ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CHILD SUPPORT SERVCIES

Child Support and Foster Care in California
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Foster Care cases make up 5% of California’s Child Support Caseload

Federal law requires the child support program to establish and enforce orders when appropriate for parents who have a
child in foster care. The purpose of ordering parents to pay child support is to offset the government-incurred costs of Title
IV-E foster care maintenance payments. Orange County Child Support Services examined Foster Care cases in the
California child support caseload to answer the following:

Are foster care cases similar to the rest of the of child support caseload?

Are child support orders against parents in the foster care system cost effective for California Child Support program?
Do child support collections from these orders substantially reimburse the federal government for foster care
maintenance payments?

Are child support enforcement actions consistent with state and federal welfare policy goals?

Based on focus groups with child welfare professionals and an internal operational analysis, child support enforcement
actions against parents in the foster care system can have a negative impact on families and are not cost effective.

‘ ‘She was a domestic violence victim; her child was removed from the home and a child support , ,
case was opened against her. A $150 order turned into $8,000 in arrears that took her 30
years to pay off. She is now an advocate for victims.
- An Orange County case manager’s story
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FOSTER CARE CASES

Foster care cases are different
from non-foster care cases.

Child Support collections do not
substantially reimburse the federal
government.
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Data Sources:

1. Expense data is from “Annual Report to the Legislature” for FFY 2017. Recoupment data is from CS 34/35 Report for FFY 2018.

2. Expense data is from “Child Welfare Agency Spending in California” for SFY 2016. Recoupment data is from CS 34/35 Report for FFY 2016.
3. California Statewide Data Repository; Line 1, 24, 25, 26 from Preliminary CS 1257 for FFY 2018. CSS-research@css.ocgov.com

A copy of the full study is
: available upon request.




