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Release Weekly Conference Call Minutes

November 3, 2009
Participants:
	Angela Vasquez
	CDSS
	Maria Flores
	San Bernardino

	Becky Kennedy
	San Diego
	Mary Ann Stoever
	San Bernardino

	Benjamin Lum
	Santa Cruz
	Mary Crutchfield
	Alameda

	Beth Lindley
	CWDAB
	Michael Thurmond
	San Joaquin

	Bill Leach
	LA
	Michael Weinrick
	San Diego

	Brenda Baumgartner
	Alameda
	Michele Stern
	Orange

	Cathy Sellers
	San Bernardino
	Myrtle Phillips
	Alameda

	Cheryl Davis
	CWS/CMS App
	Nora O’Hara
	CWS/CMS App

	Chris Hanners
	IBM
	Pam Wilson
	Contra Costa

	Claudia Contreras
	Orange
	Randi Willis
	CWS/CMS App

	Colin Kelley
	CWS/CMS App
	Richard Alfaro
	IBM

	David Divelbiss
	Fresno
	Richard Chu
	IBM

	Elaine Higgs
	San Diego
	Shane Oberlin
	IBM

	Gerrie Dekker
	IBM
	Sue Norcross
	Mendocino

	Gina Blakemore
	CWS/CMS Trng
	Stacy Kilpatrick
	IBM

	Helen Landgraver
	IBM
	Tammie Ostroski
	Sacramento

	Jan Smith
	Alameda
	Thomas McGeorge
	San Francisco

	Joe Magruder
	UCB
	Turid Gregory-Furlong
	CDSS

	Kathy Wallace
	Riverside
	Vaughan Whalen
	Sonoma

	Kathy Watkins
	San Bernardino
	Velanda Hoffman
	Placer

	Lynda Ross
	Orange
	Will Dayton
	Yolo


Review of Minutes

The minutes from the 10/27/09 conference call were approved without changes.  
R6.4 Issues Discussed

SCR 8330 - Implement Chafee National Youth in Transition Database (NYTD) Regulations
Issue #54- The group was asked to confirm which ILP services entered in the Contact notebook are not NYTD-eligible.  These ILP services will be excluded from the NYTD-Eligible ILP Services grid in the NYTD NavTool.  The group agreed to add the values 'ILP - Referral to Community Services' and 'ILP - Refer to ILP Services' to the list of ILP service values that are not NYTD-Eligible.
Issue #55- The group was asked if scenarios for the creation of a new notebook should be included in the Federal Reporting NavTool?  The group decided that creation of new notebooks from the Federal Reporting NavTool should not be allowed.
Issue #58- The group was asked if the Tribal Affiliation is 'No Tribe Specified', should it display in the Federally-Recognized Tribal Membership grid in the NYTD NavTool?  The group agreed that the Tribal Affiliation of ‘No Tribe Specified’ should be displayed in the Federally-Recognized Tribal Membership grid in the NYTD NavTool.
SCR 8252 - System Changes to Support Transitioning Youth
Issue #50- The group was asked if multiple active Lifelong Connection Status rows can exist for a client or collateral's relationship?  It was decided that if multiple active rows are found during save to database, the error message 'Multiple active Family Finding Effort rows were found.  Please correct the data before saving to the database' will be displayed and focus will return to the page where the error was found.
Issue #51- The group was asked if historical Lifelong Connection Status rows should be read only.  The group determined that no, the historical Lifelong Connection Status rows should not be read only.
Issue #52- When selecting the most recent Lifelong Connection for the new Family Finding Efforts Log local report, how should 'most recent' be defined?   The most recent Lifelong Connection will be defined as the most recent start date, with a higher priority given to null end dates.
Issue #53- When selecting the most recent Lifelong Connection for the new Family Finding Efforts Log local report, how do you want to handle the situation when multiple rows are found?  If the most recent Lifelong Connection results in multiple rows, select the first row where the Family Finding Lifelong Connection Status is ‘Established’, ‘Potential’, ‘Searching’, ‘Not Located’, or ‘Denied/Declined’ in this order.
Issue #54- We will print Client Other names (AKA, Doe, Legal, Maiden) on the new Family Finding Efforts Log local report.  There is no limit to the number of Other names associated to a Client.  Do you want to print all available Other names?  Yes, all available Other names should be printed.
Issue #55- The Client AFDC-FC screenshot with a Food Stamps checkbox was approved in issue #9.  A checkbox allows for two values at the database level, Yes (selected) and No (not selected).  Can we default this value to No, or should we consider using radio buttons with Yes/No/Undetermined (default)?  The group decided that a checkbox should be used, and the default value will be ‘No’ (unchecked).
SCR 8432 – Probation Access to CWS/CMS

Issue #27- Today when a referral is promoted to case, two of the Referral Client Disposition Codes get set based in part on the Client Disposition reason. Can we add logic that includes opening a NON-CWD case to all the places that currently look for opening a CWD-CWS case?  The Disposition Codes that are currently set based on a Client Disposition of 'Open New CWD-CWS Case' are: 

