2008 National Convening on Youth Permanence
chommcndations of Youth & Your\g Adults

FURFOSE

Docs EVERYONE deserve a Forevcr]camilg??? Do teens and young adults desire a forever
Familg??? Which permanency oPtion is best Foryouth’??’? [How do young PCOP]C define
ermanence??? €s5€ Were some o e questions aske over 50 youth an oung adults that
P 22 Th fth q i kdbg 30y th clg 14 dults th
attended the 2008 National Convcning on Youth Fermancnce, all with a desire to share their
experiences a out the toster care sgstem. n lmPromPtu S€5sI0N was convene Y the Annie | .

i b he £ Ani i d by the Annie |
Cascg }:oundation’s Fami!g to I:amilg Youth E_ngagemcnt Tcam at the rcqucst of the young
Pcople to allow these experts to meet and discuss their ideas and cxPcrienccs around permanency.
Their life experiences can help reslﬁaPe, redefine and renew efforts to achieve permanency for

youth.

This summary shares their messages and encourages Participants from the Convening to feel their
experiences, hear their recommendations and make permanency a realitg forall Boutlﬁ and young

adults.

EXPERIENCES

Youth and young adult Participants rCPor’cec} that while the states are different, the rules are
cligerent, and the details are dhcxcerent, many of their exPeriences remain the same: a majoritg of the
9outh in attendance reported negative expericnccs in efforts to achieve permanence. Whi]c their
stories are all different, their outcomes aPPeared to be similar: child welfare agencies had not

assisted them in ac%ieving permanence.
While the initial thouglﬁt among, Participants was permanency does NOT work, with further

discussion, they agreed it can and does work. Yet the child welfare system did not make it work for

them. Tlﬁe group then discovered a more accurate statement: “we do not frustpcrmalvenCﬂ’{
Dre 64 /<) mentioned he had tried r@unl'ffcai'/bn, guarolfans/ﬁp and aa’optfon...a// of them failed.

The young Pcop!e discussed how their negative cxpcrienccs with permanency led to their imabi!itg

to trust both the concePt and the process of permanency Planning One consistent theme was the
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majoritg of the 9outl1 and alumni were not cngaged in the process of iclenthcging viable permanent
connections. As t!‘xeg cngaged inan oPPortunitg to self-select which permanency oPtion is best
for them, theg considered the benefits and cha”enges of reunhcicatiom guardianship, adoption and
other. The vast majoritg selected reunhcication) guardianship or acloPtion‘ Onlg a few felt none of
these op’cions were goo& for them. While debri@cing the activity, even the individuals who chose

“other” were wi“ing to select another oP’cion it they were integra”g involved in the process.

A“ agrcecl thatitis impor’cant to learn from 9outh who have both achieved and not achieved ]asting
permanency outcomes. T hese valuable experiences led to four simple and doable

recommendations. T}’ICH arc as {:O”OWS.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF YOUTHAND YOUNG ADULTS

o Redefine Fermanencg to ]nclude Emotional Connections
When asked to define and describe permanency in one word, ﬂoutﬁ shared incredible responses

from COI?S/:Sfo?Cﬂ to covenant, norma/cy to never a/onc, intentional to unconditional.

(Conversations with the 3ou’ch who attended the Convening revealed that there is a lack of claritg
and inconsistent messages around the true definition of permanency. This confusion seems to be
further fueled ]:)g misinformation received from agency sta]clc, upon which Houth must rely for
information. | his may be due Partlg to the fact that staff are unclear about how to define
permanency, both for themselves and esPecia”ﬁ for the 5outl'1.

Youth recommended that each agency closcly examine their current definition of permanency,
Priorities around meeting its goals, and work in Partnership with 3outh and staff to &eve]op aclear
working definition that not on]g encompasses the lega] but the emotional aspects of permanence.
Agencies may choose to do 50, bg ]ooking at current Popular definitions for inspiration and as a

guicle.
Adam (/<5) was very Poctic when he reminded us that we were at a permanency conterence and
vfrtua//ﬂ none of the young adults had achieved permanency and none either r@a//ﬂ understood or

agr@ca/ with the definition of permanency.

a lnvolvc Youth in Convening Hanning
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B/akc w/ 5u5gcstcal ha ving a &t ermanency C. onvening that was p/annca/ and /}np/emcntec/ bﬂ
ﬂoutﬁ and alumni for ﬂoutﬁ and alumni.

