NATIONAL OUT-OF-HOME CARE RESEARCH FORUM

19 May 2006 

Brisbane

REPORT ON FORUM PROCEEDINGS
BACKGROUND

The number of children and young people in out-of-home care across Australia has risen by 70% since 1996.  This represents a significant social and human issue for the Australian community and a challenge for public policy makers and practitioners in the field.  There is also growing recognition that a knowledge-based approach to policy and practice is vital and that relevant and robust research is a central element of this knowledge base.

Recent audits of contemporary research into out-of-home care in Australia have demonstrated that research efforts in this field have been limited (Bromfield, Higgins, Osborn, Panozzo & Richardson, 2005; Cashmore & Ainsworth, 2004).  Where it has occurred, it has usually only been undertaken at an organisational or jurisdictional level and, to date, there has been minimal endeavour to co-ordinate investments or research agendas and priorities at a national level.  As a result, Australia has largely failed to capitalise on the wisdom and potential contribution of policy makers, practitioners and researchers across Australia to improve responses to families, children and young people involved in out-of-home care.

Following the release of the Audit of Out-of-Home Care Research conducted by Cashmore and Ainsworth in 2004, the Child and Family Welfare Association of Australia (CAFWAA) sought to build a coalition of support for a process aimed at establishing an agreed national research agenda.  This outcome was one of the principal recommendations of the Audit report and was also consistent with one of the main planks of the National Plan for Foster Children, Young People and their Carers (the National Plan) being undertaken under the auspice of the Community Services Minister’s Advisory Council (CSMAC).

CAFWAA was able to enlist the support of a host of key groups with an interest or involvement in out-of-home care across Australia to conduct a national forum aimed at constructing the foundations of a national research agenda and plan.  This coalition of organisations was instrumental in coordinating the effort required to pull together the various stakeholders needed to establish an agenda that would help to divert future research initiatives.

The principal groups involved in the organisation of the national forum included the:

· National Child Protection Clearinghouse, at the Australian Institute of Family Studies

· Queensland Department of Child Safety

· Australian Centre for Child Protection, University of South Australia

· Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth (ARACY)

· Community Services Minister’s Advisory Council.

In addition, the Australian Government, through the Department of Families, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs, and the ACT Government, through the Department of Disability, Housing and Community Services, provided much needed financial support towards conducting the Forum.

THE FORUM AGENDA
The Forum had two principal objectives, which were reflected in the program for the day (see Attachment 1 - Research Forum Program):

· In responding to the need identified through the Audit of Australian Home-of-Home Care Research and the National Plan, the Forum aimed to identify priorities for future research.  Information about existing and planned research in out-of-home care was collated, in part to help facilitate connection between existing researchers and projects and also to help identify gaps in the research base and under-developed areas of knowledge and evidence.  A national research agenda was seen to consist of two elements: the identification of a number of key themes or topics and an associated listing of more specific research questions to be examined.

· The Forum also sought to address issues of research utilisation, making the connections between research findings and evidence to policy and practice.  Through the exploration and discussion of practical examples of research application in the field of out-of-home care, the Forum aimed to identify the conditions required to facilitate turning research into action.

THE PARTICIPANTS
The Forum attracted seventy participants, with representation from every Australian state and territory.  The mixture of out-of-home care policy and program personnel and researchers from government departments, non-government organisations and peak bodies and researchers from educational institutions and organisations ensured that the broad cross section of interests and expertise were harnessed.  This breadth of participation was critical not only in generating the diversity of perspectives and knowledge needed to establish priorities for future research, but also in building ownership of the emerging national research agenda from the Forum.

Participants provided details of research projects their organisations or jurisdictions had conducted or were planning, and this information provided an essential building block for the Forum’s deliberations.  Participants were also able to take the opportunity through the Forum to further connections between areas of research or interest, thus building important across-jurisdictional linkages to be sustained beyond the Forum.

