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PREFACE

The data for Neglect and the Family First Prevention Act have been given to the National Data
Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect (NDACAN) for public distribution by Tola Seng, Holly
White-Wolfe, Kristcha De Guerre, and Katharine Briar-Lawson.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SOURCE

Authors should acknowledge the National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect
(NDACAN) and the original collector(s) of the data when publishing manuscripts that use data
provided by the Archive. Users of these data are urged to follow some adaptation of the
statement below.

The data used in this publication were made available by the National Data Archive on Child
Abuse and Neglect, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY, and have been used with permission. Data
from Neglect and the Family First Prevention Act were originally collected by: Tola Seng, Holly
White-Wolfe, Kristcha De Guerre and Katharine Briar-Lawson. The collector(s) of the original
data, the funder(s), NDACAN, Duke University, Cornell University and their agents or
employees bear no responsibility for the analyses or interpretations presented here.

The bibliographic citation for this data collection is:

Seng, T., White-Wolfe, H., Briar-Lawson, K., & De Guerre, K. (2024). Neglect and
Prevention Policies Data [ Data set]. National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect
(NDACAN). https://doi.org/10.34681/4D21-NR74

PUBLICATION SUBMISSION REQUIREMENT

In accordance with the terms of the Data License for this dataset, users of these data are required
to notify the National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect of any published work or report
based wholly or in part on these data. A copy of any completed manuscript, thesis abstract, or
reprint should be emailed to NDACANsupport@cornell.edu . Such copieswill be used to
provide our funding agency with essential information about the use of NDACAN resources and
to facilitate the exchange of information about research activities among data users and
contributors.
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Variablesin Neglect and Prevention Policy (NAPP) Data

Neglect statute data

Number of observations: 51
Number of variables: 13

Organization of data set: One row per state plus DC

Variable Name
STATE

OT_TH_POV

CAREGIVING

PARBEHH

L abel
State abbreviation

Was neglect
defined as“ other
than poverty”

(or did policy
language
otherwiseinclude
poverty
qualifiers)?

Did the definition
of neglect include
caregiving
impeded (such as
caregiver
incarcerated,
caregiver
hospitalized, child
abandonment) as
acts of neglect?

Did the definition
of neglect include
parental
behavioral health
(such as mental
illness,
developmental
disabilities,
domestic
violence) as acts
of neglect?

Values
**OTHER**

Frequency
Category

Non-missing

No
Yes

No
Yes

No
Yes

Frequency
51

26
25

11

42

Percent
100.00

50.98
49.02

21.57
78.43

82.35
17.65



Variable Name

ENVIRONMENT

AB_SERVICES

FAIL_PROT

SUPERVISION

SIB_ABU_NEG

UNLAW_CUS A
DPT

Frequency
L abel Values Category

Did the definition
of neglect include
observations of
environment
(such as
cleanliness,
environment in
which drugs are
present, drug
houses, injurious,
emotionally
traumatic) as acts
of neglect? 0 No

Did the definition

of neglect include

the

absence of

medical, dental,

surgical, child

care, behavioral

health other

services as acts

of neglect? 0 No

Did the definition

of neglect include

failureto

protect (such as

from sex abuse,

trafficking,

physical abuse,

and/or other

harms) as acts of

neglect? 0 No

Did the definition

of neglect include

lack of

appropriate

supervision or

lack of control of

the child? 0 No

Did the definition

of neglect include

risks

because sibling

neglected the

child? 0 No

Did the definition

of neglect include

unlawful

granting of

custody/adoption? 0 No

37
14

50

33
18

10
41

(e}

Per cent

72.55
27.45

1.96
98.04

64.71
35.29

19.61
80.39

88.24
11.76

84.31



Variable Name

FAIL_PROV

SUB_ABUSE

OUT_OF HOME

Label

Did the definition
of neglect include
failureto

provide for basic
needs (such as
food,

nutrition, faillure
to thrive, clothing,
education, shelter,
or subsistence) as
acts of

neglect?

