
MncFSR oNSlrE REVIEw INSTRUMENT tcwA ADDENDUM

County: Case Name: Child's Tribe:

Date Case Reviewed: Period Under Review: Reviewer: Case Number (DHS
Reference):

SAF ETY

Were there child maltreatment reports that were screened in and assigned for a Famity
Assessment or lnvestigation during the period under review? (lf ltem 1 of the main case
review instrument is applicable, the answer to this question is "yes" and reviewer should
proceed with answering the remainder of the questions. lf the answer is "no", reviewer should
proceed to ltem 3.)

Yes
n

No
n

Track Assignment / Changes
lA. lf there were reports of non-substantial child endangerment (NSGE)

allegations received during the period under review,-were any of thóse reports
assigned for a Family lnvestigation in lieu of a Family Assesément?
lf the response is "Yes", complete the chart beiow for each NcsE report
assigned for investigation.

Yes
n

No
n

NAnU

Date of Report
What factors were considered and impacted the decision to assign the report for an

investigation versus an assessment?

I B. D¡d- the agency make a change in response tracks for any reports that were
assigned for an investigation or assessment during the peridd under review?
lf the response is "Yes", complete the chart betow for each track change.

Yes
tr

No
n

NA
!

Track Change
Date of Report

FA to lnv lnv to FA
What factors were considered and impacted the decision

to change tracks?

! n
n n
n tr
n u

vl. - B.
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Notification To / lnvolvement of Tribe(s)
lC. D¡d the agency notify the child's tribe that a child maltreatment report was

received and screened in for a response (whether FA or Fl)?
Yes
n

No
tr

NA
T

lf yes, describe how and when the chitd's tribe was notified:

Yes No NA

n ¡ tr

lD. D¡d the agency invite the child's tribe to participate in either of the
following decisions for all reports received during the period under review?

Screening:

Track Assignment: n n n
ribe how the agency invited the child's tribe's participation and/or reasons for not inviting the
participation in the screening and track assignment decisions:

Desc
their

Yes No NAlE. Did the agency invite the child's tribe to participate in all assessments
and/or investigations during the period under review? n n n
Describe how the agency invlted the ch!!d's tribe's partlcipation and/or reasons for not inviting their
participation in the assessment and/or investigation:

34. ls ltem 3 on the MncFSR on-site Review lnstrument (osRl) applicable?
lf the response is "Yes", continue by responding to questions 38 and 3c-
lf the response rs "No", skip questions 38 and 3c and proceed to ttem 6 if
reviewing a placement case, or ltem 17 if reviewing an in-home case..

Yes
n

No
n

38. D¡d the agency seek input from the chitd's tribe regarding placement
prevention services that would be in the best interests of the child?

Yes
n

No
n

NA
n

Describe when and how the child's tribe's inputwas sought:

3C. ln addition to efforts described in ltem 3 of the main case review instrument, what specific active
efforts were made by the agency during the period under review to prevent t-he breaiup of the
lndian family?

I Safety planning while remaining in the parental home
Describe:

f] t¡v¡ng arrangement with a non-resident parent

Describe
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f] tiving arrangement with a relative or kin

Describe:

n Other, please describe:

PE RMAN E NCY

64. How many placement settings was the child in during the period under review?

68. Was the child's tribe involved in selecting each placement setting for the
child?

Yes
n

No
n

NA
n

Describe how the agency involved the child's tribe in placement setting decisions:

6C. D¡d the child's tribe receive notice of all placement changes? Yes
n

No
u

NA
n

Descrlbe how and when notificatlons were sent to the chlld's trlbe:

74. D¡d the agency involve the child's tribe in establishing permanency goals
for the child?

Yes
tr

No
n

NA
n

Describe howlwhen the agency involved the child's tribe in pennanency planning:

What were the tribe's recommendations related to permanency?

lf there was disagreement between the agency and the tribe on the permãnency plan/goal, how was
that resolved?

lf the child's permanency goal is permanent custody to the agency, describe how the agency
engaged the tribe in identifying other pennanency options:

t
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A. What is the child's permanency goal?
n Reunification

Transfer of permanent legal and physical custody to a relative
Adoption

n
n
! Permanent custody to the agency

B. Did tribal representatives consider the agency's efforts to achieve
permanency as meeting an "active efforts" standard?