THE PRIORITY RESEARCH THEMES AND ASSOCIATED RESEARCH QUESTIONS
Researchers, government departments and non-government organisations were asked to complete, prior to the Forum, a template indicating the research that they were undertaking, research projects that were under consideration, and their research priorities (priority areas of research they would like to see undertaken).  Twenty templates were received from: University researchers (n = 10), state and territory departments (n = 6, all except Western Australia and Tasmania), the Australian Government Department of Families, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs (n = 1), and from non-government organisations (n = 3).  The templates were analysed to provide an indication of the areas in which research is being undertaken, planned, and seen as priority areas (see Attachment 2).  Although the templates did not provide a definitive picture of existing activity or future priorities it offered an invaluable foundation for the Forum participants to construct a National Research Agenda.  The templates can be further added to over time, providing a rich picture of out-of-home care research across Australia.

Prior to the Forum, Associate Professor Cashmore categorised ongoing research (as submitted by those invited to the Forum) into six general areas, and presented a summary of these at the Forum. 

The six areas included:
· Outcomes in out-of-home care – defining the needs of children (e.g., health, education, attachment and contact - including children's views).  Most research was university-based, or undertaken by CREATE Foundation.

· Pathways into and through care – the research mostly addressed policy and practice issues (e.g., tools, placement stability, and literature reviews).  Research was conducted by departments with several major collaborative research projects involving university-based researchers and NGOs in SA and NSW. 

· Leaving care – mostly university-based research in NSW, Victoria, WA, and Qld.

· Kinship care (especially Indigenous) - mostly university-based, as well as two key literature reviews (SNAICC; and FaCSIA’s grand-parenting project).

· New and emerging models:

· Ongoing family support. 

· Culturally appropriate models (SNAICC, AIFS for the Australian Council for Children and Parenting).

· Young people with complex needs (mostly literature reviews apart from the Delfabbro cross-state study).

· Families of origin – characteristics, perceptions, and parents’ participation. Research was mostly University-based (especially at James Cook University).

· Foster carers – characteristics, needs, perceptions. Research was being conducted by a mix of Universities and government departments (FaCSIA).

Research Under Consideration

The same categories were used to examine the research projects that were under consideration by the various agencies.  There were three main areas in which research is currently being considered. These included outcomes for children and young people in out-of-home care, pathways into and through care (prevention, reunification, and permanency planning) and particular issues associated with the assessment, recruitment, training, retention and support needs of foster carers.  The foster care-related issues were a particular concern of a number of the state/territory departments.  One large research project in which the planning is well underway is a longitudinal study of children and young people in care under the auspices of the New South Wales Department of Community Services. This would provide a focus on the outcomes and the pathways into and through care. A number of other jurisdictions expressed interest in participating in—or learning from—this research.

Priority Areas

The priority areas for research nominated by state and territory government departments focused on the outcomes for children and young people in out-of-home care and on after leaving care, the reasons children were coming into care and preventing entry into care; kinship care was also a common priority for state government departments.  Several non-government agencies and state, territory and Australian government departments also indicated their interest in new and emerging models, especially in relation to ongoing family support, young people with complex needs, and appropriate Indigenous models.  Research on families of origin was nominated by University researchers, non-government agencies and advocacy groups.

One new area that appeared in the priorities, but may be implicit in the concerns about outcomes of out-of-home care, was an interest in corporate parenting and a collaborative approach with inter-departmental and inter-agency responsibility for children and young people in care.

Main Gaps

The audit of Australian out-of-home care research (Cashmore & Ainsworth, 2004) and follow-up report on the messages from this research (Bromfield et al., 2006) identified the absence of national projects, with only one cross-state multi-site study (Delfabbro and colleagues).  The analysis of the areas of research that are currently underway or planned confirm this.

There were some other obvious gaps that emerged from this preliminary analysis and these included the following areas:

· Permanency planning – reunification through to adoption (apart from literature reviews and the Barnardo/UNSW research (Fernandez).

· Kinship care – despite its increasing use.

· Appropriate models for Indigenous children and young people. 

