ attorneys to contact their clients directly to determine what occurred.
Potential follow-up may include contact with law enforcement and/or Probation to leam whether
charges will be filed, early involvement in the WIC 241.1 process, or contact with the CSW

regarding intensified services to the minor.to prevent further delmquent behav:or assuming
charges are not filed on the instant occasion.

Many participants in our system have long complairied of a lack of communication between the
Dependency and Delinquency systems, and the need for timely information when a dependent
minor exhibits the type of behavior which threatens to bring that minor into the jurisdiction of the
Delinquency Court. The START Report is designed to close the information gap between the
two systems and to alert all of us to those minors who are in immediate nead of additional
services. Hopefully, prodactwe use will be made of this source of information.

If there are any questions about the START 6r DEAR Reports, please contact Dependen{:y Court
Adrmmstrator Randy Henderson at (213) 526- 6662.
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cc:  Presiding Judge Robert W. Parkin
Assistant Presiding Judge Victor E. Chavez
. John A. Clarke, Executive Officer/Clerk

John Walker, Court Manager, Juvenile Court Services

Randy Henderson Dependency Court Administrator
‘Michael RousseI Dehnquenqr Court Administrator

Richard Martinez, Assistant Dependency Court Adrmmstrator
Sylvia Wells, Assistant Delmquency Court Administrator

Sandy Montoya, Assistant Division Chief

Peter Digre, Director, Department of Children and Family Services

R;chard Shumsky Chief Probation Officer, Probation Department
'le Garcettn District Attorney

chhael .Tudcre Pubhc Defender :
Board of Supemsors
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HOW TO READ THE START REPORT
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5 DEPENDENCY JAIN: Dependency JAT Number: ‘
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7 DOB: Date of Birth :

8  DCFs STATUS: Indicated by Code (Sce Attachment)

B AV

9 . CASE NUMBER: 7-Digit Internal DCFS Number (not court number)

10 PRSID: Personal Tdentifier (Tnternal DCRS-Use)- - - —- a

11" DCFS OFFICE: DCFS Regional Office Identifier
-12 csw: Internal DCFS :Identifier for Social Worker
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- =
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OPERATIONAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT OF
CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICES (DCFS), PROBATION DEPARTMENT
(PROBATION), AND ATTORNEYS REPRESENTING JUVENILE COURT

YOUTH -~ CHILDREN’S LAW CENTER OF LOS . ANGELES (CLC)y AND
JUVENILE COURT BAR ASSOCIATION (JCBA) '

A. PURPOSE

* THIS OPERATIONAL AGREEMENT IS DESIGNED TO DO THE FOLLOWING:

1. Ensure that the dec131on on whether to detain a youth under Dependency Court

'_J urisdiction who has been arrested i 1s based upon appropriate legal factors and not on

¢ the youth’s foster care status or. o
e aplacement facﬂlty or caretaker’s reluctance to house the youth, or
o the unavailability of an immediate placement or dlﬁiculty insecuringa

placement for that youth
2. Inform the-yoﬂih’s d-ependency attorney at the-earhes’c possible time of the youth’s arrest,
detention, and release so that the attorney can provxde appropriate assistance or input at
each critical point.
3. Delineate the roles and responsbilities of Probation and DCFS at each critical event. -

Ultimately, it is the goal of this agreement

' e to promote the pI'Otf:Cth[l and safety of each dependent youth

e to ensure that dependent youth are not detained unnecessarily or any longer than
necessary.

to establish procedures for the sharing of pertinent information among Probation,
DCES, and the youth’s dependency attorney.

B. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURES

. PROCEDURES FOLLOWING ARREST

~ Whena dependent youth is arrested and dehvered to the custody of Probation, the
following shall occur: .




Operational Agreernent Between DCFS, Probation, CLC and JCBA

Pro.bzition shall determine if the facts and circumstances of a particular case
warrant detention of the youth. ‘ '

If Probation deterrines that detention is warranted, Probation shall, as soon as
possible: |
i. Notify DCFS of the decision to detain the youth, -

if. Notify the youth’s dependency attorney, if identified, of the
decision to detain the youth.

If Probation determines that detention is not warranted, Probation shall attempt
to return‘the youth to the youth's foster care placement. Once the youth has
been retumed to placement, Probation shall notify DCFS and the youth’s
dependency attorney, if identified, as soon as possible. -

If Probation is unable to return the youth to- placement, Probation shall notify
DCES so that DCFS can expeditiously resume custody of the youth, and shall
notify the youth’s dependency attorney, if identified, so that the dependency
attorney can take any appropriate action on behalf of the youth.

2. PROCEDURES ON RELEASE PRIOR TO DETENTION HEARIN G

If it is determined prior to a Juvenile Court Detention Hearing that

¢ the District Attorney has rejected the case, or
¢ there has been a probable cause (PCD) rejection by the Court, or
» - there has been no filing by the arresting agency, .

the following shall occur:

a.

Probation shall attempt to replace the youth in the youth’ s foster care placement.
If Probation is able to return the youth to placement, Probation shall notify
DCFS and the youth’s dependency attorney, if identified.

If Probation js unable to return 2 youth to placement, Probation shall notify DCFS
so that DCFS can expeditiously resume custody of the youth, and shall notify the
youth’s dependency attorey, if identified, so that the dependency attorney can
take any appropriate action on bebalf of the youth.
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Operational Agreement Between DCFS, Probation, CLC and JCBA

C.  RESPONSIBILITIES OF EACH ENTITY UNDER SECTIONS B1 AND B2
PROBATION RESPONSIBILITIES T__Q DCFS

1. Probation shall call the Child Protection Hotline (1-800-540-4000) and press the Law
Enforcement number (6) when prompted to do so.

2. Probation will mform the Intake CSW that he/she is calling from Probation regarding the
release of a dependent youth back to DCFS.

3. Probation shall provide the following information, if known:
name of youth ' "

age, date of birth o .

parents’ names, addresses and phone numbers

name, phone number and office location of the youth’s CSW

current location of youth and reasons why the placement facility is unwilling to

re-accept the youth . -

‘specific charges and future court dates, if any

any special needs or observed behaviors

name and phone number of the Deputy Probation Officer

the location where the youth is to be released to DCFS

P T

o ge

4, Probation shall obtain a referral huinber from. thé Intake CSW.

PROBATION RESPONSIBILITIES TO ATTORNEYS FOR DEPENDENT YOUTH

1. Upon amrest of any youth deté_nnhed't_o be a dependent, Probatioriwi]l attempt to identify
| the youth’s dependency attorney using JAL. L
2. If the attorney for the dependent youth is identified during busiess hours, Probation will

contact CLC or the 317 panel attorney representing the youth and inform them of the

~ Youth’s drrest and deténtion/reloase decision.
3. If'the dependency attorey is identified after-hours, Probation will attempt to contact the
appropriate CLC law firm or 317 parel attorney using the after-hours phone numbers

provided by those organizations and inform them of the youth’s arrest and
detention/release decision,

RESPONSIBILITIES OF A'ITORNEYS FOR DEPENDENT YOUTH -

L Both CLC and JCBA will provide Probation and DCFS with after-hours phone numbers.
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2. The youth’s dependency attorney will interface with the placement famhw if it refuses to
- reaccept the youth.

3. If helpful, the dependency attcrne_y will also contact the DCFS CSW to escertain-the
youth’s placement status.

DCFS RESPONSIBILITIES

1. HOTLINE CSW/SCSW

a.

b.

Shall give priority to the call from Probation, code it as an Immediate Response
(IR) and will identify it as a Probation referral and progess it within one hour.

The Hotlime SCSW will munedlately assign the referral as an IR to the appropriate
regional office during busmess hours. or the Emergency Response Command Post

(ERCP), if after hours. -

If the referral is assigned during business hours, Hotlme Suppox’t staff shall call
and verify that the regional office has received the IR. ~ Additionally, Hotline
support staff will contact the CSW’s Assistant Reglonal Adnmustrator to alert
him/her of the immediate referral for control purposes.

If the referral is after bhours, the Hotline support staff will phone the on-duty
ERCP SCSW to verify the receipt of the referral as an IR. :

2. REGIONAL CSW OR ERCP CSW

a.

Will contact the Deputy Probation Officer to verify the location of the youth and

* . give an estimated time of arrival.

Wil take custody of the youth from Probation for Pplacement within two hours.

Will .place’ the youth and complete all necessary detention reports and
placement paperwork. -

Will notify the youth’s dependency attorney of the replacement at the earliest
practicable moment, and in no event later than within 72 business hours.
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AGREEMENT DURATION

This agreement shall be effective upon execution by the parties and shall remain in effect until
modified or terminated by agreement of the parties.

t_/: . . ' .
m WLA’A%,U’—] e 3 -~ 32 -0
MARJORIE KELLY, INTERIM DIREETOR DATE
DEPARTMENT OF CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICES

w/{ A_ %"1 j —~ DB
RICHARD SHUMSXY, CHIEF PROBATION DFFICER DATE
PROBATION DEPARTMENT

\WLMM) /Qu,uéu, \3 /(Q‘S)DB
MIRIAM KRINSKY, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ‘ DATE

CHILDREN’S LAW CENTER OF LOS ANGELES

ZQULCJ@L (it 7w C 35-03
DATE

PAMELA RAE TRIPP, PRES‘[DENT
JUVENILE COURT BAR ASSOCIATION
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JUVENILE DIVISION

@The Superior Court

201 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 3
MONTEREY PARK, CALIFORNIA 91754-2158

TELEPHONE
{323) 526-8377

CHAMBERS OF

MICHAEL NASH November 20, 2009

PRESIDING JUDGE

TO: All Participants in the Los Angeles County Juvenile Justicc'Sy'stem

FROM: Michael Nash, Presiding Judge
-~ Juvenile Court -

SUBJECT: W.IC. 241.1 PROTOCOL - ROLE OF DEPARTMENT OF MENTAL
HEALTH (DMH)

This memorandum is intended to supersede all previous memoranda on the role of DMH in the
WIC 241.1 process and is effective immediately.

DMH can play an important role in the WIC 241.1 process. Its role should be to present
information regarding the mental health services received by a youth, within the parameters of
this policy, to the representatives of the Probation Department (Probation) and the Department of
Children and Family Services (DCFS) who are doing a joint assessment pursuant to WIC 241.1
to recommend to the Juvenile Court the appropriate legal status for the youth.

When a joint assessment pursuant to WIC 241.1 is ordered, the following procedures shall occur
with respect to DMH.

1. DCFS or Probation will refer the matter to the DMH Juvenile Count Mental Health
Services (JCMHS). The JCMHS representative and his/her mental health training,
~ experience should be stated.

