Pennsylvania Family Group Decision Making

| Statewide Totals: Non-Family Members
Survey Data

January 1, 2005 to December 31, 2005

Note: Items not equaling count/100% indicate missing data in surveys.



FGDM Non-Family State Report

01/01/2005 To 12/31/2005

County Summary

CountylD County Name Count Percentage
1 Adams 53 1M1 o
5 Armstrong 35 7 9,
41 Cumberland 21 4 9%
43 Dauphin 198 41 o
49 Erie 81 17 o
63 Indiana 3 1 %.
77 Lehigh 13 3 %
97 Northumbérland 9 2 o
109 Snyder 16 3 %
121 Venango 20 4 o
133 York 8 2 o
200 Unknown 4 1 %
300 Dauphin QR 17 4 of
Total: 478

Printed: 8/21/2007



FGDM Non-Family Report

Prinfed: 8/21/12007

State

Relationship To Children

01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005

Count Percentage
1 C&Y Caseworker 128 28 %
2 Independent Living Caseworker 4 1 %
3 C&Y Supervisor 64 14 %
4 JPO v 17 %
5 JPC Supervisor 10 2 %
6 D & A County Provider 5 1 %
7 D & A Private Provider 4 1%
8 MH County Provider 35 8 %
9 MR Couniy Provider 2 0 %
10 Psychologist/Psychiatrist Private 2 o %
11 Foster Parent 6 1%
12 Group/residential Care Provider 11 2 %
14 School Representative 16 4 %
16 Attorney/GAL 1 0 %
17 Cther S0 20 9%

Total: 455
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FGDM Non-Family Report

State

Printed: 8721/2007

Thoughts On Meeting

01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005

Strongly Agree Agree Disgree Strongly Disagree Not Applicable Total

1 | understood its purpose. 411 86% 63 13 % 0 0 % 1 0 % 2 0 % 477

2 | was given adequate information ahead of time. 344 73% 112 24 % 11 2 % 0 0% 7 1% 474

3 The familys participation was voluntary. 316 7% 84 20 % 1 % 0 0 % 8 2 % 411

4 My participation was voluntary. 349 73% 79 17 % 16 3% 2 0% 29 6 % 475

5 The family was adequately prepared. 255 55% 181 39 % 20 4 % 3 1% 3 1 % 462

8 |was able to express my views. ' 379 80% a0 19 % 1 0 % 0 0% 6 1 % 476

7 The family was give sufficient time to express views. 383 81% 90 19 % 0 0% 0 0 % 2 0 % 475

8 The process built on family strengths. 341 72% 117 25 9 11 2 % 1 0% 1 0 % 471

& Everyone who needed to be there was. 158 34% 168 36 % 124 26 % 18 4 % 3 1 % 471

10 1like where it was held, 277 58% 175 37 % 22 5 3 1% 1 0 % 478
11 [like when it was held. 222 47% 202 43 % 40 8 % 8 2% 0 0 % 472
12 | felt like part of the team. 326 68% 141 30 % 5 1% 0 0 % 5 1% 477
13 | felt free to disagree with things. 286 63% 158 33 % 11 2 % 0 0 % 8 2 % 473
14 The family made decisions. 273 61% 158 35 % 8 1 % 1 0 % 9 2% 447
15 It helped peaple to get along. 236 51% 191 41 % 18 4 % 0 0 % 21 5 9 466
16 The family agreed on a plan. 255 59% 154 35 o 12 3% 1 0% 12 3 % 434
17 The plan addresses my concerns. 265 60% 152 34 % 8 2 9 1 0 % 15 3 % 441
18 The plan protects the child(ren)s safety. 269 61% 144 33 % 11 2 % 0 0 % 17 4 % 441
19 The plan protects the communitys safety. 237 54% 146 33 % 7 2 % 0 0% 52 12 % 442
20 The plan holds people accountable. 254 58% 154 35 % 14 3% 3 1% 11 3% 436
21 The plan helps family members develop needed skill 225 51% 178 M % 17 4 % 2 0 % 15 3% 437
22 The plan takes cuiture and religion into account. 169 39% 148 34 % 21 5 % 3 1% 93 21 9, 434
23 The plan defines roles of family and providers. 240 55% 166 38 % 12 3 % 3 1% 13 3 % 434
24 | would recommend family conferences to others. 344 75% 112 24 % 2 0 % Y 0 % 1 0 % 459
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FGDM Non-Family Report  State

Printed:  8/21/2007

Coordinator Questions 01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005
Strongly Agres Agree Disgree Strongly Disagree Not Applicable Total
1 Well Crganized 367 80 % 82  18% 4 4 0 0 % 4 1.9 457
2 Respectiul and Courteous 395 87 % 57 13% 0 174 o] 0 % 4 1 % 456
3 Prepared me for meeting ' 354 78 % 85  19% 4 P 0 0 % 12 3 % 455
4 Considered my choices 324 79 % 80  20% 1 ®h 0 0 % 3 1 % 408

Page 30f8



FGDM Non-Family Report State

Printed:  8/21/2007

Facilitator Questions 01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005

Strongly Agree Agree Disgree Strongly Disagree Not Applicable Total
1 Knowledgeable 7 377 80 % g3 .20% 1 0% ¢ 0 % 0 0% 471
2 Respectful & courteous of all participants 419 89 % 51 1% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 470
3 Kept group focused on purpose of meeting 386 82 % 82 17% 3 1% 1 0 % ¢ 0% 472
4 Remained neutral at all times 388 84 % 73 16 % 3 1% 0 0 0 0% 464
5 Made me feel comfortable 402 85 % 66 14% 1 0% 1 0 % 1 0% 471
6 Used time well 380 81 % 83 18% 5 1% 2 0% 0 0% 470
7 Effective 348 - 81 % 76 18% 1 0% 2 0 % 0 0% 427
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FGDM Non-Family Report

Printed:  8/21/2007

State

Co-Facilitator Questions

01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005

Strengly Agree Agree Disgree Strongly Disagree  Not Applicable Total
1 Knowledgeable 198 73 % 65 248, 0 0 % 0 0 % 7 3% 270
2 Respectiul & courteous of all participants 227 84 9% 41 A 1 0 % 0 0% 2 1% 271
3 Kept group focused on purpose of meeting 200 74 % 56 2%, 3 1% 0 0 % 12 4% 271
4 Remained neutral at all imes 217 80 % 49 184 1 0 % 0 0 % 4 1% 271
5 Made me feel comfortable 212 79 % 53 20% 2 1% 0 0 % 2 1% 269
6 Used time well 208 77 % 51 1% 6 2% 0 0 % 4 1% 269
7 Effective 176 74 % 53 2%, 4 2% o] ¢ % 4 2% 237
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FGDM Non-Family Report

Printed:  8/21/2007

State

Years In Profession

01/01/2005~ 12/31/2005

Count Percentage
10-2 S0 20 %
2 3-5 128 28 %
36-8 78 17 %
4 9-12 52 "1 %
5 13-15 36 8 %
6 16-18 24 5 %
7 19-21 14 3%
8 22-25 8 2 %
9 Over25 30 7T %

Total: 460
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FGDM Non-Family Report State

Printed:  8/21/2007

Gender 01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005
Count Percentage
1 Male a2 26 9
2 Female 259 74 %
Total: 351
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FGDM Non-Family Report State

Printed:  8/21/2007

Race 01/01/2005 ~ 12/31/2005
Count Percentage
1 African American 32 7T %
2 Asian/Pacific Islander 1 0 %
3 Native American 2 0 %
4 White 409 89 %
5 Hispanic 5 1 %
6 Other 13 3 %
Total: 462
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