· Outcomes for children in out-of-home care in relation to health, education, and their contact with family members.

· Relationships between children and workers and carers and workers.

· Children’s participation.

· Effectiveness of different models/services.

· Legal aspects – Children’s Court decision-making, the use and effect of court orders, adoption, and the effect of legislative change.

· Workers’ capacity building – training, retention, perceptions.

· Prevention of children entering care.

· Intergenerational issues impacting upon care giving and children.

Researchable Questions: 5 Key Themes

One of the outcomes of the discussion at the Forum was a set of researchable questions based on five key themes (see Attachment 3).  These questions provide a starting point for further work to refine them and provide a basis for collaborative research work and form the basis of a national research agenda for out-of-home care.  The research questions were derived from an examination by Forum participants of material prepared from the templates and analysis undertaken by Associate Professor Cashmore and followed extensive discussion in syndicate groups and in the larger group at the Forum.  What emerged from this process was a set of questions constructed within the following five domains:  

1. Prevention of children entering care; and reunification

2. Stability in – and quality of – care 

3. Kinship care

4. Leaving care 

5. Longitudinal study of children in out-of-home care

‘TURNING RESEARCH INTO ACTION’ - KEY LESSONS FROM PANEL DISCUSSION ON OUT-OF-HOME CARE RESEARCH UTILISATION
Professor Dorothy Scott (Australian Centre for Child Protection – University of South Australia) facilitated a panel discussion on ‘research utilisation’ in the field of out-of-home care.  She drew on case studies of research that has been translated - or is influencing - policy and practice from a panel of researchers:

Professor Ros Thorpe (James Cook University, Qld) described the collaboration between her University and the Department in examining the issue of what makes a good foster carer, and how to best meet the needs of particular young people.  The research partnership was having a very positive benefit on the region.  Outcomes include: building research capacity; improvements in practice; and influencing policy and practice beyond the region.  

Key factors that contributed to the success of the research included: (1) having a ‘champion’ in the Department who facilitated the emergence of a ‘research culture’ in the Department’s regional office (e.g., establishment of a research interest group for all staff; team leaders enrolled in further study); (2) strong relationships between University and Department staff and the visibly active involvement of University researchers in the region; and (3) the active support of research participants: foster carers, children and young people in care, Indigenous Elders and Indigenous carers.

Treasury or finance departments often ask statutory child protection services to explain the cost of the child protection and out-of-home care system.  In putting forward a justification for the system and the need for investment in prevention/early intervention, Mick Norton (Department of Human Services, Victoria) identified the need for a ‘killer’ statistic: one that can tell the story of a rapidly growing system that would be difficult to sustain if it continued to grow.  Using their own departmental data to inform future planning and economic projections (15 years of unit records), they demonstrated that 1 in 5 Victorian children would - during the course of their childhood - have contact with the child protection system.  They were able to demonstrate that families were displaying much more complex issues.  Treasury then understood that if demand for the system grew, the cost would grow - so money needed to put into early intervention.  This was a significant driver behind the changes to the Victorian legislation coming into force in August 2006.

Associate Professor Judy Cashmore (University of Sydney, NSW), described three factors she believed were important in explaining how her research on the needs of young people leaving out-of-home care in NSW had such a significant impact in changing policy to better meet their needs: (1) the involvement of a range of people - ACWA leaving care group; CREATE Foundation; and the NSW Department; (2) timing - the research was being completed about the time of the Wood Royal Commission and other inquiries and the review of the Act which were associated with some willingness to provide funding to set up leaving care services; (3) clear communication of the results - not leaving it to ‘high impact’ journals but communicating directly and clearly to key stakeholders.  She talked to psychologists, executives in the state government, at conferences, etc and used the stories from the young people to make it 'real'.  This involved getting out and talking to people first - then catching up on formal publications belatedly.