2. JCMHS will screen the referral by obtaining a Management Information System (MIS)
printout te determine if there has been any previous involvement with DMH.

a. If no information or involvement exists or the information is inconsequential, the
role of DMH will end unless a specific request for assistance is made by Probation
and/or DCFS, or the youth’s delinquency attorney, if in Delinquency Court, or the
youth’s dependency attorney, if in Dependency Court. DMH will report the lack of




d.  whether the youth previously received treatment

or inconsequential nature of the information to the preparer of the 241.1
assessment.

If the DMH investigation continues, JCMHS will preferably proceed in the following
order. '

a.  talk to the probation officer and/or social worker to determine their specific
concerns, or if they have concerns.

b. review the juvenile court files and any mental health records contained therein
and/or any other mental health records available to them

C. taik to the youth’s dependency and delinquency attorneys to inform them of

Probation or DCFS concerns and to obtain their perspective as to those concerns.

JCMHS will send a report to the probation offices and social worker who are preparing
WIC 241.1 assessment. The report from JCMHS shall contain the following information.

a. whether the youth is currently in treatment

b. the provider(s) of the treatment

¢.  whether the dependency file contains information regarding approved
psychotropic medications; if so, what medications and the stated reason for the
medication _

, the treatment provider(s), and the
dates of the treatment. '

(1) such treatment can include any hospitalizations and the dates of
hospitalizations. ' _

¢. whether the youth has participated in any mental health assessments or evaluations
including 730 evaluations and the results of those assessments or evaluations if in
the DCFS file. | |

f.  at no time should the report include other details of therapy or any statements made
by the youth in therapy unless they are included in the DCFS file or unless the
youth’s delinquency attorney has authorized the release of this information after
consulting with the youth’s dependency attorney.

g any comments or observations on the above information that can reasonably be made
based on the training and expertise of the JCMHS representative

h. any recommendations for future action, i.¢., evaluations/assessments, or future
treatment based on the analysis of the above information made by the JCMHS
representative. o

(1) such recommendations can include, if appropriate, specific treatment
modalities and providers
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- The 241.1 MDT Educational Assessment Report

The Objective

The objective of the Educational Assessment Report for the (AB 129) 241.1 MDT
Project, specifically for :the Assessment and Documentation meeting, is to
determine where the youth is academically and make recommendations for how
the youth can graduate from hlgh school acqmre a GED or a certificate of
completion. :

The academic status is based on the number of credits completed towards
graduation, current and past grades, attendance records (current and historical),
any disciplinary issues and/or behavior logs and special education assessments
and/or IEP, if applicable. - The annual Standardized Test Scores (CSAT) and the
California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) results would also be important
data to obtain, as well as a list of the past schools attended dates of attendance
and the grades and credits earned. -

Note: '-Therewis only a 3-day turn around for Detained Youth making the
expectation for a thorough educational assessment unlikely. The other 241.1
MDT team members are under the same constraint and Itmltatlons Please do
the best you can do under these circumstances.

The Process

The MDT CSW:

« Initiates the Education Consultant's participation via e-mail by submitting
to the Education Consultant the DCFS 1361, Referral for Educational
Consultant Services, while requesting availability to participate in the Pre-
Disposition Assessment and Documentation Meeting. Simultaneously, the
MDT CSW will request the Case-Carrying CSW to make an on-line
referral to the Education Consultant for the MDT 241.1 Education
‘Assessment. '

The Case—Ca_rrvinq CSW assists the Education Consultant by:

- Discussing what the known educational issues of the youth are;

+ Immediately. providing the signed DCFS 179 (Part B) or minute order
requiring the school to share education information with DCFS, and,

« Providing access fo the legal and purple folder.

. This must be done quickly. Therefore, often times the Education
Consultant may ask for assistance from the SCSW and/or Duty Worker.




The Education Consultant:

Researches the educational issues, the number of credits completed
towards graduation, current and past grades, attendance records (current
and historical), any disciplinary issues and/or behavior logs and special
education assessments and/or 1EP, if applicable. - The annual
Standardized Test Scores (CSAT) and the California High School Exit
Exam (CAHSEE) results are important data to obtain, as well as a list of
the past schools attended, dates of attendance, and the grades and
credits earned.

Speaks to the youth and/holder of education rights. A conversation with
the youth is important to learn the youth's buy in to h[s/her education .to
help inform the recommendation.

Develops an educational assessment and recommendatlon for the youth
that includes the above-mentioned data describing where the youth is
academically and why and what your recommendation is to facilitate the
youth's graduation from high schoo!, acquisition of a GED or certificate of
completion for those youth with an |EP on that track (see attached).

+ The 241.1 MDT Educational Assessment Report is emailed to the MDT
CSW with a copy to Jennifer Hottenroth and Patty Armani 24 hours in
advance of the MDT meeting. Therefore, if the meeting is scheduled for
10 a.m. on Tuesday the completed report must be emailed by 10 a.m.
Monday, not 5 p.m. Monday. It is a literal 24 hours.

+ The case-carrying CSW is to be advised if the Education Consultant
becomes aware of past, severe violations of education law and/or code by
a school district. The CSW and/or SCSW can inform the minor's attorney.
It will be the minor's attorney's determination to make a referral to the
317(e) panel.

+ The Education Consuitant then attends the required meetings, shares
where the youth is educationally and advocates for the youth’s educational
needs.

» If the Education Consultant acqmres new, pertinent information involving
the youth’s education, the Education Consultant may revise the initial
report. This is often the case when the youth have been detained and not
enough time was available to develop a comprehensive assessment.

+ Should there be a Post-Dispo MDT meeting, the Education Consultant
should confer with the Case-Carrying and/or MDT CSW for current
educational issues to update the educational assessment, if necessary.




AB129 MDT EDUCATIONAL CONSULTANT REPORT

" ED. CONSULTANT USE ONLY
Tracking Number:
Date Opened:

Date Closed:

Office Name: Date

Ed. Consultant Name: Cubicle #: Phone: E-Mail:
CSW Name: Cubicle #: Phone: E-Mail:
SCSW Name: Phone: E-Mail:
Probation Ofﬂcer Name: Office | Phone: E-Mail:
Student’'s Name: Grade: ~ DOB:
Mother's Name: Case/ State Number:

Holder of Ed. Rights Name; Phone:
Caregiver's Name: . _ . _ Phone:
School of Attendance: Phone:

School District;

Education Consultant Assessment of Child’s Educational Deficiencies/Areas of Need (Please check all that
apply)

EDUCATIONAL STATUS | SCHOOL HISTORY
[J Graduation Likely by age 19. Total Credits Earned on most recent transcript
Schogl Type GPA on most recent transcript
] Public Does the youth have:
L]IEP
L] Comprehensive (General Education) [] 504
(] Continuation (13832
[ ] Alternative ] Special Education
{1 Charter : [[] Behavioral issues
(] Other
O NonPublicSchool Credits Earned
1 Home Attendance History
] Independent [] Tardies
OJ Not Attending School ] Truancy
Is yauth currently: Is the Holder of Education Rights:
O Suspended [] Available
J Expelled [} Engaged

DCFS MDT Draft PAGE 1 OF 2




LUUN T U LUS ANGELED UEFARIMENT OF CHILDREN AND FAMILY SERVICES

Education Consultant Summary — Youth's Educational Needs Assessment (Provide summary of youth's

educational needs that must be addressed. Indicate any factors that may be a problem or delay youth's likelihood of
graduating) -

Education Consultant Recornmendations (What strategies/actions are necessary to address/overcome deficits
indicated above) .

DCFS MDT Draft PAGE 2 OF 2
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youth appears to come within the description of both sections 300 and 602, the child

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BLANKET ORDER RE: ACCESS TO
JUVENILE CASE FILES AND PUPIL
RECORDS OF YOUTH SUBJECT TO
WELFARE AND INSTITUTIONS
CODE SECTION 241.1
PROCEEDINGS

H—ﬂ‘-—“—ﬂ‘-—/\-f\—f. Mot

Welfare and insﬁhitioﬁé Code (WIC) section 241.1(a) provides that whenever a

welfare services department and the county probation c.Iepartment' shall determine which
status will serve the best mterest of the youth and the protection of society pursuant to a
jointly wutten protocol Sectlon (b) mandates and descrlbes the protocol to be
developed.

'Sec'ti'on"t(e) pemuts the child welfare services department and the probation
department in consultahon with the pre31dmg Judge of the Juvemle court to create a
jointly written protocol to allow the departments to jointly assess and recommend that the
youth be desngnated as a dual status youth, thereby aliowmg the youth to be both a
dependent and a ward of the court simultaneously.

In Los Angeles County, the Chief Probation Officer, Director of the Departm.ent '
of Children and Family Services, and the Presiding Judge of the Juvenile Court have
agreed to this process and have agreed to implement it. _

In order for the Probation Department and the Department of Children and
Family Services (DCFS) to conduct the most comprehensive assessment pursuant to WIC
section 241.1 (e}, the two departments have joined with the Department of Mental Health |
(DMH)} and the DCFS Education Consultant Unit (DECU) to form a multidisciplinary

team (MDT) for the joint assessments. The purpose of the MDT is to gather information

]~
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10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

about each youth who is the subject of a court-ordered joint assessment pursuant to WIC
241 .1; evaluate that inforfnation; make recommendations to the Juvenile Court about
which legal status will serve the best interest of the youth ana the protection of society;
develop an appropriate case plan for the youth; and to par't.ici%p'ate in case management of
the implementation of the court-ordered case plan. ‘

In order for DMH end DECU to _f_glly participate in this process, the Court finds
that they must have access to juveﬁile case files and pupil reeords for each youth who is
the“subje'c'it' of a WIC 241.1 joint assessment. Accordingly, the Court finds good cause to
order the follewing:- : | |

1.

DATED:

" an assessment pursuant to WIC 241.1 shall have the same access to

the subject of WIC 241.1 assessment is ordered to provide pupil records
- to arepresentative of DECU who is a member of the MDT conducting

the assessment pursuant to WIC 241 1

Representativeé of DMH and DECU who are part of an MDT to prepare

Juvemle case files as Probatlon and DCFS as perrmtted by WIC 827,
Cahfomla Rules of Court, Rule 5.552 (formerly Rule 1423), and Los
Angeles Superlor Court LocaI Rule 17 01 |

Asa member of the MD T, DECU shall have the Same access as
Probanon to pup11 records that is permltted by Cahforma Educatlon Code

sections 49076 (a)(9) and (11). Any school attended by a youth who is |

ThlS order shall remain in effect untll otherw:se revoked by the Court.

Michael Nash, Presiding Judge
Los Angeles Juvenile Court
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MDT 241.1 Joint Assessment Worksheet -
Working Draft 5/10/07

Dependency History ‘
The background of the abuse/neglect, including any relevant history from past referrals.