Yes
tr

No
n

NA
n

lf yes, describe what the agency did that met the active efforts standard.

lf no, indicate additional efforts needed to meet the active efforts standard.

l3A. ls ltem 13 on the MnCFSR On-site Review lnstrument (OSRI) applicable?
lf the response rs "Yes" continue by responding to question 138.
lf the response rs "No", skip question 138 and proceed to ltem 15.

Yes
u

No
n

l3B. D¡d the tribe have input into the plan for the child's vislts with his or her
parent(s)?

Yes
tr

No
tr

NA
u

Describe how the child's tribe was engaged or why they were not engaged:

l5A. ls ltem 15 on the MnCFSR On-site Review lnstrument (OSRI) applicable?
lf the response rs "Yes", continue by responding to questions 158 and 15C.

lf the response rs "No", skip questíons 158 and 15C and proceed to ltem 17.

Yes
n

No
n

l58. Did the agency involve the child's tribe in identifying potentialfamily/kin
as placement options for the child?

Yes
tr

No
n

NA
n

Describe how and when the agency involved the child's tribe in identifying and considering
relatives/kin:

15C. ls the child placed with a relative/kin, someone from the child's tribe or in
another American lndian home?

Yes
n

No
¡

NA
tr

lf yes, describe the services and/or supports that are in place to support the stability of the chitd's
placement with a relative/kin:

lf no, describe why the child was not placed with relative/ki n, soineone from the child's tribe or in

[Er¡ÌfFlvrefiEÍnãh

Page 4
1t18t13



another American lndian home:

WELL.BEING

l7A. Has the caseworker explored cultural practices specific to this child and
his/her family?

Yes
n

No
n

Describe how and when:

l78. D¡d the caseworker link the family to cultural supports? Yes
n

No
n

NA
n

Describe

17C. Was the child's tribe involved in selecting services for the child and family? Yes
n

No
n

NA
n

Describe hodwhen the child's tribe was involved:

l7D. D¡d the agency refer the family to lndian agencies for services? Yes
n

No
n

NA
n

Describe efforts and/or barriers to referring to lndian agencies:

l8A. Was the child's tribe included in case planning for the child and family? Yes
n

No
n

NA
t-t

Describe howfuihen the child's tribe was involved in case planning:

ltlãr,ïrl'ã

Yes No NA

n tr n
A. D¡d the agency involve the child's tribe in a plan for caseworker visits with:

ch¡td?

Page 5
1t18t13



n n n
n T

lcwA STANDARDS Nor covEREÐ lN MnGFSR TNSTRUMENT

A. Was the child accurately identified as American lndian in SSIS? Yes
n

No NA
n

B. Was the child's tribal affiliation accurately identified and documented in SSIS? Yes
ft

No
n

NA
TI

G. Was the child accurately identified as IGWA eligible in court reports and
orders?

Yes
tr

No
n

NA
¡

D. Describe the overall communication patterns between the agency and the tribe specific to this
case, including how the agency and tribe collaborated regarding caseworker visits.

E' Did the reviewer identify any barriers to ICWA practice or efforts to engage the child's tribe specific
to this case?

Consider the following :
o Training needs (familiarity/experience with ICWA)
. Superuision
. Caseworkers' cultural competence
o Lack of culturally competent seruices

F. lnclude any additional observations:

Child's mother?

Child's father?

DHS Use Only

Question # Areas Needing lmprovement
PIP Recommendation

Yes No

n n
n tr
n
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tr n
n n

n
n

tr D
n n
n
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