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AKSS Clients Served 

3,135 Caregivers 

6% 

19% 

57% 

Non-Relatives

Aunts/Uncles

Grandparents



AKSS Clients Served 

4,988 Children 

23% 

38% 

39% 

Unknown

Formal (DCS)

Informal (No DCS)



Overarching Goal of AKSS 

Contribute to the increased safety, 

permanency, and well-being of youth 

in formal and informal kinship care.  
 



Reasons for Kinship Care 

35% 

70% 

62% 

Category 3: Housing, financial
hardship, or immigration

Category 2: Category 1 plus
parental incarceration or death

Category 1: Substance abuse,
domestic violence, mental health

issues, abuse and neglect, or
abandonment

Category 1: 

Category 2: 

Category 3: 

Could 
warrant  

DCS 
investigation 



Nearly 60% of AKSS informal youth were kept 
out of general foster care or group homes 

Reason for Kinship Care Informal 
Status 

Formal 
Status 

Category 1: DCS-related reasons for 
kinship care (i.e., substance abuse, 
domestic violence, mental health, 
abuse/neglect, or abandonment) 

59% (1,136) 74% (1,402) 

All other reasons 41% (801) 26% (494) 

N 1,937 1,896 



Informal youth with previous DCS involvement 
are significantly more likely to have been placed 

into kinship care for Category 1 reasons 

Reason for Kinship Care Informal: 
Never DCS 

Informal: 
Previous 

DCS 
Category 1: DCS-related reasons for 
kinship care (i.e., substance abuse, 
domestic violence, mental health, 
abuse/neglect, or abandonment) 

51% (588) 70% (548) 

All other reasons 49% (561) 31% (240) 

N 1,149 788 



Category 1 formal children are significantly 
more likely to be ages birth to 4 years 

Category 1 Reasons 
Youth Age Ranges 

Informal 
Status 

Formal 
Status 

0 to 4 years 20% (223) 39% (536) 

5 to 7 years 20% (223)  
19% (261)  

8 to 11 years 27% (309) 20% (282) 

12 years or older 33% (374) 23% (314) 

N 1,129 1,393 



Category 1 informal children are significantly 
more likely to be 8 years or older 

Category 1 Reasons 
Youth Age Ranges 

Informal 
Status 

Formal 
Status 

0 to 4 years 20% (223) 39% (536) 

5 to 7 years 20% (223)  
19% (261)  

8 to 11 years 27% (309) 20% (282) 

12 years or older 33% (374) 23% (314) 

N 1,129 1,393 



AKSS is working to keep 1,279 older children (8+ years) 
with Category 1 reasons for kinship care out of group 

homes and in the care of a relative.  

Category 1 Reasons 
Youth Age Ranges 

Informal 
Status 

Formal 
Status 

0 to 4 years 20% (223) 39% (536) 

5 to 7 years 20% (223)  
19% (261)  

8 to 11 years 27% (309) 20% (282) 

12 years or older 33% (374) 23% (314) 

N 1,129 1,393 



AKSS Services and Kinship Care are 
Cost Saving to AZ Taxpayers 

Cost per Child 
# 

AKSS 
Children 

Cost 
Savings 

to AZ 

DCS Case Management: 
$203/month x 1,136 

Informal Youth 
= $230,608 

Congregate, residential, 
or group home: 
$3,315/month 

x 1,279 Youth 
Ages 8+ Years 

= $4,239,885 

Family foster care: 
$676/month 

x 1,243 Youth 
Ages <8 Years 

= $840,268 



Client Baseline and Follow-up 
Surveys 

• 94 Baseline Surveys completed from 
May 2013 to February 2015 
 

• 30 Follow-up Surveys completed 
between 6 months and 21 months post 
baseline 
– 20 completed one follow-up survey 
– 10 completed two follow-up surveys 



Top 10 Needs at Baseline 
Baseline Family Needs Scale Average  N 
Saving money for the future. 3.14 88 

Having time to take care of yourself. 3.02 94 

Having money to buy necessities and pay bills. 2.67 94 

Paying for gas. 2.61 89 

Getting short term/temporary relief from caring for your child. 2.60 87 

Paying for utility bills like water, electricity, and AC/heat. 2.49 89 

Finding future care for your child or children. 2.49 90 

Getting a job. 2.48 48 

Having emergency child care when you need it. 2.48 84 

Scale: 1=Never a need, 5 = Always a need 



Significant Changes in Needs 
from Baseline to Post Survey 

Family Needs Scale 
 
 

Increased Need at Post 
• Paying for any special needs of your child 
• Having a job that you enjoy 
• Having someone to talk to about your child 
• Having emergency health care 
Decreased Need at Post 
• Paying for utility bills 
• Having time to take care of yourself  
• Finding future care for your child 



Status of Children in Kinship 
Care at Post Survey 

63% 
37% 

Still in care of
caregiver

No longer in care
of caregiver



Status of Children No Longer in 
Caregiver’s Care 

37%, N=11 Cases 
• Reunited with biological parents N=5 
• DCS removed from the home N=3 

– Foster parent 
– Other kinship care 
– Biological parent 

• Living with a non-relative N=1 
• Don’t know N=2 



Status of Children in 
Kinship Care 

63%, N=19 Cases 
41 Kinship Children (1 to 6 children per caregiver) 