A summary of the specific circumstances which led to the filing of a 300 petition—important facts to
provide a sense of how severe the situation has been so that the court can understand what type of
treatment needs were present and still exist

Personal Information

Citizenship status—provide Alien Registration # if not a citizen

Age of youth |

Does the Indian Welfare Act apply ,
Attach Birth Certificate. If not available, give the county and stéte of birth

Family Dynamics

A concise, but thorough description of the child's retationship W|th hisfher biological parents siblings, and
extended family -

The last date the child resided with the family
Note any drug use, family dysfunction or crisis
Parent/caregiver's criminal history

Placement History

For each ptacement since the date of detentlon include the dates and duration of each placement and the
type of placement(s) ‘ . .

A brief evaluation of the child’s experience in each of the placements and the reasons for the child's
removal

School Information
Name, address, and telephone number of school youth is currently attending or last aftended.
Was this youth ever eligible for special education?
o No _ _
o Yes > Was an IEP ever completed?
s No
» Yes—Date of Most Recent IEP:
Current fevels of educational functidning (grade level, reading level, performance)
Summary of past and/or current school-related problems ' | 7
Current educational placement and services 'plan offered (NOTE: Refer to IEP if availéble)
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Status of the provision of services by school and the stud_e'nt's participation in services
Who is the holder of educational rights? '

Case Plan

Current 300 case plan (disposition) orders

Status of the provision of services by DCFS and parent compliance to orders

Describe obstacles encountered when the plan was implemented, strategies to overcome, and the resulis

Services

Name of agencies/programs to which the child was referred ’

Name of agencies/programs from which the child is receiving services
Addresses and phone numbers of contact persons from each involved agency
Summarize the child and/or parent{s) participation in each program

The dates of services in which the youth participated '

Mental Health/fEmotional Status (includes Substance Abuse)

Did the dependency attorney authorize JCMHS to report assessment findings to the delinguency
court?

o No
o Yes, information was Reviewed
o Yes, Information was Not Reviewed due to Lack of Time

o Yes, Information was Not Reviewed because

Did the delinquency attorney authorize JCMHS to interview the minor?
o No
o Yes, Assessment Completed and Reviewed
o Yes, Assessment Not Completed due to insufficient Time
o Yes, Assessment Not Completed because

o Not Applicable (due to dependency attorney's refusal to authorize)

Description of Mental Health and/or Substance Abuse Problem

1. Indicate history of suicide attempts, dates and location of any hospitalizations, and prescribed
psychotropic medications (note: indicate whether medications appear to be helpful and whether
further assessment for medication is necessary)

2. Brief narrative describing clinician’s assessment of the youth’s mental health and/or substance
abuse problems (type and/or severity} from information available

3. Brief narrative describing the clinician’s assessment of the relationship between the mental
healthfsubstance problem and problem behavior

2




> Does youth need further assessment {justification for assessments shoutd be provided in #2
above)?

o No further assessment is necessary

o Psychological testing

o Psychotropic medication assessment

o Neufopsychological testing |

o Neurological assessment (EEG, movement disorders etc.)
o Substance abuse assessment

o Other medical concerns impacting mental health

o Academic testing

o Developmental assessment

o Other:

> Additional recommendations hecessary to facilitate treatment (e.g., legal status change, recreation,
ete.): :

Health Information

Assessment of youth’s health, including any special health or medical needs
Name, address and telephone number of youth's health care provider
Dates of fast and next medical exam '

Y ¥V Vv VY

Dates of last and next dental exam

<

Safety tssues
> Results of the LARCC and risk level

LARCC Protective Risk Factor
Domain Factor Score Score
Delinquency
Education
Family
Peer

Substance Use

Individual
Total
Total Resiliency Score

> State any child or community safety issues that impact the child being placed

4
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K. Joint Recommendation

Disposition Recommendations:

This caseis a new/ continuing 241.1 referral. Based on the information provided in the

241.1 joint assessment report and all supporting documents, the 241.1 MDT recommends as a

13

disposition in this case. The recommended lead agency is

Placement, Supervision, and Treatment Recommendations:

The MDT determined that this youth requires a level of supervision and falls into Level

for treatment care. The most appropriate placement for this youth is . Specifically, the

probation intervention(s) for this youth should be . and the treatment service(s) for this youth

shouid be . Given that the recommended treatment service(s) are difficult to access,

appropriate (even if not ideal) treatrment service(s) include: . Additional services

and/or issues related to this youth's include the following:

The current recommendations _____ are limited/ are not limited based on the information available

at the time of the MDT review. The appropriateness of these recommendations ___ need to/__ do not

necessarily need to be reevaluated after additional assessment is conducted. The additional assessments

recommended for this youth include:

Family Intervention Recommendations:

The recommended maodification(s) to the current case plan for family intervention(s) is/are

Educational Plan Recommendations:
The recommendation(s) for an educational plan is/are
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MDT 241.1 Joint Assessment Worksheet
Mock Case Example (5/1 0/07)

A. Dependency History

On 1/27/08, youth and his siblings were detained from the home of their father due to allegations of physical
abuse by father and stepmother and father's substance abuse. Further, this family received VFM services
from approximately 10/24/05 to 12/ 15/05 but failed to comply with this contract and prior DCFS services failed
to resolve the family’s problem in that the father continued to physically abuse the children. On 4/10/06, the
petition was adjudicated and all the children were declared dependents of the Juvenile Court. They were
placed in the home of their maternal grandmother. '

B. Personal Information

Youth is a 14-year-old male and is United States citizen. The Indian Welfare Act does not apply to this case.
Birth certificate is attached. : :

C. Family Dynamics

Youth currently lives with grandmother/guardian who is very suppoftive of youth and indicated that she will do
anything for him. She indicated that she has no problems with his behavior. The youth has not had contact
with his biological mother in about 10 years and her current whereabouts is unknewn. The youth's father
maintains some phone contact, about once a month, Attempts to coniact him were made on two occasions;
however, there was no response using the phone number provided on the referral documents. There is a
history of substance abuse for both mother and father.

Youth has resided with his maternal grandmother since he was three months old and youth is very attached to
her. She has continued to provide for all his needs and she also facilitates weekly visits with this three siblings’
and his father. On 6/23/06, CSW met with maternal grandmother who stated that rather than legal
guardianship, she is hoping to provide a permanent home for Joseph through adoption. DCFS believes
adoption to be an appropriate permanent plan for youth as this is the only home he has ever known. Maternal
grandmother states that she is willing'to care for youth as long as needed. Youth has stated several times to
CSW that he hopes he can be adopted by his maternal grandmother as he does “not have a good
relationship” with his fatfier who has not provided for him since he was three manths old. There is some
indication that there is also strain between youth and some of his siblings.

Neither parent has a criminal history.

D. Placement History

» For each placement since the date of detention, include the dates and duration of each placement and the
type of placement(s)

» A brief evaluation of the child’s experience in each of the placements and the reasons for the child’s
removal ' '

This was not clear and easily distinguished in the current materials. In this case, the MDT wouid seek better
information to complete this section.
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E. School Information

Youth is currently enrolled and is attending school. His most recent school is Mission PAU, 515 E. Fairview,
San Gabriel, CA 91776. The youth's grade level is 8 but there is a question with regard fto his cognitive
abilities. Although there is no diagnosis of borderline intellectual functioning, his current educational
programming indicates this to be an issue. The youth has an active |EP (8/25/06} and is in special education.
The father currently holds the youth's educational rights. The Youth's [EP reports that the youth does have
some behavioral problems at the school setting, but is in nen-public school to address these issues. The
youth's last report card was not available. His school records are attached. ‘

» Current educational placement and services plan offered (NOTE; Refer to EP if available)
» Status of the provision of seryices by school and the student's participation in services

Case Plan

Current 300 case plan {disposition) orders

Status of the provision of services by DCFS and parent compliance to orders _
Describe obstacles encountered when the plan was implemented, strategies to overcome, and the results

v v v m

This was not clear and easily distinguished in the current materials. In this case, the MDT would seek better
information to complete this section.

G. Services

The youth is not a Regional Center client due to the fact that-he does not have mental retardation or other
qualifying condition. Psychological testing indicates that he functions at a "low average leve! of intelligence.”
The youth is currently enrolled in individua! counseling at Pacific Clinics—Behavioral Health care with Weston
Taussig, MA—Clinician for the after schoo! day treatment program jocated at 66 Hurlbut St. , Pasadena, CA
91105. The youth has therapy five days a week for four and a half hours each day afier school. ;- zcording to
Counselor Taussig, the youth has been diagnosed with depressive disorder, disruptive behavior and ADHD.
The youth is currently enrolled in a structured day program which includes life skills, sports, and walks. Since
9/5/05, the youth has been on 20 mg of Prozac prescribed by psychiatrist, Dr. Jasjeet Nayar, Prior to 9/5/07,
the youth was under Dr. Cruz and was taking Adderall. Mr. Taussig stated that the youth is being treated with
Prozac for depression, which he indicated was common in teenagers who have a history of prenatal drug
exposure. The youth as been further assessed as isolating himself from peers, being aggressive, irritable,
having poor tolerance, and poor boundary issues, cursing regularly, feelings of low self-esteem,
opposition/defiant behavior and becomes extremely out of control when he is unable to deal with the problem.
The issues that the youth is currently dealing with are the abandonment/disappearance of his mother,
probiems in his relationship with his brother Ross Jr., and unhealthy refationship with his father. Maternal
grandmother is attending therapy sessions with the youth and individually to deal with interventions and
conflict resolutions related to the youth's behavior. The current evaluation and day treatment assessment for
the youth dated 5/25/06 from Pacific Clinics is attached to this report.

On 3/15/06, DCFS received an emergency response referral for the youth stating that the youth had been
hospitalized at Gateway Hospital due to suicidal gestures from “high levels of stress at school.” CSW
investigated this referral and found the youth's suicidal ideations to be substantiated. He was released from .
the hospital on 3/20/06 to his maternal grandmother. The youth continues to be in weekly therapy. On 5/3/06,
the youth was re-referred for a Regional Center assessment at the East Los Angeles Regionai Center. This re-
assessment has not yet been completed. ‘

The youth is participating in therapeutic services through Pacific Clinics.
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" H. Mental Health/Emotional Status (includes Substance Abuse)

» Did the dependency attorney authorize JCMHS to report assessment findings to the delinquency
court?

X No
Yes, Information was Reviewed
o Yes, Information was Not Reviewed due to Lack of Time

o Yes, Information was Not Reviewed because

> Did the delinquency attorney authorize JCMHS to interview thAe youth?
o No |
o Yes, Assessment Completed and Reviewed
o Yes, Assessment Not Completed due to Insufficient Time

o Yes, Assessment Not Completed because

X Not Applicable (due to dependency attorney’s refusal to authorize)

> Description of Mental Health and/or Substance Abuse Problem

1. Indicate history of suicide attempts, dates and location of any hospitalizations, and prescribed
psychotropic medications (note: indicate whether medications appear to be helpful and whether
further assessment for medication is necessatry) .

Youth has reported suicide ideation with at least one attempt (difficult to assess level of intention);
previously hospitalized at least twice, starting in 2™ grade and most recent in 2006. Youth is currently
medicated on Prozac, but it is unclear whether this medication is helpful due to inconsistent behavior,
Further assessment for medication is necessary to determine helpfulness of medication.