Did the definition
of neglect include
substance use
(such as mother’s
substance use

or infant tests
positive for
substances) as
acts

of neglect?

Did the definition

of neglect include
neglect

of the child in out-
of-home care?

Frequency

Values Category
1 Yes
0 No
1 Yes
0 No
1 Yes
0 No
1 Yes

Frequency

w

30
21

w

Per cent
15.69

5.88
94.12

58.82
41.18

94.12
5.88



Family First Prevention Act data

Number of observations: 62
Number of variables: 42

Organization of data set: One row per state/territory or tribal agency

Variable Name

STATE_FIPS

STATE_ABRV

GOVERNANCE

CW_AGENCY

PLAN_STATUS

PLAN_RSCRCH
R DT
_CK

PLAN_LINK

PLAN_SUB_DA
TE

PLAN_APPRV _
DATE

Label
Federal
Information
Processing
System
(FIPS) Codesfor
States

Two-letter state
and territory
abbreviations

State, Jurisdiction,
or Tribal TitleIV-
E

Agency name
Child Welfare
agency submitting
a

prevention plan to
the Children's
Bureau

Children's Bureau
designation for
plan

submission and
approval

Date that this
research team last
checked that
datainthisfileis
current with the
published
prevention plan

Link to the state
agency's approved
and

published
prevention plan

Date of
Prevention Plan
Initial Submission
Date of

Prevention Plan
Initial Approval

Frequency
Values Category
1to 72 Range
**OTHER**
**OTHER**
**OTHER**
Approved Approved
Not Yet Not Yet
Submitted Submitted
**OTHER**
**OTHER**
**OTHER**
**OTHER**

Frequency

62

62

62

62

47
10

62

62

62

62

Percent

100.00

100.00

100.00

75.81
16.13
8.06

100.00

100.00

100.00



Variable Name

PLAN_RESUB_
DATE

PLAN_START

PLAN_END
SAFECARE

HOMEBUILDER
S

INTERCEPT

NFP

PAT

HFA

TRIPLE_P

FAMILIAS U

CHILD_F

FAMILY_S

L abel
Date of Last
Prevention Plan
Resubmission

Time period start
year prevention
plan

Time period end
year prevention
plan

SafeCare

Homebuilders -
Intensive Family
Preservation and
Reunification
Services

Intercept®

Nurse-Family
Partnership

Parents as
Teachers

Healthy Families
America

TripleP—
Positive Parenting
Program —
Standard (Level
4)

Familias Unidas

Child First

Family Spirit®

Values

**OTHER**

**OTHER**

** OTHER**

0
1
99

Frequency
Category

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No

Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99
No
Yes
99
No
Yes
99
No
Yes

Frequency

62

62

62

~

15

29
18
15

~

15

31
16
15

16
31
15

25
22
15

Per cent

100.00

100.00

100.00

64.52
11.29
24.19

46.77
29.03
24.19

64.52
11.29
24.19

50.00
2581
24.19

2581
50.00
24.19

40.32
35.48
24.19

72.58
3.23
24.19

70.97
4.84
24.19

72.58
3.23
24.19

74.19
161



Variable Name

FAMILIES _F

TF CBT

PCIT

CPP

FFT

MST

BSFT

FAMILY_C

FHF_P

FCT

Label

Families First
(Utah Youth
Village Model)