A PhD student (jointly funded by Southern Cross University and the NSW Department of Community Services), Michelle Townsend is focusing on improving educational engagement and outcomes for children and young people in care.  In order for her research to have an impact, Michelle described the strategies she is implementing: (1) prioritising participation - this strengthens the research, but also builds a pathway for policy and practice implementation; (2) engaging stakeholders (policy makers, practitioners and data people - to identify ‘levers’ in issues that should be considered); (3) building strategic links - find out who is interested in which bits; and (4) planning early for effective dissemination.

Dr Paul Delfabbro (University of Adelaide, SA) talked about the difficulties - and yet the importance - of national longitudinal studies where children who are not going to thrive in the normal out-of-home care system can be identified.  If a child has characteristics that place them at risk of instability, they are a natural comparison group that can be used to examine how they do in a range of placement types, and evaluate the success of that program (which will have comparability in other jurisdictions).  Collaboration between universities and practitioners and universities and policy-makers is important for research to be perceived as relevant - and therefore to be utilised.  He suggested some tips for how his research has been successfully disseminated and utilised: (1) have good collaboration with the government; (2) publish in policy and practice focused journals (such as ‘Children Australia’ and ‘developing practice’); and (3) produce a simple PowerPoint presentation that can be delivered to practitioners in a non-technical way (take out all the statistics).

Professor Scott and her colleagues have articulated elsewhere the importance of translating research findings into policy and practice, and analysing the factors that contribute to its up-take (Lewig, Arney & Scott, in press).  Issues raised in the panel discussion included the importance of:

· overcoming the lack of respectability for community-based research;

· replicating novel trials before they are ‘taken to scale’ and implemented more widely;

· identifying implications of research for policy and practice in journal articles;

· focusing on programs of research (cf. small/isolated studies) and opportunities for synergy;

· incorporating service-user knowledge (especially the views of young people & Indigenous people);

· addresses the practical and logistical challenges of undertaking collaborative research projects spanning multiple disciplines, sectors and jurisdictions; and

· linking out-of-home care research to the question of how we prevent children come into care – as well as addressing their needs in care

The panel discussion showed the goodwill, collective commitment and wisdom we have on how we can undertake collaborative research.

IMPLEMENTING THE NATIONAL AGENDA

Having conducted a successful Forum, with broad based participation and input, a mechanism to implement the emerging national research agenda is now needed.  The Forum provided a platform for stakeholders within the research and out-of-home care field to share information and establish connections around areas of common interest and activity.  One of the lasting impacts of this will be the engagement of personnel, across jurisdictional boundaries, in specific research topics and projects.

However, if a national research agenda in out-of-home care is to have a sustainable future and is able to be adapted to changing priorities and needs, then a more structured approach to maintaining a focus on this critical area of work is needed.  The Forum was the culmination of an investment made by a range of committed stakeholders, led by CAFWAA, with the support of CSMAC and the Australian Government.

The product arising from the Forum, in the form of a set of prioritised research questions and emerging National Agenda for out-of-home care research, requires a further investment if it is to achieve its potential and ensure that the collective resources and intellect needed to address the challenges facing out-of-home care across Australia can be harnessed.  The goodwill alone of individual researchers, advocates and leaders in the provision of out-of-home care services and policy will be insufficient to ensure that this emerging National Agenda is given life and implemented.  What is required is a multi-stakeholder commitment and process to take forward what has been developed through the Forum.

As an interim measure, the Forum’s Organising Group have facilitated the establishment of working groups, organised around the five themes identified at the Forum.  Each working group has a facilitator who was identified at the Forum and who has taken responsibility for convening discussions with other interested parties.  These discussions are focussed on refining the researchable questions and building coalitions for the conduct, dissemination and application of research.  These coalitions range across professional and geographic boundaries, with a focus on incorporating research, practice, advocacy and policy interests in promoting future research activity.  

The facilitators for each of these five key themes are:

	Key Theme
	Lead Researchers/Organisations

	1. Prevention of Children Entering Care; and Reunification
	Nancy Rogers (SA Department of Families and Communities) and Dorothy Scott (Australian Centre for Child Protection).