• 46% (19) Maintained baseline legal relationship 

• 24% (10) Achieved legal relationship since baseline 

• 24% (10) Legal relationship in progress 

• 5% (2) No longer seeking legal relationship 



Types of Legal Relationships 
Established (70%, 29 Children) 

17% 

17% 

31% 

35% 

DCS Placement

Title 8 Gx

Adoption

Title 14 Gx



Types of Legal Relationships In 
Progress (24%, 10 Children) 

• 50% (5) Title 8 Guardianship 

• 50% (5) Adoption 



Reason for No Longer Seeking Legal 
Relationship (5%, 2 Children) 

• Youth will turn 18 

• Possible reunification with bio parent 



Nearly 70% (13) of Caregivers Rated Navigators 
as Helping them A Lot to Completely Regarding 

Permanency Goals (N=19)  

16% 16% 16% 16% 

37% 32% 32% 37% 

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Understand all the options for
permanency

Take action based on
information you recieved

Not at all Somewhat A Lot Completely



Extent Caregivers have Achieved 
Permanency Goals (N=18) 

11% 

11% 

11% 

22% 

44% 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Don't Know

Not at all

Somewhat

Mostly

Completely



Extent Caregiver has Achieved 
Permanency Goals (N=18) 

11% 

11% 

11% 

22% 

44% 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Don't Know

Not at all

Somewhat

Mostly

Completely

(N=12) 



Of the 12 Caregivers, 75% (9) said Navigators 
Mostly to Completely Helped them Achieve 

Permanency Goals 

17% 

8% 

33% 

42% 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Not at all

Somewhat

Mostly

Completely



Services and Resources that Helped 
Caregivers Achieve Permanency Goals 

• 83% (10) - AKSS Navigator 
• 25% (3) - DCS Caseworker 
• 17% (2) - Legal Services 
• 8% (1) - Kinship Support Group 
• 8% (1) - KIS 
• 8% (1) - Adoption vs. Guardianship 
• 8% (1) - Court/Judicial System 
(N=12) 



TANF Child-Only Receipt 

• 47% (9) – Never received TANF 
 

• 42% (8) – Receives TANF 
– 3 began receipt after baseline survey  

 

• 11% (2) – No longer receives TANF 
– Benefit capped 
– Became ineligible  



Other Benefits Received 
• 68% (13) – Medicaid (AHCCCS) 

• 47% (9) – Nutrition Assistance/WIC 

• 32% (6) – Social Security (adult) 

• 32% (6) – Adoption, Gx, or Foster Care Subsidy 

• 26% (5) – DCS CMDP 

• 16% (3) – SSDI/SSI 

• 5% (1) – DCS Childcare Voucher 



Extent that Navigators Helped 
Caregivers Understand Benefits 

(N=19) 

11% 

37% 

11% 

42% 
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AKSS Clients and Receipt of TANF 
Benefits – FAA Matched Data 

FY1-1 
10/1/2012- 
3/31/2013 

FY1-2 
4/1/2013 - 
9/30/2013 

FY2-1 
10/1/2013- 
3/31/2014 

FY2-2 
4/1/2014- 
9/30/2014 

Total N of Kinship 
Caregivers Served by AKSS 

665 917 915 758 

Total N of AKSS Caregivers 
in TANF System 

53 132 136 117 

% of AKSS Caregivers in 
TANF System 

8% 14% 15% 15% 

Total N of AKSS Children In 
TANF System 

152 415 438 361 

Family requests benefits 55% (84) 50% (209) 56% (247) 54% (195) 

Benefit Capped child 6% (9) 13% (53) 10% (42) 8% (30) 

Family does not request 
benefits 

36% (55) 34% (141) 30% (133) 34% (122) 

Other 3% (4) 3% (11) 4% (16) 4% (14) 



DCS Kinship Placements and Receipt of 
TANF Benefits by AZ County and Total 

County or Location 
FY1-1 

10/1/2012- 
3/31/2013 

FY1-2 
4/1/2013 - 
9/30/2013 

FY2-1 
10/1/2013- 
3/31/2014 

FY2-2 
4/1/2014- 
9/30/2014 Ave% 

Graham 35% 45% 60% 66% 51.5% 

Cochise 44% 51% 52% 44% 47.8% 

Greenlee 47% 21% 50% 50% 42.0% 

Santa Cruz 37% 30% 41% 43% 37.8% 

Pima 29% 37% 40% 36% 35.5% 

Yavapai 33% 28% 29% 28% 29.5% 

Gila 18% 26% 35% 28% 26.8% 

Coconino 20% 33% 42% 6% 25.3% 

La Paz 39% 36% 0%   0% 25.0% 

Pinal 24% 23% 23% 18% 22.0% 

Yuma 13% 18% 26% 22% 19.8% 

Maricopa 21% 20% 19% 18% 19.5% 

Mohave 25% 25% 12% 16% 19.5% 

Navajo 13% 17% 10% 13% 13.3% 

Apache 5% 0% 31% 14% 12.5% 

Total 23% 24% 24% 23% 23.5% 



DCS Kinship Placements that Receive 
TANF Benefits, by AKSS County 
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Upcoming Evaluation Activities 

• Complete collection of baseline and follow-up surveys 

• Navigator and grant partner interviews 

• Analysis of cost study data 

• Analysis of grant partner outcome data 

• Analysis of statewide DCS kinship placements and TANF 
participation codes 

• Analysis of TANF participation codes of AKSS clients 

• Reporting and dissemination 
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