Trauma-Focused
Cognitive
Behavioral
Therapy

Parent-Child
Interaction
Therapy

Child-Parent
Psychotherapy

Functional Family
Therapy

Multisystemic
Therapy

Brief Strategic
Family Therapy

Family Check-
Up®

Fostering Healthy
Futures® for
Preteens

Family Centered
Treatment®

Values
99

99

Frequency
Category

99

No
Yes
929

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
929

Frequency

15

46

15

41

15

26
21
15

w

15

23
24
15

23
24
15

13
15

42

15

46

15

w

15

Per cent
24.19

74.19
161
24.19

66.13
9.68
24.19

41.94
33.87
24.19

70.97
4.84
24.19

37.10
38.71
24.19

37.10
38.71
24.19

54.84
20.97
24.19

67.74
8.06
24.19

74.19
161
24.19

70.97
4.84
24.19



Variable Name

WRAPAROUND

START

Ml

INCREDIBLE_T
oD

INCREDIBLE_S
CH

TRIBE_TRIBAL

NATIVE

INDIGENOUS

L abel
Intensive Care
Coordination
Using High
Fidelity
Wraparound/High
Fidelity
Wraparound

Sobriety
Treatment and
Recovery Teams

Motivational
Interviewing

Incredible Y ears-
Toddler Basic

Incredible Y ears-
School Age Basic

Was the word
tribe or tribal
present in the
State's Family
First Prevention
Plan

Was the word
Native present in
the State's
Family First
Prevention Plan

Was the word
Indigenous
present in the
State's Family
First Prevention
Plan

Values

99

99

99

Frequency
Category

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
99

Frequency

45

15

N

15

23
24
15

46

15

46

15

18
21
23

23
16
23

(&)]

23

Per cent

72.58
3.23
24.19

72.58
3.23
24.19

37.10
38.71
24.19

74.19
161
24.19

74.19
161
24.19

29.03
33.87
37.10

37.10
2581
37.10

54.84
8.06
37.10



Variable Name

INDIAN

ANY_INDIG_RE
F

L abel
Was the word
Indian present in
the State's
Family First
Prevention Plan

Derived value of
all other
indigenous terms
in data dictionary;
if any term was
present

Values

99

99

Frequency
Category

No
Yes
99

No
Yes
929

Frequency

19
20
23

13
26
23

Per cent

30.65
32.26
37.10

20.97
41.94
37.10



Clearinghouse data

CEBC data

Number of observations: 27
Number of variables: 9
Organization of data set: One row per evidence-based program in the California Evidence-based

Clearinghouse

Variable Name

PROG_NAME_C
EBC

RSRCHR_CHEC
K
_DATE_CEBC

PROG_LINK_CE
BC

PROG_TRGT_C
BEC

PROG_RATING

CEBC

PROG_CW_REL
_LEVEL_CEBC

L abel
EBI name as
listed in the Title
Cdlifornia
Evidence-based
Clearinghouse

Research teams
|atest
confirmation date
for

Cdlifornia
Evidence-Based
Clearinghouse
data

Program
description URL
on the California
Evidence-Based
Clearinghouse.
Target population
description for the
EBPas

listed in CBEC

CEBC rating
system for level
of evidence
pertaining to
specific
outcomes-a lower
score

means a greater
level of research
support

Child welfare
system relevance
levels of the
EBPsas
determined by
CBEC

Values

** OTHER**

**OTHER**

**OTHER**

**OTHER**

High
Low
Medium

Frequency
Category

Highest level of
research support
Mid-level of
research support
Lowest-level of
research support

High
Low
Medium

Frequency

27

27

27

27

16

12

14

Per cent

100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

1111

29.63

59.26

44.44
3.70
51.85



Variable Name

PREV_PRIM_NE
G_AB
_CBEC

PREV_SEC_NEG
_AB
_CBEC

INTV_NEG_CBE
c

L abel Values
CEBC rated Child
abuse and/or
neglect-
Primary
prevention
program (targeted
general
population) 0

CEBC rated Child

abuse and/or

neglect-

Secondary

prevention

program (high

risk for

maltreatment) 0

CEBC rated

Interventions for

Neglect

(eddressing a

parent’sfailure to

provide for a

child’s basic

needs) 0

Frequency
Category

No
Yes

No
Yes

No
Yes

Frequency

10
17

20

23

Per cent

37.04
62.96

74.07
25.93

85.19
14.81



1IVE data

Number of observations: 141

Number of variables: 9

Organization of data set: One row per evidence-based program in the Title IV-E Clearinghouse