	2. Stability in and Quality of Care
	Cathy Humphreys (University of Melbourne/Centre for Excellence in Child and Family Welfare)

	3. Kinship Care
	Jan Mason (UWS) and Ilan Katz (SPRC, UNSW)

	4. Leaving Care
	Judy Cashmore (U. Sydney) and Phillip Mendes (Monash University)

	5. Longitudinal Study of Children in out-of-home care
	Peter Walsh (NSW DoCS) and Judy Cashmore (U. Sydney)


A number of these working groups that have emerged from the Forum have already undertaken considerable work to further refine research questions in their domain and build alliances.  In some instances, this work has progressed to the point of collaborative proposals being developed for funding to support future research projects and collaboration.  Having noted this, the ongoing viability of a National Research Agenda lies beyond these interim processes, however valuable they may be in attracting resources and engagement at a national level.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTING THE NATIONAL RESEARCH AGENDA
The future of the National Research Agenda will be secured through the implementation of a range of inter-related recommendations which have been developed from discussion at the Forum and subsequent refinement by the Forum’s Organising Group.  These recommendations have been formulated within the context of current organisational and jurisdictional arrangements governing the development, funding and application of out-of-home care research.  They also take into account related developments in the broader arena of child protection and child and family welfare and the importance and value of involving all stakeholders in taking responsibility for both sustaining and implementing a National Research Agenda.

Recommendation 1
That bodies responsible for the development and funding of research and evaluation activity in out-of-home care, including private trusts, state/territory and Australian government departments and non-government organisations, utilise the emerging National Research Agenda and associated researchable questions as a basis for their decision making and resource allocation.

Recommendation 2
That the working groups established around each of the five themes be encouraged to further the refinement of the researchable questions, facilitate national collaborations among researchers, policy makers and practitioners and seek support for the advancement of specific research activity within their area of focus.
Recommendation 3
That the emerging National Research Agenda for out-of-home care be incorporated in (or linked to) the developing National Strategy for Child Protection arising from the Child Protection Forum in Melbourne (27-28 June 2006), sponsored by the Australian Government.  The area of “research, evaluation, research utilisation and service data” is one of six key issues identified at that child protection forum for inclusion in a proposed “National Strategy for Child Protection”.

Recommendation 4
That state/territory and Australian governments jointly resource the National Child Protection Clearinghouse at the Australian Institute of Family Studies to (a) co-ordinate the refinement of the proposed National Research Agenda for Out-of-Home Care – in synchrony with the proposed National Strategy for Child Protection; and (b) facilitate the implementation of multi-stakeholder research initiatives undertaken within the purview of the proposed National Research Agenda.  The Clearinghouse functions should include the facilitation of connections between various research projects, the compilation and dissemination of research findings and activity to stakeholders (including the management of a data base of relevant research and projects with web based links to available reports) and updating the National Research Agenda in line with changing priorities and requirements.

Recommendation 5
That a dedicated Research Fund for out-of-home care be established, with resources drawn from state/territory and Australian governments and with the support of philanthropic trusts.  The fund could be jointly managed by contributing bodies and be used to stimulate research activity consistent with the National Research Agenda.  The National Child Protection Clearinghouse at the Australian Institute of Family Studies, together with the Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth could, (subject to the adoption of Recommendation 4), take responsibility for convening a Roundtable of stakeholders with the purpose of creating the development for such a fund.
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Child & Family 

Welfare Association of
Australia Inc.

         Friday 19 May 2006

9.30 a.m. - 4.30 p.m.

Novotel Brisbane, Lawson Room 2

200 Creek Street, Brisbane

	9.30 a.m. – 9.45 a.m.
	         Registration and Coffee

	9.45 a.m. - 9.55 a.m.
	Welcome, purpose and overview of the day (Simon Schrapel)

	9.55 a.m. - 10.00 a.m.
	
	Official Opening

Robin Sullivan

Director General
Department of Child Safety - Queensland

 

	10.00 a.m. - 10.10 a.m.
	