I = In Person Investigation only (when only an Investigate Referral contact is made and a new case is not opened for the client).
S = In Person Investigation and Services provided (when either a new case is opened or when a contact other than Investigate Referral is added).  The group agreed that this logic can be added.
Issue #28- The group was asked to review the Assignment page screen shot showing the new Primary Agency Responsible field.  The group reviewed and accepted the Assignment page screen shot.
Issue #29- Today when a referral is promoted to case the application defaults the intervention reasons based on the Abuse Category values of the substantiated allegations for that child. In 6.4 when the user can select 'Open New Non-CWD Case' should we default the Intervention Reason in the case? If so, which of the three Non-CWD intervention reasons should be used?  The group agreed that for Non-CWD cases created from a referral, default the intervention reason to 'Non-CWD Foster Care'. Allow users with Non-CWD Mental Health or Non-CWD Kin-Gap privilege to change to Non-CWD Mental Health or Non-CWD KinGAP, respectively, before a placement episode has been created.
Issue #30- Should a referral client who is identified as a Safely Surrendered Baby ever be able to have a Client Disposition of 'Open New Non-CWD Case' or 'Child Already in a Non-CWD Case'?  The group determined that yes, a referral client who was once identified as a Safely Surrendered Baby is able to have a Client Disposition of 'Open New Non-CWD Case' or 'Child Already in a Non-CWD Case'.
Issue #31- When viewing in Client Services a Health Condition that was entered in the SOC 158 app, if the user wants to modify that row should they be able to select a different Health Problem within the SOC 158 category, or should the user only be able to change to a value that is in a category other than SOC 158?  The group decided that for a migrated SOC 158 row, the user will be allowed to change the Health Problem to another value within the SOC 158 Condition Category or any other category.
Issue #32- Should a user who has Non-CWD privilege be able to select referral client disposition values that pertain to CWD-CWS Cases, i.e. 'Open New CWD-CWS Case' or 'Child Already in a CWD-CWS Case'?  The group determined that yes, they should be able to select these referral client disposition values, provided the criteria that enable those values is met.  
Issue #33- If two clients are being merged and one client has migrated their SOC 158 placements, but the other client has not yet migrated their SOC 158 placements, should we prevent the merge from occurring until both clients have been migrated?  The group decided to allow the merge to occur, but when the user clicks the Merge button, display the following message: 

‘The <primary/secondary> client has placements created in the SOC 158 application that have not yet been migrated to Client Services. Once the merge is complete, use Client Services to migrate the resulting client's SOC 158 info. Proceed?’
If the user clicks ‘Yes’, the merge will continue. If the user clicks ‘No’, the Select Primary Client dialog will redisplay and the merge will not have occurred.  
Issue #34- If a user migrates a SOC 158 placement into Client Services and that placement does not have any information in the Tribe field, should that field be displayed or hidden? Hiding the field means that the user will not be able to enter it on an active placement nor will they be able to update it on an ended placement.  The group decided to always display the Tribe field and populate it the same way it's populated in the SOC 158 application.
Issue #36- If a child's Agency Responsible Type = 'LA - Indian Child Welfare', do you want the application to automatically set the client's ICWA Eligible option button to yes? If so and the Agency Responsible Type changes to another value, should we display a message indicating the ICWA Eligible option button and the Agency Responsible Type for the child's active placement are out of sync? This is similar to existing R - 08845.  The group determined that no, do not have the application automatically set the client's ICWA Eligible option button to yes in this situation. Instead, if the Agency Responsible Type changes to 'LA - Indian Child Welfare' and the child does not have any rows entered on the ICWA page of the Client notebook, display the following informational message:

‘You have selected an Agency Responsible of 'LA - Indian Child Welfare', but the client does not have Tribal Membership information on the I.C.W.A. page of the Client notebook. Please update this information.’
Issue #37- What is the definition of a Non-CWD case? Is it determined by the existence of a case Intervention Reason of 'Non-CWD Foster Care', 'Non-CWD Mental Health', or 'Non-CWD Kin-Gap'?  The group agreed the definition of a Non-CWD case will be determined by the existence of a case Intervention Reason of 'Non-CWD Foster Care', 'Non-CWD Mental Health', or 'Non-CWD Kin-Gap'.
Issue #38- Requirement 3 requests that the NavTool indicate whether a Case is Non-CWD. Discussion at the JAR centered around putting a Non-CWD checkbox on the Nav CRO General Case screen that would be checked if a Non-CWD case was being displayed. Where would you like this checkbox placed?  The group decided not to add a checkbox.  If an intervention reason of 'Non-CWD Foster Care', 'Non-CWD Mental Health', or 'Non-CWD Kin-Gap' exists, make the Intervention Reason grid data background pink, consistent with the color used in Client Services.
Issue #39- When a user chooses a Client Disposition Reason of 'Create New Non-CWD Case', do you want to display an informational message indicating that when the Disposition is approved, a new case whose intervention reason is 'Non-CWD Foster Care' will be created? The group decided that yes, an informational message should be displayed. The message will read: ‘Once this client disposition is approved, a NON-CWD Foster Care Case will be created. Continue?’
A discussion occurred regarding children that can go back and forth between Child Welfare (CWD) and Probation (Non-CWD) under the same Placement Episode. In the CWS application you must end the Placement Episode and Case before you can create a new CWD or Non-CWD case.  Example: a CWS Placement Episode/Case must be ended before a SOC 158 placement (or for LA a Non-CWD case) can be created and visa versa.  Somehow the data crunchers are able to string these placement Episodes together as one event, however it is confusing to the user when they have two placement episodes for the same incident and only the Agency Responsible has changed. Unfortunately, we did not have requirements in R6.4 to change how placement episodes work. It was suggested that we look for a workaround such as re-opening the Placement Episode once the new case (either Non-CWD or Child Welfare is created). Testing of this becomes so convoluted that we recommend not pursuing that option. 

Please email Colin.Kelley@OSI.ca.gov  with any questions regarding these minutes.
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