Freguency
Variable Name Label Values Category Frequency Per cent
EBI name as
listed in the Title
PROG_NAME_I IV-E
VE Clearinghouse **OTHER** 141 100.00
Date ACF last
reviewed the
research to
establish the Title
DT_RSRCH_EV_ IV-E
LST clearinghouse
_RVWD rating **OQTHER** 141 100.00
Program
description URL
onthe Title IV-E
PROG_LINK_IV  Clearinghouse
E page **OQTHER** 141 100.00
EBI rating by the
PROG_RATING_ TitlelV-E
IVE Clearinghouse Missing (blank) 1 0.71
Not applicable Not applicable 1 0.71
does not currently  does not currently
meet meet
criteria criteria 68 48.23
promising promising 36 25.53
supported supported 18 12.77
well supported well supported 17 12.06
Last confirmed
date for Title IV-
E
RSRCHR_CHEC  Clearinghouse
K data by the
_DATE_IVE research team. **OQTHER** 141 100.00
TitlelV-E
Clearinghouse-
rated EBPs for
CAT_MH_IVE mental health. 0 No 38 26.95
1 Yes 103 73.05
TitlelV-E
Clearinghouse-
rated EBPs for
in-home parenting
CAT_PS IVE skills. 0 No 92 65.25
1 Yes 49 34.75
TitlelIV-E
Clearinghouse-
rated EBPs for
CAT_SA_IVE substance abuse. 0 No 100 70.92
1 Yes 11 29.08



Variable Name

CAT K_IVE

L abel Values

EBPslisted in the

TitleIV-E

Clearinghouse

as aprogram or

service area

focused on

kinship navigator

services. 0

Frequency
Category

No
Yes

Frequency

134

Per cent

95.04
4.96



Compare clearinghouse data
Number of observations: 158
Number of variables: 4

Organization of data set: One row per evidence-based program in either clearinghouse

Variable Name

PROG_NAME_C
EBC

PROG_NAME _|
VE

PROG_NAME_B
OTH

SHORT VAR N
AME

L abel
EBI name as
listed in the Title
Cdlifornia
Evidence-based
Clearinghouse

EBI name as
listed in the Title
IV-E
Clearinghouse

Program name
appearsin both
the CBEC and
theTitleIV-E
Clearing House

Commonly used
abbreviations or
shortened
names for
evidence-based
programs.

Values

**OTHER**

** OTHER**

**OTHER**

Freguency
Category

No
Yes

Frequency

158

158

143
15

158

Per cent

100.00

100.00

90.51
9.49

100.00



State codes data

Number of observations: 53
Number of variables: 7
Organization of data set: One row per US state/territory

Variable Name

STATE_FIPS

STATE

ICPSR

AB

STNAME

REGION4

REGION9

Label
Federal
Information
Processing
System

(FIPS) Codesfor

States

State Name
state codes that

employ the coding

scheme of

the Inter-
University
Consortium for
Political

and Social
Research
(ICPSR).

abbreviated state

name

State Namein all

Capitals
Census Bureau
defines four
statistical
regions:
Northeast,

Midwest, South,

and West

Census Bureau
defines nine

divisions of the 4
statistical regions.

Values

1to91
**OTHER**

1to91

**OTHER**

** OTHER**

A WN PR

Freguency
Category

Range

Non-missing

Range
Non-missing

Non-missing

Northeast
Midwest
South
West

New England
Mid-Atlantic
East North
Centra
West North
Central

South Atlantic
East South
Centrad
West South
Central

Frequency

53
53

53

53

53

13
18
13

Per cent

100.00
100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

16.98
24.53
33.96
24.53

11.32
5.66

9.43

15.09
16.98

7.55

9.43



Frequency
Variable Name L abel Values Category Frequency Per cent

8 Mountain 8 15.09
9 Pacific 5 9.43
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