2. Brief narrative describing clinician’s assessment of the youth’s mental health and/or substance
abuse problems (type and/or severity) from information available -

Currently, youth has a diagnosis of major depressive disorder, disruptive behavior, and ADHD (by history).
Youth is very low functioning. Borderline intellectual functioning is suspected from various sources but is
not documented. Prevalence of substance abuse is unknown, but there is a family history of substance
abuse and youth was exposed prenatally to drugs; thus, screening/assessment for substance abuse may
be necessary. '

3. Brief narrative describing the clinician’s assessment of the relationship between the mental
health/substance abuse problem and probiem behavior

Current offense and related problem behaviors (e.g., aggressionj are clearly related to poor impulse
control and poor anger management. These problems are symptoms which are common in youth with
fetal alcohol exposure (which is likely in his case), major depression (with which he has been diagnosed),
and unresolved issues of abandonment issues (with which he is likely struggling).
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"» Does youth need further assessment?

o No further assessment is necessary
X Psychological testing (to clarify 1Q)
X Psychotropic medication assessment

X Neuropsychological testing (to clarify academic information processing concerns)

Substance abuse assessment

> O

Academic testing

X X O

Developmental assessment
o Other:

Other medical concerns impacting mental health

Neurological assessment (EEG, movement disorders etc.)

» Additional recommendations necessary to facilitate treatment {e.g., legal status change, recreation,

etc.):

None

1. Health Information

The youth had his ast medical exam on 4/25/06 at the El Sereno Medical Center in El Sereno, CA.
currently taking Singulair, Advair, Albuterol inhaler for his asthma. No other health problems were

Heis
noted. The

youth had his last dental exam on 6/14/06 with Dr. Albelais at 10375 Garfield Ave., Alhambra, CA (6260281-
1880, He had his teeth cleaned and no problems were noted.

J. Safety lssues

» Results of the LARCC and risk level (To be inserted)

LARCC
Domain

‘ -Protectivé

Factor Score '

Risk Factdr
Score

Delingquency -

Education

Family

Peer

Substance Use

Individuat

Total

Total Resiliency Score

> State any child or community safety issues that impact the child being placed

Based on prior history and the circumstances surrounding the offense, youth is considerad a low risk. No

4
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changes in placement are necessary for the purposes of the child's or community’
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Joint Recommendation (MDT Assumption from materials= Youth’s current situation is working) -

Disposition Recammendations:

This case is a new/__X__ continuing 241.1 referral. Based on the information provided in the
241.1 joint assessment report and all supperting documents, the 241.1 MDT recommends __Dismissal

as a disposition in this case. The recommended lead agency is __DCFS

Placement, Supervision, and Treatment Recommendations:

The MDT determined that this youth raquires a __low level of supervision and a ___Level Ili

level of treatment care. The most appropriate placement for this youth is ___Home of Parent {Adoptive

Grandmother)__ .
Specifically, the probation intervention(s) for this youth should be ____nfa , and the treatment
service(s) shouwld be __Day Treatment (7) . Youth is currently in a day treatment program; thus, MDT

recommends continuation of day treatment services. Given that the recommended treatment service(s) are

difficult to access, appropriate (even if not'ideal) treatment service(s) include: __n/a

Additional services and/or issues related to this youth's include the following: __n/a

The current recommendations __X___ are fimited/______are not limited based on the information
available at the time of the MDT review. The appropriateness of these recommendations _ X_ need
to/.__do not necessarily need to be reevaluated after additional asseéssment is conducted. The
additional assessments recommended for this youth include: _Psychotropic medication assessment;
screening/further assessment substance abuse; and, psychological assessment, neuropsychological
assessment, academic testing, and developmental assessment (NOTE: These refate to the same

issue(s)—all of these tests may not be necessary but they should be considered further) .

Family Intervention Recommendations:

The recommended modification(s) to the current case plan for family intervention(s) isfare _(1) support

for grandmother, (2) family preservation, (3) wrap-around services that provide support for grandmother,
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collaboration with day treatment providers, and ways to minimize conflict/stress at home__ .

Educational Plan Recommendations:

The recommendation(s) for an educational plan isfare: _(1) limit father's educational rights and give to
grandmother; (2) psycho-educational testing to determine cognitive ability; (3) evaluate current school is

appropriate placement; and (4} a referral to the 317 panel to oversee completion of these

recommendations___
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241.1 MDT Decision-Making Grids

Directions: The grids provided in this document should be used in conjunction with the
completion of the MDT 24].1 Joint Assessment Worksheet in order to assist in decision-making,.
These tables will be most useful once the supervision level and treatment need level for a youth has
been determined. Once this information is known, the tables will help guide MDT
recommendations related to type of supervision interventions, treatment services, and further
assessiment.

Important Definitions:

Levels of Care are case management levels that were developed by the Department of Mental
Health to categorize services. The following are definitions for each level:

Level I (Stable/Maintenance): Clients with a mental health problem that is neither acute nor
serious and persistent or which is unclear
Level I (Brief).: Clients with an acute disorder, which responds to a relatively brief clinical
intervention without the need for intensive rehabilitation services
Level Il (Intensive): Clients with serious and persistent mental illness who need rehabilitative
services, especially case management to achieve the desired level of functioning. Also
included are clients experience their first acute episode of severe mental illness
Level IV (ISR): Clients who meet the criteria for Intensive Service Recipients (i.e., individuals
who have been hospitalized six or more times during a rolling twelve-month period)

NOTE: These are predefined categories by DMH largely for adults. 1 will work with
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DMH to alter these as necessary to be more reflective of youth.

Supervision Levels:
Low: To Be Inserted by Probation
Moderate: To Be Inserted by Probation
High: To Be Inserted by Probation

Availability Ratings for all placements and services are provided in parentheses ( ), which are
located directly next to the placement or service listed. The availability ratings are based ona 1-10
rating scale, where 1=easiest to obtain & 10=hardest to obtain. NA=Not Available and a “?”
indicates that the availability rating is not known at this time.

A
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Probation Supervision Intervention and Placement Options by Risk Level

Low Risl Moderate Risk High Risk
Probation Traditional Probation Contact s Traditional Probation Contact {at & Electronic Monitoring
Supervision (tx/Mo.) least 2x/Mo.) «  Drug Court
Interventions Systems of Care +  Drng Court + . Mentai Health Court
Options Referrals to community-based + Mental Health Count +  Placement (see below)
agencies (e.g., LA Bridges, Girls ¢ Electronic Monitoring ’
Today/Women Tomorrow, Boys & ’
Girls Club)
Probation Home with e Home with parent/relative/guardian | »  Level 14 Group Home
Placement Options parent/relative/guardian . - |« Level 10 Group Home » Dorothy Kirby Center |
’ Group Home (less than Level 10) 5o Level 12 Group Home * Probation Camp
' - ¢ Level 14 Group Home ‘
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Decision Grids for Further Assessment and Treatment Services by
Level of Treatment Need
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Placement Type: Home, Relative, or Regular Foster Home (1)

Further
Assessmenl Services/Legal Secvices

Treatment Services

MH Services

AQD Services

Educational Services

Level of Treatment Care

Level
1

Assessment

a. Psychological Testing (2)

b. Neusopsychological testing (5)

¢. Neuropsychological assessment (5)
d. Other medical concems (3)

e. Developmental assessment (2)

¢. [ndividual Treaiment Casual (2)
d, Psychotropic Medication (--)
p. Other Treatment (7)

b. AQD Qutpatient (5}
c. AOD Asgessmeant (2)

a. Academic testing (3)
b. Speech and Language Rx (--)
¢. School Based [ndividual Tx (6)

m. Eating D/O Tx—Outpatieat (7)
n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Outpatient (6)
p. Other Tx (7)

Lepal—None
Level | Assessment : a [ndividual Tx Intensive {t0) b. AQD Oulpatient (5) a. Academic testiag (3) .

2 a. Psychologica! Testing (2) b, Individual Tx Regular {3) ¢. AQD Assessment (2) b. Speech and Language Rx ()
b. Neuropsychologicat testing {5) e. Group Tx (4) c. Schaal Based Individual Tx {6}
¢. Neuropsychological assessment (5) | £ Family Tx ) d. Schoal based 1:1 beliavioral aide(7)
d. Other medical concerns (3) h. TBS (6}

. Developmental agsessment (2) ¢. Individual Tx Casual (2)
d. Psychotropic Medication {--)
Legal—MNone p. Other Treatment (7)
Level | Assessinent a. Individual Tx Intensive {10) b. AGD Outpatient (5} a. Academic testing (3)

3 a. Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular {3) c. ADD Assessment (2) b. Speech and Language Rx (-+)
b. Neuropsychological testing (5) c. [ndividual Tx Casuat (2) . ¢ School Based Individual Tx {G)
¢. Neuropsychological assessment (5) | 4. Psychotropic Medication (--) d. Scheol based 1.1 behaviorat aide(?)
d. Other medical concerns (3) e. Group Tx {4}

e, Developrnental assessment (2} f. Family Tx (4)
g, Day Tx (7)
Legal—None h. TBS (6)
i.MST (N
j. MDTFC (D)
k. MSFT (1)
L. FSP(5)
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Placement Type: Home, Relative, or Regular Foster Home, Continued

Further
‘Assessment Services/Legal Services

Treatment Services

MIH Services

AQD Services

Educational Services

Leve)
4/5

Assessment

a. Psychotogical Testing {2)

b. Weuropsychological testing (5)

c. Neuwropsycitological assessment (5)
d. Other medical concerns {(3)

e. Developmenial assessment (2)

al
PS Conservatorship (8)

e
:—

a. Individual Tx Intensive (10)

b. Individual Tx Regular (3)

c. Individual Tx Casual (2)

d. Psychotropic Medication (--)

e, Group Tx (4}

f. Family Tx (4)

g. Day Tx (1)

h. TBS (6}

i. MST (D)

j. MDTFC (D

k. MSET (7)

l. ESP(5)

. Eating /O Tx—Cutpatient {7)
n, Sexual perpetrator Tx—-Qutpaticot (6)
p. Other Tx {7)

b. AOD Qutpatient (5}
c. AOD Assessment (2)

a. Academic testing (3)

b. Speech and L.anguasge Rx (-)

c. School Based Individual Tx (6)

d School based !:1 behavioral aide(7)




1€ Michael Nash - FINALMDT Decision Mai x.doc

Placement Type: Group Home—Less than a Level 12 (3)

further ] Treatment Services
Assessment Services/Legal Services | MH Services [ AOD Services | Educational Services

Level of Treatment Care
Level Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable Nat Applicable