	Ms Jenny Kitchin - CSMAC (ACT)

Update on National Plan for Foster Children, Young People and their Carers


	10.10 a.m. - 10.25 a.m.
	
	Dr Daryl Higgins and Dr Leah Bromfield

Highlights of messages from research identified in the out-of-home care research audit.



	10.25 a.m. - 10.40 a.m.
	
	Associate Professor Judy Cashmore 

Rationale for a national research agenda and overview of the audit on out-of-home care research


This session will include a brief presentation of material collated from attendees in relation to current and future research agendas and priorities.

To finish with an explanation of purpose of syndicates & directions on where to go after morning tea.

	10.40 a.m. - 11.00 a.m.
	
	Morning Tea


	11.00 a.m. - 11.55 p.m.
	
	Syndicates - attendees assigned to 8 syndicates with a mix of State/Territories, government, NGOs and researchers in each syndicate.  Each syndicate will have a designated facilitator to lead discussion and assist in formulation of priorities.

Based on material circulated prior to the event, the purpose of the syndicates is to generate research priorities in the form of specific ‘research questions’.    Syndicates will be asked to rank the relative importance of research questions, based on what is considered to deliver the greatest value to improving OHC services and outcomes for children and young people in care.

The key ‘research questions’ are likely to be linked to achieving outcomes within one of the following broad objectives: 

· Successful reunification with family.

· Stable and quality care.

· Successful transition from care.



	11.55 p.m. - 12.45 p.m.
	
	Plenary feedback on recommended priorities (facilitated by Robin Sullivan)
Purpose:

To obtain feedback from the syndicates on prioritized ‘research questions’ and to determine, as a whole group, the most critical ‘research questions’ to be progressed across Australia.



	12.45 p.m. - 1.30 p.m.
	
	Lunch Break

	1.30 p.m. - 2.10 p.m.
	
	Forum Discussion on how the priority ‘research questions’ can best be advanced (facilitated by Robin Sullivan/Simon Schrapel).

Purpose:

To identify strategies, opportunities and key linkages that would enable the research priorities established by the Forum to be implemented, utilising the collective resources and intelligence available across the country.

	2.10 p.m. - 2.30 p.m.
	
	Professor Dorothy Scott 

Turning Research into Action: What does the literature tell us? 



	2.30 p.m. - 2.45 p.m.
	
	Break


	2.45 p.m. - 4.10 p.m.
	
	Research Utilisation Panel Discussion (facilitated by Professor Dorothy Scott)
A panel of researchers will respond to points raised in Professor Scott’s paper and presentation on research utilisation.  Each researcher will provide a short presentation (8 minutes) outlining factors that enabled the utilisation of research they have been involved with and implications for future research in OHC.

Professor Scott will facilitate participant discussion on strategies for creating the pre-conditions for research utilisation.

Proposed panel members:

· Ros Thorpe

· Judy Cashmore

· Paul Delfabbro

· Michelle Townsend

· Michael Naughton



	4.10 p.m. - 4.30 p.m.
	
	Plenary - Where to from here?  (facilitated by Simon Schrapel)

Purpose: 

To identify a recommended process for sustaining a national focus and agenda for OHC research, including the potential roles to be played by Forum participants in this process.



	4.30 p.m.             
	
	Close


The Forum is supported and funded by the Australian Government Department of Families, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs; the Community Services Ministers Advisory Council and the Queensland Department of Child Safety.

RESEARCHABLE QUESTIONS

OUT OF HOME CARE RESEARCH AGENDA
INTRODUCTION

The researchable questions were developed largely through work in syndicates and subsequently refined by the broader group of Forum participants.  They take into account known research already being undertaken in the field and gaps in available knowledge and evidence.  The researchable questions provide a further level of focus and refinement to what Forum participants believed to be priority areas requiring further examination.  As with any schema, there is inevitable cross-over of issues across the five domains and there will be benefits in identifying future synergies between researchable questions and subsequent research initiatives.  At the same time, there was also a need to ensure more focussed research is undertaken, within the scope of these researchable questions, on particularly high risk population groups, including Indigenous children and young people in care.

