POTENTIAL PRESS QUESTIONS

Note blanks to fill in for your county.
1. Why – a month after the vetoes – are you talking about the child welfare cuts now?

We have never stopped talking about the risks to children if child welfare services are cut.  What we are doing now, though, is seeking to educate lawmakers and the public on the extent and impact of the cuts because of the Governor’s line item veto of $124 million ($80 million in State General Fund).  
Because of the way the state budget works and the last-minute nature of the veto, we did not know the specifics about how the cuts would be allocated until now. We are now able to talk about what this means for children in our community and the measures our county may be forced to do to deal with this severe cut. These cuts affect 57 child welfare services and programs and will be absolutely devastating to the 75,000 children (and X number in X County) who are in foster care.  
2. What do you expect to happen? What are you hoping for?
Counties, social workers, current and former foster youth, foster parents, and community providers all want the funds restored. And we want to push the Governor and Legislature to stop any additional cuts to child welfare. We need the Governor to understand the severity of his decision and the devastating effect it has on the state’s most vulnerable children – those in the foster care system. 
3. Tell me specifically about the impact here in X County.

The cut seriously erodes the reach and impact of the programs that protect and support the X number of children in foster care in X County. This cut makes it much more difficult for our county to protect children from abuse and neglect. {Insert local impact – examples include lost social work staff; pending layoffs; reductions to contracts; specific service reductions; increased caseload ratios} 

It also means:

· Reduced funds for Emancipation programs – resulting in fewer foster children receiving housing, emancipation and transition services at age 18.  Research shows that too many of these foster youth go on to commit crimes and become incarcerated, resulting in further and dire overcrowding of state prisons.  

· Reduced funds for Emergency Response services and the number of social workers able to investigate reports of abuse and neglect – this means fewer and/or less thorough investigations into the 650,000 reports [or X number in X County] of child abuse and neglect that occur every year, leaving children in potentially life-threatening situations. Statewide, the 755 social workers expected to be lost could have investigated 143,000 annual reports of abuse and neglect.
· Reduced funds for Family Maintenance services – leaving as many as 26,400 families statewide without essential services such as parenting skills and drug treatment that keep children safe with their families and preventing removal into the foster care system – resulting in far greater costs to the state.

· Reduced funds for Family Reunification services – resulting in the inability to reunify 20,400 children with their families across the state, and increasing the number of children who are in long-term foster care, separated from their siblings and shuttled among multiple placements and schools.

· Reduced funds for Permanent Placement services to foster children – leaving as many as 40,700 children languishing in long-term foster care statewide instead of finding permanent loving homes through adoption or legal guardianship.

These impacts are IN ADDITION to the severe underfunding in child welfare that already exists. By the state’s own estimate, California is underfunding child welfare services by $660 million – BEFORE the veto.
4. You said that “these kids are different.” What do you mean by that?
These are California’s most vulnerable children. The state has stepped in to become their surrogate parents after they were removed from their families and homes. The state has an obligation to serve and care for these children. 
Children who have suffered abuse and neglect have the fewest voices to speak for them and are among society’s most vulnerable. They did not ask to be removed from their homes and placed into foster care. These children are the state’s responsibility and the program must be properly funded to serve them. The vetoed funds must be restored. 

5. Why should we pay more attention to this cut than to other vetoes?

If we fail these children now, society will face the consequences for many years to come. Research on former foster youth shows that as a group, they do not fare as well as their peers. Former foster youth face far greater challenges and are more likely to:

· Be unemployed and face other economic hardships

· Not earn a high school diploma or GED
· Be arrested and spend time in jail or prison

The Midwest Study of Adult Functioning of Former Foster Youth, a five-year study that tracked youth who “age out” of foster care, found that these young adults are at greater risk of adult incarceration. Within 18 months after “aging out” of foster care, the study found that 54% of young men and 25% of young women had been incarcerated.
Ensuring the success of children in the child welfare and foster care system ensures the successful future of this state – and saves social and budget costs in the future. The Governor’s line item veto is dreadfully shortsighted. That’s why we’re asking that it be reversed and child welfare funding be restored.
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