1
Level * Not Applicable Naot Applicable ' Mol Applicable Mot Applicable

2
Level | Assessment a. Individual Tx Intensive (10) a. AOD Residential | a. Academic testing (3)

k] a. Psychological Testing (2) .\ b. Individual Tx Regular (3) (NA) b. Speech and Language Rx (7)
b. Nevropsychological testing (3) ¢ Individual Tx Casual (1) b. AQD OQutpatieat | c. School Based Individual Tx (6}
¢, Neuropsychological assessment (5) | d. Psychotropic Medication (-) (5} d. School based 1:1 behavioral aide(7)
d. Other medica! concerns (3) e. Group Tx {4) c. AQOD e. School Based Intensive Educational
e, Developmental assessment (2) f. Family Tx (4) Assessinent (2) Tastruction (7)

g Day Tx(7)
Legal h. TBS (6)
a. LPS Conservatorship {8) i. MST--7(1)
] MDTFC--2{D)
k. MSFT--7(D)
I, FSP-? (5)
m, Eating D/O Tx—Outpatient (7)
n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—-Outpatient {6)
o. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Residential (NA)
p. Other Tx (6)
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—

Level
475

Assessment -

a. Psychological Testing (2)

b. Neuropsychalogical testing (5)

¢. Neuropsychological assessment (5)
d. Other medical concerns (3)

¢. Developmental assessment (2)

Legal
a. LPS Conservatorship (8)

a. Individual Tx latensive {10}

b. Individual Tx Regular (3)

c. Individual Tx Casual (1)

d. Psychotropic Medication (--)

e. Group Tx (4)

f. Family Tx (4)

g. Day Tx (7

h. TBS (6)

i MST--7(9)

J. MDTFC-7(?)

k. MSFT--7 (7

I. FSP--7 (3)

m. Eating B/O Tx-—Outpatient (7)

n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Qutpatieat (6)
@. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Residential (NA)
p. Other Tx (6)

a. AQD Residential
(NA)

b, AOD Cutpatieat
(5

c. AQD
Assessment (2)

a. Academic testing (3)

b. Speech and Language Rx (1

c. Scheol Based Individual Tx (6)

d. School based I:| behavioral aide(7)
e. School Based latensive Educational
Instruction (7}

Placement Type: Level 12 Group Home (5)

Further Treatment Services
Assessment Services/Legal Services | MH Services [ AOD Services | Educational Services
Level of Treatment Care
Level Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable
1 ;
Level Nat Applicable Mot Applicable Mot Applicable Nol Applicable
1
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| Level | Asscssiment a. Individual Tx Intensive (7) .| 2. AOD a. Academic testing (3}
‘ 3 a, Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular (1) Residential (8) b. Speech and Language Rx (%)
‘ b. Neuropsychological testing (4) c. Individual Tx Casual {I) b. AQD ¢ Schootl Based Individual Tx (4)
. Neuropsychological assessment {4) | d. Psychotropic Medication (--) Cuitpatient (3) d School based 11 behavioral aide(5)
d. Other medical concerns (3) e. Group Tx (3) c. AQD ¢. School Based Intensive Educational
e. Developmental assessment (2) f. Family Tx (3) Assessment (2} Counseling (7)
g. Day Tx (4)
Leoat k. TBS{6)
a. LP§ Conservalorship (7) i. MST--2(
j. MDTFC--7 (N
k. MSFT--7 ()
1. FSP-? (5):
m. Eating /O Tx~Outpatient (6)
n. Sexual pespetrator Tx-~Qutpatient (5}
0. Sexual perpetrator Tx—-Residential (8}
p. Other Tx (5)
Level | Assessment a. Individual Tx Intensive (7) a. AQOD ‘a, Academic testing {3)
4f5 | a. Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Reégular () Residential (8) b. Speech and Language Rx (7)
b. Meuropsycholopgical testing {4) ¢. Individual Tx Casuat {1} b, AQD c. School Based Individual Fx (4)
¢, Neuropsychological assessment (4) d. Psychalropic Medication () Outpatient (5) d. School based 1:1 behavioral aide(6)
d. Other medical concerns {3) e, Group Tx (3) - c. AQOD e. School Based Entensive Educational
e, Developmental assessment (2) £. Family Tx (3} Assessment (2) Counseting (7)
g. Day Tx (4)
Lenal h. TBS{8) "
a, LPS Conservatorship (7) i. M8T--2{N
j. MDTFC--? (1)
k. MSFT--7 (9
I. FSP--7 (5)
m. Eating D/O Tx--Outpatient (6)
n, Sexuaf perpeteator Tx—Outpatienl (3)
o. Sexuai perpetralor Tx—Residential (8)
p. Other Tx (5)
Placement Type: Level 14 Group Home (7)
Further ] Trealment Services
Assessment Services/Lepal Services | MH Services AOD Services | Educational Services
Level of Treatment Care
Level Mot Applicable Mot Applicable 1 Not Applicable Mol Applicable
1
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B

¢. Neuropsychological assessment (3)
d. Other medical concerns (3)
e. Developmenlal assessment (2)

Leeal
a. LPS Conservatorship (5)

d. Psychotropic Medication (=)

e. Group Tx {1}

f. Family Tx (2)

g. Day Tx (1)

h. TBS (7)

i. MST-7()

i MDTFC=?(7)

k. MSFT--2 (7)

1. Fsp-7 (5)

m. Eating D/O Tx—Outpatiant (6)

n. Sexual perpetrator Tx-—Qutpatient (8)
0. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Residentiat (8)
p Other Tx (2)

Outpatient (NA)
b. AOD
Assessment (2)

Level Nol Applicable _ Not Applicable Mot Applicable Not Applicable
2
Level | Asscssment a. Individual Tx Intensive (4) - a. AOD a, Academic testing (3)
3 a, Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular (1) Residential (8} b. Speech and Language Rx (1)
b, Neuropsychological testing (4) c. individual Tx Casual (1) b, ACD ¢ $School Based Individua! Tx (3)

d. Schaol based 1:1 behavioral aide(4)
¢. Schoo! Based Intensive Educational
Instruction (?)

Level | Assessineat
4/5 | a. Psychological Testing (2)
b. Neuropsychelogical testing (4}
c. Meuropsychological assessment (3}
d. Other medical concerns (3)
e. Developmental assessinent (2}

Legal
a. LPS Conservatorship (6)

a. Tndividual Tx Intensive (4)

b. Individual Tx Regular (1)

¢. [ndividual Tx Casual (1)

d. Psychotropic Medication (=}

e Group Tx (1)

{ Family Tx (2)

z. Day Tx (D)

h. TBS (7)

i. MST--7(7)

j. MDTFC-2 ()

k. MSFT--7 (1)

L, F8P--? (5}

m. Eating D/O Tx—Outpatient (6)

n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Outpatient (8}
. Sexual pemetratar Tx—Residential (8)
p. Cther Tx (2)

a AQD .
Residential {8}
b. ACD
Outpatient (NA)
c. AQD -
Assessment (2)

a. Academic testing (3)

b. Speech and Language Rx (7)

¢. School Based Individual Tx (3)

d. 8chool based 1:1 behavioral aide(4)
&. $chool Based Intensive Educational
Instruction (7}

Placement Type: Secure Residential Treatment (8)

| Further I Treatment Services

A t Services/Legal Services | MH Setvices AOD Services Educational Services
Level of Treatment Cavre s
Level l Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable Mot Applicable

I

i2
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b, Neurepsychological testing (4}

¢. Neuropsychological assessment (2)
d. Other medical concerns {3)

¢, Developmental assessment (2)

Legal
a. LPS Conservatorship (3}
b. WIC 6500 Commitment (10}

c. Individual Tx Casual (1)

d. Psychotropic Medicalion (--)

e Group Tx (I}

{. Family Tx {2)

g. Day Tx (1)

. TBS (7}

m. Eating B/O Tx-~Qutpatient (6)

n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Outpatient (NA)
o. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Residential (8}
p Other Tx (2)

c. ADD Assessment (2)

Level Mot Applicable Mot Applicable Nol Apglicable Not Applicable
2
Level | Asgessment a. Individual Tx [ntensive {4) a, AQD Residential (8) a. Academic testing (3}
3 a. Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular (1) b. AOD Outpatient (NA} b. Speech and Language Rx (1)
b. Neuropsychological testing (4} ¢ Individual Tx Casuaf (1) c AQDD Assessment {2) c. School Based Individual Tx (1)
c. Neuropsychological assessment (2) d. Psychotropic Medication (--) d. School based 1:1 behavioral aide(d)
d. Other medical concerns {3) e. Group Tx {1) &. Schaol Based Intensive Educatianal
e. Develaopmental assessment (2) F Family Tx (2} {nstruction (7}
g Day Tx{l)
Legal I TBS(7)
a. LPS Conservatorship (3) m. Eating D/O Tx—Qutpatient (6)
b. WIC 6500 Commitment {10) n. Sexual perpelrator Tx—OQutpatient (MA)
0. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Resideatizl (8)
p. Other Tx {2)
Level | Assessment a, Individual Tx Intensive {4) a: AOD Residential (8) a, Academic testing (3)
4/5 | a. Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regwlar (1) b ADD Qutpatient (NA) b. 8peech and Language Rx (7}

¢, School Based individual Tx {1}
d. School based 1:1 behavioral aide(4}

&. School Based lntensive Educational .

Instruction {?)
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Placement Type: Dorothy Kirby Center £))]

Further Treatment Services
Assessment Services/Legal Services MH Services - | AQD Services [ . Educational Services”
Level of Treatment Care : -
Level Not Applicable * Not Applicable blot Applicable Not Applicable
1
Level Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable
2
Level | Assessment : a. Individual Tx Intensive (5) a. AQD Residential (NA) a. Academic testing (3)
3 a. Psychological Testing (2) b. [ndividuat Tx Regular (3) b. AQD Qutpatient (1) b Speech and Languape Rx (7) -
b. Neuwropsychelogical testing (4) ¢. Individual Tx Casual (1) ¢. AOD Assessiment (2) ¢. School based individual treatinent (NA)
¢. Neuropsychological assessment (2) | 4. Psychetropic Medication () d. School based 1:1 behavioral aide(8)
d. Other medical concerns (3) | & Group Tx (1) -] e School Based Intensive Educalional
e. Developmental assessment (2) f. Family Tx {2} | Instruction (7)
g Day Tx (1)
Lepal . I, TBS (NA)
a. LPS Conservatorship (5) m. Eating D/O Tx—Qutpatieni {1)
b. WIC 6500 Commitment (10) n. Sexval perpetrator Tx—Outpatient (NA)
p. Other Tx (3)
Level | Assessment a. [ndividual Tx Intensive (5) a. AOD Residential {NA) a. Academic testing (3)
45 | a. Psychological Testing (2) b, Endividual Tx Regular {3) b. AOD Outpatient (1) b. Speech and Langeage Rx (7)
b. Neurapsychelogical tesling (4) 6. Individual Tx Casual (1) c. AQD Asscssment (2} ¢. School based individual treatment (WNA)
¢. Neuropsychological assessment (2)  § d. Psychotropic Medication {--) d. School based 1:! behavioral aide(8)
d. Other medical concerns (3) e. Group Tx (1) 2. School Based [ntensive Educational
€. Developmental assessment (2) f. Family Tx (2) Instruction {7)
g Day Tx (1)
Legal h. TBS (NA)
2. LPS Conservatoeship (6) m, Eating D/O Tx—-Outpatient (1}
b. WIC 6500 Commitmeant {10) n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Cutpatient (NA)

p. Other Tx (3)
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15

Placement Type: Probation Camp (5)

b. Neuropsychological testing (5)