1. 
PREVENTION OF CHILDREN ENTERING CARE; AND REUNIFICATION

Entry into Care
· Why are children entering care?

· What are the characteristics of the child, family and community from which they are drawn?

· What are their needs on entry to care?

· Physical and dental health

· Mental health

· Educational progress

· Social and emotional development

· Security and safety

· Cultural continuity

· What services do children and their families and communities need to prevent the need for a more intensive intervention? 
Successful Re-unification
· What factors predict good outcomes and bad outcomes over the long-term for children who are reunified?
Comparison of outcomes of children in OOHC with those with substantiated abuse who return/stay with family of origin:

· What factors determine who should be reunified?

· Why do children re-enter care after going home?

· Under what circumstances should reunification be abandoned? 

· How can we provide better support to children, birth families and carers- and what flexibility is needed?

· What interventions and changes are necessary espially for vulnerable subgroups of parents (e.g., mental illness, disability, drug & alcohol issues, etc.) for reunification to work? (i.e., evaluation of demonstration projects)

· What role does family support/respite care play pre- and post-reunification?

· What training/support is needed for foster carers and caseworkers, parents and young people to facilitate reunification?

· How are decisions made that a child can be safely returned to the family - or conversely, that the child needs to remain in care? (i.e., by whom, risk assessments; monitoring, is age a factor, etc.)?
· What are the best means and outcomes of engaging with biological parents, and of achieving constructive relationships between parents and workers?

2.  STABILITY IN - AND QUALITY OF - CARE 

Different types of care?

· What are the characteristics of successful care? 
· What are children's and young people's views of what makes a good placement?  

· What support work is necessary to sustain this? 

· What factors (child, family, community, systemic) predict good outcomes for children and young people in care?

· What are the critical factors for stability? 

· What promotes sustainable relationships?

· What predicts instability early on? What shifts children from likely instability to stability?

· How effective are behaviour management programs for children and young people in care?

· Who does best under what models of care?
· Kinship care

· Professional foster care – effect of remuneration

· Therapeutic foster care (evaluation of pilot programs)

· What is the profile of children and young people with complex needs? 

· What is the impact of recruitment, training and support strategies?

· How well is the state faring as a corporate parent in loco parentis? Assessing the needs of children in care (Note:  appropriate measures of well-being & longitudinal data are needed) to address:

· What is the physical and mental health and well-being status of children in care? How do they progress/develop?

· How well are children in care faring educationally? Engagement in school/learning? Numeracy and literacy? 

· Social-emotional development – identity, relationships with peers, family members etc

· Life-skills

· How is permanency planning being used in practice in different jurisdictions? 

· What promotes greater use of permanency planning?

· Does permanency planning result in better outcomes for children and young people?

· What factors influence decision-making in the legal process (e.g., Children’s Court orders regarding permanency planning)?

3. KINSHIP CARE 

What are the unique support needs of kinship care, and how is this support best provided (especially in Indigenous communities)?

4. LEAVING CARE
· What is needed to sustain stability and support for young people – either to live independently or stay in placement after they reach the legal leaving-care age?

· How do we enhance the quality and lasting nature of relationships that can sustain young people beyond the formal care period?

· How are young people with special needs best supported after leaving care? 

· What form of after-care services best meet the needs of young person after they leave care?

5. 
LONGITUDINAL STUDY OF CHILDREN IN OUT-OF-HOME CARE

A longitudinal study of children in out-of-home care would assist with answering many of the questions posed above. 

OTHER CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES:

These include:

· specific issues and experiences of Indigenous children and young people in care;

· views of children and young people.;

· best ways of including children and families in decision-making;
· how to maintain relationships between children and birth families in the best interests of the child;
· cost-benefit analyses;
· workers’ capacity building – training, retention, perceptions;
· effects of legislative change;

· valuing the importance of evaluation (what has been learnt from the past?); and

· developing a sustainable carer pool and workforce for future requirements and demand.
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