¢. Neuropsycholggical assessment (2}
d. Other medical concerns (2)

¢. Developmental assessment (6)

Legal
a LPS Conservatorship (6}
b, WIC 6500 Commitment (10)

c. Individual Tx Casual (1}

d. Psychotrepic Medication ()

. Graup Tx {5}

f. Family Tx (6)

g. Day Tx (NA)

h. TBS (NA)

m. Eating D/O Tx—Outpatienl {NA)

n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—-Outpatient (MA)
p. Other Tx {NA}

c. AQD Assessment (1)

[ Further Treatment Services

A t Servites/Legal Services i MH Services i . AQD Services Educational Services

Level of Treatment Care

Levet Not Applicable Nat Applicable Nat Applicable Noat Applicable

1
Level Nat Applicable’ Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable
2
Level | Assgssment ) . a. [ndividual Tx [ntensive (10) a. AOD Residential (NA) a. Academic testing (2)
3 a. Psychological Testing (2} b. Individual Tx Regular (5} b AOD Ouipatient {7) b, §paech and Language Rx (7)
b. Neuropsychological testing {5) ¢. Individual Tx Casual (1) ¢ AOD Assessment (1) c. $chool based individual treatmenl (NA)
¢ Neuropsychological assessment (2} . Psychotropic Medication {--} : d. Schoa! based 1:1 behavioral aide(8)
d. Other medical concerns (2} 2. Group Tx (5) ¢. School Based tntensive Educational
e. Developmental assessinent {6) . Family Tx (6) Instruction (1)
g. Day Tx (NA)
Legal h. TBS {NA)
a LPS Conservatorship {6} m, Eating D/O Tx-—Outpatient (NA)
b. WIC 6500 Comumittment (10) n. Sexuat perpetrator Tx——Outpatieat (NA}
p. Other Tx {(NA)
Level | Assessiment a, Individual Tx tntensive {10) a. AOD Residential (NA) | a. Academic testing (2)
4/5 i a Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular {3) b. AOD Outpatient (7} b. Speech and Language Rx (7)

¢. School based individual treatment {NA}
d. Schoo! based 1:¢ behavioral aide(8)

e. School Based Intensive Educational
Ingiruction (7)

15
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AppenAdix A: Services List Used to Generate Grids
(See attached file for availability ratings)

NOTE: Additions can be made to this list as long as they are relevant and not repetitive.

[

Assessment Services

1.a
1.b
1.¢
4.d
1.e

Psychological testing
Neuropsychological testing
Neurological assessment
Other medical concerns
Deyelopmental assessment

Legal Services

2.a
2.b

IPS Conservatorship
WIC 6500 Commitment,

MH Services

3.a
b
3.c
3.d
3.e
3.f
34
3.h
3.
3.f
3.k
3.1
3.m
3.n
3.0
3.p
3.q

individual Tx Intensive

Individual Tx Regular

individual Tx Casual

psychotropic medication

Group Tx

Family Tx

Day Tx

TBS (Therapeutic Behavioral Services)
MST (Multi-Systemic Therapy)

MDTFC (Multi-Dimensional Therapeutic Foster Care)
MSFT (Multi-Systemic Family Therapy)
FSP (Full Service Partnership)

Eating d/o Tx (Qutpatient)

Sexual perpetrator Tx Outpatient
Sexual perpetrator Tx Residential
Other Tx

Children’s Comprehensive Services Program (CCSP) -

4,

i

17

AOD Sgrvices

4.a AOD Residential
4.b AOD Outpatient
d.c AOD Assessment

Educational Seyvices

5.a Academic testing

5.b Speech and l._émguage Rx

5. School based Individual Tx

5.d School based 131 behavioral aide

S5.e Sehoo! based intensive educational counseling
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\ Placement Type: Developmental Center (10)

Rurther T |_ Treatment Services
Assessment Services/Legal Services | MH Services . [ AOQD Services il Educational Services
Level of Treatment Care
Level Mot Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable Not Applicable
1 . ) .
Level Not Applicable Not Applicable Weot Applicable Mot Applicable
2
Level | Assessment a. Individual T« Intensive () a. AOD Residential {8) a. Academic testing (3)
3 a. Psychological Testing (2) b. Individua! Tx Regular {3} b. AOD Assessment {2) b. Speech and Language Rx (7)
b. Newrapsychiologicat testing (4) c. Individual Tx Casual () c. Schoo! Based [ndividual Tx (?)
¢ Neuropsychological assessineat (2) | d. Psychotropic Medication (--) d. Schiool based 1:1 behavioral aide(?)
d. Other medical concerns (3) &, Group Tx (1) e. School Based [ntensive Educational
e Developmental assessment (2) f. Family Tx (2) : Counselting (7
g. Day Tx (F)
Lepal h. TBS (NA)
a. LPS Conservatorship (5} m, Eating DO Tx—Culpatient (NAY
n. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Outpatient {(NA)
0. Sexual pempetrator Tx—Residentiat (5)
p. Other Tx (NA)
Level | Assessmenl a Individual Tx Intensive {5) a AQD Residential (8) a Acadewmic testing (3)
d4/5 a Psychological Testing (2) b. Individual Tx Regular {3) b AOD Assessment (2) b. Speech and Language Rx ()
b. Neuropsychelogical testing (4) ¢. Individual Tx Casual {1} ¢ School Hased lndividual Tx (1)
¢. Meurepsychological assessment (2) d, Psychotropic Medication {--) d Schoot based 1:1 behavigra) aide (7}
d. Other medical concerns (3) e. Group Tx {1} e. School Based Inlensive Educational
e. Developmental assessment (2} £ Family Tx (2} Counseting {7
' g Day T (1) .
Lepal i, MST--7(7)
2. LPS§ Conservatorship (5) j. MDTFC--7 (1)
k. MSFT-7 (")
m. Eating D/Q Tx~—-Outpatient (7)
0. Sexual perpetrator Tx—Residential (5)
p. Other Tx (3)

e
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Relative EaselDifficulty of Obtainingfimplementing MH Treatments in bDifferent Residential Settings 5-7-
7 .
[ 10 pt scale: 1 = easlest to obtain & 10 = hardest {0 obtain — NA = Not Available }
Trea Residential Setting — Regular FH, | Therapeufic JOther GH| Transitional | Level | Level Secure DKC [ Probation Developmental Out o
‘W — " refative, HOP| FH (D rate) Age Program| 12 14  |Residential Tx Camp Centar State
“nt Residential Setting Access (Ease/Diff) 1 2 3 & 5 7 [ 9 5 10 ' 10+
T—"E adividual Tx Intansive 10 10 10 8 7 4 4 5 10 5 ' 4
€ Individual Tx Regular 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 3 5 3 1
ndividual Tx Casual 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Group Tx 4 4 4 4 3 i 1 1 5 1 i
Family Tx 4 4 4 4 3 2 2 2 & 2 ?
Day Tx ? 7 7 7 4 1 1 1 NA 1 ?
F8S & 8 3 6 6 ? K NA NA NA ?
chool based Individual Tx 8 ] 6 g 4 3 1 NA NA ? ?
Bechoel based 1:1 behavioral aide 7 7 7 7 -] 4 4 8 NA ? ?
MST, MDTFC, CCSP ? 7 ? 7 ? ? ? NA NA 7 NA
AOD Residential NA NA NA NA 8 8 8 NA NA 8 ?
AOD Outpatient 5 5 5 5 5 NA NA 1 7 NA ?
Eating dfo Tx (Outpatient} 7 7 T 7 8 3 [} i NA ? ?
Sexual perpetrator Tx Outpatient § ] 6 5 5 NA NA NA NA NA ?
Sexual perpetrator Tx Residentiat NA NA N& NA 8 8 8 NA NA 5 ?
Qther Tx 7 7 [ 6 5 2 2 3 NA 3 3
Psycholrapic Med Assessment 5 5 H 5 3 1 1 t 1 1 ?
IWOD Assessment 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2
Psychological testing 2 2 b4 2 2 2 F] 2 2 2 2
feuropsycholegical testing 5 5 H 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 4
Neurologlcal assessment 5 5 5 5 4 3 2 2 2 2 ?
Cther medical concerns 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 2 3 3
lAcademic testing 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 2 3 3
Developmental assessment 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 2 Z
PS5 Conservatorship 8 8 8 ] 7 B 3 53 [ 6 NA
WIC 6500 Commitment 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 NA NA
Placement Settings . Mental Health Treatment Services 11, Multidimensional  Specialty Tx Services
1. Regular foster home, relative, HQP 1. Indlvidual Tx Intenslve {multiple xfweek) Treatment Foster 1. AOD Resldential
2. Therapeutic (D rate} foster home {with In home Tx services) 2. [ndividual Tx Regular {weekly) Care (MTFC) 2, AQD Qutpatient
3, Other group homa [with In home Tx services) 3. [ndividual Tx Casual (< weekly) 12. Chitdren's 3. Ealing dfo Tx .
4. Level 12 residentlal Tx {incl. day Tx, on-grounds school) 4. Group Tx Comprehensive 4. Sexual perpetrator Tx Outpatient
5, Transltional Age Program £ Family Tx Services Program 5. Sexual perpetrator Tx
6, Level 14 residential Tx {Incl. day Tx, on-grounds school) 6, DayTx {CC5P) Resldentlal
7. Dorothy Kirby Center [DKC) 7. TS 6. Other Tx (art, recreational, )
8, Secure {locked} Resldential Tx [MSH, HV, 5V, CTF) 8, School based Indjvidual Tx movement, music, soclalization
9,  Developmental Center 9, School based 1:1 behavioral aide ctc.)
0. Out of state placement 10, Multisystemic Therapy (MST)
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Assessment needs
Psychotropic Medication
AQD
Psychologlzal testing
Neuropsychological testing
Newrologlcal assessment
Bther medical concerns impacting mental health
Academic testing
. Developmental assessment
ther Service Needs
1. LPS Canservatership
2. WIC 6500 Commitment

O ND B e N
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(R e | Superior Court of California

e
J600. ¥ 10 [ EAST DISTRICT. PASADENA
40,5/ 5T WALNUT STREET, DEPARTMENT 271
25 ENA, CA 91101
-T 1ONE: (626) 356-5671

April

To: Al Interested Parties

From: Michael Nash, Presiding Judge
Juvenile Court

Re:  §241.1 Disposition Guidelines for a Multidisciplinary Team

In the proposed §241.1 protocol when a joint assessment is ordered the case is.

referred to-a multidisciplinary unit known as the §241.1 Action Team. The Team

consists of representatives from Department of Children and Famlly Services
(DCFS), the Department of Probation and the Department of Menta! Health
(DMH). As part of the assessment, the Team is responsible for making a
recommendation to the court as to the approprlate legal status for the minor.

Each minor should be evaluated as a unique individual so the nature of the
judgment that the Team has to make requires a high degree of flexibility, The
Juvenile Court, Probation and DCFS adopt the followmg guidelines. These
guidelines are to be used by the Team when making their recommendations.

[Nothing in these guidelines in any way impinges upon the charging discretion of
the District Attomey]

General Principals

The Team should be guided by the statutory purpose of the juvenile féw.‘ '

§202. (a) The purpose of this chapter is to provide for the protection and
safety of the public and each minor under the jurisdiction of the juvenile
court and to preserve and strengthen the minor's family ties wheneéver
possible, removing the minor from the custody of his or her parents only
when necessary for his or her welfare or for the safety and protection of
the public. When removal of a minor is determined by the juvenile court
to be necessary, reunification of the minor with his or her family shall be a

primary objective. When the minor is removed from his or her own family,

County of tos Angeles
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it is the purpose of this chapter to secure for the minor custody, care, and |
dlsmp!me as nearly as possible equivalent to that which should have been
given by his of her parents. This chapter shall be !ibera!ly construed to
carry out these purposes.

(b) Minors under thejunsdfctton of the juvenile court who are in need of |
protective services shall receive care, treatment and guidance consistent with
their best interest and the best interest of the public. Minors under the
jurisdiction of the juvenile court as a consequence of delinquent conduct shali, in
conformity with the interests of public safety and protection, receive care,
treatment, and guidance that is consistent with their best interest, that holds
them accountable for their behavior, and that is appropriate for their
circumstances. This guidance may include punishment that is consistent with
the rehabilitative objectives of this chapter. If a minor has been removed from
the custody of his or her parents, family preservation and family reunification are
appropriate goals for the juvenile court to consider when determining the
disposition of a minor under the jurisdiction of the juvenile court as a
consequence of delinquent conduct when those goals are consistent with his or
her best interests and the best interests of the public. When the minor is no
longer a ward of the juvenile court, the guidance he or she received should
enable him or her to be a law-abiding and productive member of his or her family -
and the community. Welfare and Institutions Code §202.

{A) The collaborati_oh_ between Proba_tion_, _DCFS and DMH should provide a
continuum of services to minors so that fewer minors receive a §602
status. '

(1) Each minor should be evaluated according to the risk that he or

- she poses to the community and the needs that the minor may
have. Such an evaluation must include an assessment of the
seriousness of the allegations in the petition before the court.

(2) Consistent with the interests of public safety and protection, and
the rehabilitative objectives of the juvenile court, there should be a
preference for the least restrictive disposition status.

(3) When a §602 offense is the result.of, or closely related to, a
minor's mental health problems, the recommendations to the court
should discuss what efforts could be made to address the
underlying problems with appropriate treatment and sertvices before
recommending that a minor be declared a ward of the court under
§602 or §300/§602.

(B) f a minor needs to be suitably placed, the placement should be chosen
to meet that minor’s specific needs and be in the least restrictive
environment.
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(1) If the minor is under a suitable placement when a §601!§602
petition is filed, or the Team is recommending a suitable
placement, the minors disposition status recommendation must
take into account any statutory or policy restrictions on mixing §300
and §602 minors.

probation and is no longer in need of Probation services, the §602
wardship should be terminated if, (1) the minor can remain at home without
services from Probation or DCFS, or (2) there is a viable’ permanent plan, or

{3) minor can remain on §300 status and contmue to receive services from
DCFS.

{C) When a §300/§602 minor has fulfilied the terms and conditions of = ‘

Disposition Alternatives _ ‘

The Team should consider the dispositions status by givirig a preference for, or
ruling out, the less restrictive disposition status before proceeding to the next
disposition alternative. (Of course, neither the court, district attomey nor defense

counsel is bound by the Team's recommendation) '

A. Dismissal (or Dismissal with a referral to a communlty based ' _ |
alternative to court supervision.)

This recommendation should be made for a low level offénse when probatlon
and/or court supervision is simply not necessary. Examples might include - ‘
minor fights at school, conflicts between a parent and a minor who are
already in counseling, petty thefts with no restitution issues étc.

B. §654

§654 should be a more meaningfu) alternative than it is now. More intensive ‘
supervision by Probation which includes foliow-up on drug and other ‘
counseling referrals, school performance, and compliance with the terms and |
conditions of probation, should make informal probation a more practical
alternative. §654 should be considered in all cases when it is consistent with
public safety; and §654 should be recommended when the Team determines
that a minor can successfully complete a program of informal probation and
is not in need of more intensive supervision by Probation. The parents or
guardian, and the minor, must bé w;lhng to participate in a program of
informal supervision.

If any of the charges make a minor ineligible under §654.3, the Team should
nonetheless consider whether §654 is otherwise appropriate. The Team may
make a conditional recommendation of §654 if it determines that the minor
can be successful at this level. For example, if a minor 14 years of age or
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older is charged with a burglary or an assault as a felony, but it is likely that
the actual conduct may be resolved in court at the misdemeanor level, the
Team could make a conditional recommendation for §654 and also make an
alternative recommendation if minor is ineligible for §654. Or, in an unusual
case the Team may recommend that the court make a finding that the
interests of justice would best be served by a grant of §654.

C. §725(a) .

§725(a) should be considered for any minor who has failed, or is unlikely to
succeed at §654. Again, if the presenting charge precludes a grant of
§725(a), the Team may make a conditional recommendation.

D. §790

§790 should be considered when it is consistent with public safety, for any
minor who meets the following statutory criteria: '

(1) The minor has not previously been declared to be a ward of the court
for the commissicn of a felony offense. _

(2) The offense charged is not one of the offenses enumerated in
subdivision (b) of Section 707. ,

(3) The minor has not previously been committed to the custody of the
Youth Authority. ‘ '

(4) The minor's record does not indicate that probation has ever been
revoked without being compieted.

(5) The minor is at least 14 years of agé at the time of the hearing. _
(6) The minor is eligible for probation pursuant to Section 1203.06 of the
Penal Code. '

E. §300/602
Dual status should be considered, when it is consistent with public safety, for

any minor who has failed at §654, §725(a), or §790 or is not eligible for any
lesser stalus.

F. §602

§602 status should only be recommended when there are no meaningful
services that can be provided by Probation’s coordination with DCFS.
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CHAMBERS OF

MICHAEL NASH October 26, 1999

PRESIDING JUDGE

MEMORANDUM.

TO: All Participants in the Los Angeles County Juvenile Justice -System

FROM:  Presiding Judge Micheel Nash fH"
Juvenile Court

SUBJECT: W.LC. 241.1 PROTOCOL, - Avoiding Conflicts Between the
Dependency and Delinquency Court '

BACKGROUND

This memo is written to deal primarily with issues arising from the recent appeliate court case, In
re Marcus G, filed July 28, 1999. In that case, a minor who was a dependent of the Dependency
Court was declared a ward of the Delinquency Court without the benefit of a joint assessment

- pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code section 241.1 Subsequently, the Dependency Court
terminated its jurisdiction over the minor’s objection. Inan appeal filed by the miror, the
appellate court remanded the matter to the juvenile court to determine whether the procedures
mandated in WIC 241.1 were followed,

Since then, it has been brought to my attention that requests are being made to the Dépendency
Court to terminate jurisdiction over dependents who have been declared wards by the
Delinquency Court either without the benefit of joint assessments pursuant to the WIC 241 1
protocol, or with what may appear to be joint assessments which do not strictly comply with the
protocol. The result is Dependency Courts refusing to terminate jurisdiction, thereby creating
potential conflict between our Dependency and Delinquency Courts. In this memo, [ will
hopefully articulate ways our Courts can resolve these issues so that we will not have minors who

are under the jurisdiction of both Courts, a situation contrary to the law as stated in WIC
241.1(c).




CURRENT PROCEDURES

The best and easiest way to avoid these issues is by following the process established in our
county pursuant to WIC 241.1. Specifically, minors who are dependents of the court must be
identified in the Delinquency Court as soon as possible; the joint assessments must be requasted
and/or ordered, and the quality of these assessments must be evaluated by all who participate in
the process from the probation officers and social workers who prepare them, to the lawyers who
represent the various parties, and the judicial officers who consider them. If this process i3

followed, there should be no potential for conflict between the courts, assuming the foliowing
steps are taken: ‘ -

1. The minute order prepared by the Delinquency Court reflecting that a'joint |
assessment was ordered, shall be sent to both the Dependency Court of record and |
the DCFS 241.1 Unit no later than the following day. ‘ |

2. Upon completion of the joint assessment, copies of the report shali be sent to both
the Delinquency and Dependency departments of record simultaneously.

3. When the Delinquency Court determines the minot’s appropriate status, the
Judicial officer shall state for the record tha it has read and considered the joint
assessment report and include any additional evidence that has been presented
prior to the determination of the appropriate status. The minute order shall be sent
to the Dependency Court of record and the DCFS 241.1 Unit no [ater than the
following day.

4. Ifthe Delinquency Court determines that delinguency is the appropriate status, the
minute order which ultimately declares the minor to be a ward of the court shall be
sent to the Dependency Court oftecord and the DCFS 241.1 Unit. This process
insures that the Dependency Court’s ruling on a request to terminate jurisdiction is
made with full knowledge that the 241.1 process has been approprately
concluded. -

There is no'legal basis for the Dependency Couit to deny that request for termination of
jurisdiction because the determination by the Delinquency Court cannot be undermined by

the Dependency Court. ‘Anv disagreements with that determination must be heard within
the framework of the Delinquency Court.: o




ALTERNATIVES TO AVOID CONFLICT. -

Despite these procedures, it is fair to assume that occasionally cases will'still come to the ..
Dependency Court requesting termination of jurisdiction where it is not apparent that these
procedures have been followed. In that case, there are a variety of alternatives avajlable. .
However, before utilizing one of the following alternatives, County Counsel and/or the minor’s

attorney should make an effort before the case is called to d,eterrrﬁ'ri,e_if_ the procedure has been
followed. If they are unable to-do so, or if the documentation is not readily available, the case
should be.continued for not more than a few days to determine if the procedure has been followed
and 10 obtain the documentation. Assuming that the assessment procedure did not oceur, the
following alternatives may be considered: o

L. The Dependency Court should continue the request to terminate jurisdiction so
that the minor’s attorney in the Dependency Court can consult with the minor’s
delinquency attorney, and ultimately file a motion to vacate the dispositional order
in the Delinquency Court on the ground that WIC 241.1 has not been followed. In
re Marcus G. is now authority for this request. This procedure has been used
successfully in our courts previously.

2. Another alternative is for the Dependency Court judicial officer or court clerk to
communicate with the Delinquency Court judicial officer or clerk so that the
Delinquency Court judicial officer can recall the case on his or her own motion. A
related alternative is for the Dependency Court judicial officer to order the social
worker to communicate with the probation officer who then communicates the
deficient procedure to the Delinquency Court judicial officer and requests that the
case be recalled for the purpose of complying with WIC 241 1.

If any of the above alternatives are used, the Delinquency Court shall proceed in the following
manner. Without vacating the dispositional order, the Delinquency Court should order that a
241.1 assessment be completed. After receiving the assessment and conducting a hearing, the
Delinquency Court should determine the appropriate status for the minor. If the Delinquency
Court determines that the appropriate status is as a ward of the Delinquency Court, the minute
order reflecting such shall be sent to the Dependency Court of record and the 241.1 Unit no later
than the following day. Upon receipt of the appropriate documentation, the Dependency Court
judicial officer should then terminate that court's jurisdiction.

On the other hand, if the Delinquency Court judicial officer determines that dependency is the
appropriate status for the minor, the Delinquency Court judicial officer shall then vacate the
dispositional order and proceed accordingly. This may mean simply dismissing the 602 petition or
utilizing the procedures pursuant to WIC 654 or 725. In either case, the Delinquency Court clerk

shall send the minute order to the Dependency Court of record and the 241.1 Unit no later than
the following day.




A last alternative for the Dependency Court judicial officer is to grant the request
to terminate jurisdiction even though the process has not been followed, This
could be done after an independent review of the facts in which the judicial officer
believes that termination of jurisdiction is the best result or that the failure to
fotlow the WIC 241.1 procedure is, iri effect, harmless error. There is one caution,
howevet. If the minor’s attorney in'the Dependency Court objects, the
Dependency Court judicial officer should continue the matter so that the minor’s
attorney can follow the first alternative, that is, filing a motion to vacate. This will |
avoid the potential of unnecessary utilization of the appellate process.

Jd

ONCLUSION

As a final note, although this memo has been writien from the perspective of cases in which
minors crossover from the Dependency Court to the Delinquency Court, the most common
situation, the exact same process should oceur in those rare cases where minors crossover from
the Delinquency Court to the Dependency Court; - :
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TO: All Participants in the Los Angeles W\}enile Justice System

FROM: | Michael Nash, Presiding Judge /*
Juvenile Court ’ o

SUBJECT: - WIC 241.1 PROTOCOL - PROCEDURE FOR CONCURRENT
UNADJUDICATED PETITIONS IN DEPENDENCY COURT AND
DELINQUENCY COURT

TELEPHONE (
|

This memorandum i designed to create a process to handle cases where a youth has
unadjudicated petitions pending in both the Dependency and Delinquency Courts. There are two
scenarios in this regard. ' '

Scenario One

The first scenario occurs when the filing of a WIC 300 petition is ‘féllowed by the filing ofa’
WIC 602 petition. In that case, the following procedure will occur: - ‘

1. The WIC 241.1 hearing will occur in the Delinquency Court with Probation as the |
lead agency. WIC 300 proceedings will continue in the Dependency Cout,
2 [f the result of the WIC 241.1 hearing is a ruling by the Court that WIC 602 status
is most appropriate, the WIC 300 proceeding will continue until the WIC 602
petition is sustained and the youth is declared a WIC 602 ward at disposition.
If the result of the WIC 241.1 hearing is placing the youth on WIC 654, 725, or
790 status, the WIC 300 proceeding will continue. ‘
4, If the result of the WIC 241.1 hearing is aruling by the Court that only WIC 300

status is appropriate, the WIC 602 petition will be dismissed and the WIC 300
proceeding will continue.

LS

Scenario Two

The second scenario occurs when the filing of a WIC 602 petition is followed by the filing of a
WIC 300 petition. In that case, the following procedure will occur:




L When the WIC 300 petition is filed, the report from DCFS should reflect that the
youth has a WIC 602 petition pending, the charges against the youth, the Court
department, the name of the youth’s Delinquency Court Attorney, and the
Delinquency case number.

2. The Dependency Court Judicial Officer shall order the court clerk to call the court

... clerk in the Delinguency Court where the WIC 602 petition is pending to inform
-~ the clerk that a WIC 300 petition has been filed.
. a. If the Delinquency Court where the WIC 602 petition is pending is dark,
- the Dependency Court clerk shall call the clerk of the Supervising Judge at
. the Delinquency Court location. . '

3. The Dependency Court clerk will follow up by sending a copy of a minute order
to the Delinquency Court of record which states:

“The clerk has informed the clerk in Department that a WIC
300 petition has been filed in Delinquency Case No. 0

4. Upon receipt of the phone call from the Dependency Court, the Delinquency
Court will place the matter on its calendar in two court days, at which time the
Delinguency Court will order a WIC 241.1 assessment with Probation as the lead
agéncy. The WIC 300 proceeding will continue in the Dependency Court.

5. If the resulf of the WIC 241.1 hearing is a ruling by the court that WIC 602 status
1s most appropriate, the WIC 300 proceeding will continue until the WIC 602
petition is sustained and the youth is declared a WIC 602 ward at disposition.

6. If the result of the WIC 241.1 hearing is placement of the youth on WIC 654, 725
or 790 status, the WIC 300 proceeding will continue,

7. If the result of the WIC 241.1 hearing is a ruling by the court that only WIC 300
status is appropriate, the WIC 602 petition will be dismissed and the WIC 300
proceeding will continue. '

bl

While it is not anticipated that either of these scenarios will occur very often, the procedures
delineated herein will provide a uniform way for our courts to respond on those occasions,

MN:ns
L i i
cc:  Presiding Judge Robert A. Dukes, Superior Court
Assistant Presiding Judge William A. MatLaughlin, Superior Court
Supervising Judge Emily A. Stevens, Dependency Courts

2.
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February 26, 2014

TO: All Participants in the Los Angeles Juvenile Court System

o
FROM: Michael Nash, Presiding Judge %/

Juvenile Court

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF WIC 241.1 DUAL STATUS PROTOCOL IN
CASES WHERE WIC 602 YOUTH BECOMES THE SUBJECT OF
A WIC 3040 PETITION

The attached document relating to the above expansion of the WIC 241.1 Dual Status
Protocol becomes effective April 1, 2014.

MN:ns
Attachment




602 YOUTH WHO BECOMES THE SUBJECT OF A 300 PETITION:

WIC 241.1 applies when a youth, under the jurisdiction of the Delinquency Court and
placed home on probation, becomes the subject of a 300 petition in the Dependency
Court. In this situation, the Dependency Court will order a 241.1 assessment.

Exampie: A youth is declared a 802 ward and placed home on probation,
Thereafter, DCES either detains the youth and files a 300 petition or DCFS files a
non detained petition and allows the youth to remain in the home of the parent

The joint assessment shall be completed by the Multidisciplinary Team (MDT) and filed
in the Dependency Court on the date set for Receipt of the Adjudication/Disposition
Report.

In addition to the regular 241.1 assessment as outlined in the Los Angeles 241.1 Protocol,
the MDT shall also contact the district attorney, supervising probation officer and the
delinquency attorney involved with the youth and include their input on the need, if any,
to continue delinquency jurisdiction. The MDT shall notify the district attorney and
delinquency attorney of the date and location of the WIC 241.1 hearing in Dependency
Court so that they can appear and be heard at that hearing if they so choose.

On the date the 241.1 Assessment is submitted to the Dependency Court, the Court shall
read and receive the 241.1 Assessment into evidence. Consistent with the law, the Court
shall have discretion to permit an evidentiary hearing pursuant to WIC § 241.1. [In re
Henry S. (2006) 140 Cal. App.4™ 248.] The Dependency Judge may also contact the
Delinquency Judge to obtain information regarding the youth’s compliance and need for
continued probation. (see WIC 241.1(e)}3)).

The Dependency Court, after considering all of the evidence, will decide which status
serves the best interest of the child and the protection of society, The judicial officer
must state for the record that she/he has read and considered the joint assessment report
and include any additional evidence that has been presented prior to the determination of
the appropriate status.

The Dependency court can make one of the following findings:

1. 1fthe Dependency Court determines that WJC 300 is an appropriate status,
the Dependency Court should proceed to adjudicate the case. If the child
is found to be a person within WIC § 300, the Dependency Court can
declare the youth a WIC 300 dependent and order dual status, allowing
the Delinquency case to remain open. If the youth is declared a dual status
youth, the Dependernicy court must identify whether probation or DCFS is
the lead agency. (Note: if the youth is placed through the dependency
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court, DCFS will be the lead agency).

2. Ifthe Dependency Court determines that #7C 300 is an appropriate status,
and it does not appear that the youth still needs probation services, the
Dependency Court should proceed to adjudicate the case. If the child is
found to be a person within WIC § 300, the Dependency Court can declare
the youth a WIC 300 dependent only, resulting in the Delinquency case
being terminated.

3. Ifthe Dependency Court determines that the child does not need the
services of the Dependency Cowrt and that the youth should retain his/her
WIC 602 status only, the Dependency Court can dismiss the 300 petition.

Once the Dependency Court has ruled on the 241.1 issue, the minute order shall be sent
by the clerk to the Delinquency Court of record and the DCFS 241.1 Liaison Unit nio later
than the following court day. This insures that both courts have a full understanding that
the 241.1 process has occurred.

If the result of the Dependency Court is that the youth is declared a WIC 300 dependent
and dual status is not ordered, the Delinquency Court shall terminate delinquency
jurisdiction after it receives minute orders showing a 241.1 hearing was held and that the
youth was declared a WIC 300 dependent.

If the Dependency Court ordexs the youth to be under the dual status of both the
Dependency and the Delinquency Court, the Courts must ensure the erders from each
court are not inconsistent.

1. If the Dependency Court orders the youth home of parent or guardian, the
youth’s placement status in both courts is consistent.

2. If the Dependency Court orders the youth suitably placed, the Delinquency
disposition placement order needs to be modified so it is not inconsistent with
the dependency order. The Probation officer will file 2 WIC 778 petition
requesting that the delinquency court modify the prior disposition order.

Once the Dependency Court places the youth on dual status, the MDT, within two weeks,
will schedule a Post Disposition meeting and provide notice to all counsel. The Post
Disposition meeting will take place no later than one month from the dependency -
disposition. The purpose of this meeting is to ensure the dependency and delinquency
case plans are consistent and that each agency will know which portion of the case plan
they are responsible for implementing. Further, the youth will be introduced to his/her
probation officer and CSW, who will advise the youth of the conditions of probation and
the dependency case plan, For more detailed information on the Post Disposition
Meeting, see the October 11, 2011 memo on the WIC 241.1 Protocol.

L