T o ensure the needs Oicgouth and alumni are met during the Convening, itis impcrative that an
organization, which values 5outi‘| inPut and supports 3outi1 develoPment, engages young, PeoPie
not onig in the Convcning, but also in the Plarming of the Convening Ti‘iereicore, steps should be
taken to ciivcrsiijg the P]anning team to include a substantial amount Oicgouth inPut so that the
conference agencla and Programming will more accurateig reflect the organization’s resolve to
suPPort 3outi1 engagement. One alumnus mentioned how imPor’cant it was to allow young adults to

get togctl'icr and share their cxpericnccs around the culture of foster care.

Ju/fc ( [/V/V ”/4 ﬂouf/7 track would be so /mporfanf for this Con/[crcnce, it would be a great way to
/oromote permanency to older ﬂOUf/? who may feel like it's too late for them.”

a Acicircss the DisParitics in Fcrmanencg Outcomes for Boti‘n Olcicr Youti'i & Youti‘n of
Coior.

/< wanmay (A//D) ”/ /o/ay football and / ‘m go/ng to Co//eg@, W/Iﬂ wasn’t ado/ot/on and optfon for me?”

Youth Participants reflected on the imPact of racial disproportionalitg as seen most vividig inits
direct influence on disParities in Posi’cive permanency outcomes for 3outi'1 of color; and reflected as
well on disparities in permanency outcomes for olciergouti‘n and young adults. They discussed the
cxpcrienccs shared 135 the Convening’s young adult Plenarg session and concluded tl'iat, while it
was clear ti"ll"OUgi’) their testimonies that each young adult was able to secure some sense of
permanence, tiﬁey did so Primariig on their own. ]t was Particu]arly moving, that one Participant, a

| 5~9ear~oid AicricamAmcrican young lacig, was forced to choose between permanence with a
relative and remaining in her current school. Youth commented that this pancl - whetherintentional
or not - bore testimong to what has been i‘iaPPening on a national scale: too many older Houtiﬁ and
9outi1 of color are allowed to languish in long term foster care without ever bcing connected to a

icorcvericamilg.

Youtiﬂ and young adult Par‘ticipants recommended that as states/jurisciictions embark on their

work around racial dispari’cg, theg pay close attention to the specific implications it bears on
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permanency outcomes and take deliberate stcps to resolve existing clisparitics n Positive

permanency outcomes for both young adults and 3outl'1 of color.

Young [ac{g ( CA} “W/76/7 / was younger / saw a lot of the white kids around me ée/'ng adolotca/.
/\/o one cveraa/o/otca/ me. /t made me feel bad about my color.”

o (Continue Fcrmancncg Search Bcgond Emancipation
Young [adjy [O/']Q said it /5651.‘, “ﬂou’re never too old for a ﬁam/{g. 7

While this recommendation may seem an unconventional concept to the child welfare Ficld, itwas a
core Point for the young adults at the Convening. T heir desire to be connected and suPPortcd ]33
individuals and communities resounded loud and clear, especially as the young people transitione
dividual d iti dedloud and P ”3 thg 2P P]t iti d
out of foster care. ]nc!ependcnt living services are no substitute for permanence and the young
People were adamant about their need to feel suPPortecl and loved as theﬂ embark on their adult
lives. Tiﬁis group oggoung adults shared their strugg]es to cleve]oP and maintain Positive and
permanent connections while in care - struggles which omlg amplhciccl atage 18 when the services
and suPPor’cs Provided by the child welfare system cease. Thcg recommended that agencies
become deliberate about exPanding Fami]g Finding) reunhcication, adoption and other permanency

eﬁcorts begoncl the time a gouth Forma”y exits our sgstem.

Young man [CD "/nevcr realized how much /ne@a’ca/a father uni'///éecamc a alaaf bﬂ that t/me/
was 19 and noéoa/y cared angymore. 7

SUMMARY

Youth and young adults addressed the Participaﬂts at Convening’s closing session. Tlﬁeg
c]’xallcngec{ cach individual as thcg move forward in their rcspec’civc roles and agencies to not on!g
consider the recommendations shared above but to elicit even more feedback from the young
adults in their care who Possesjust as much knowle&ge, Passion and exPer’cise as those who

attended the Comvcning.
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And Fina”g, tl‘neg reminded Convcning Participants that we are all worl(irsg with a unified goal: to
ensure the samcety, we“-being and permanence of the children and 5outl1 we serve. |t was their Hope
that }33 listening to them, the real experts on foster care, child welfare systems can on]g increase

their chances of getting it rightl

Mcr//; INYC) It Fueled the fire in my heart to know that one a’aﬂ, )q}vallhg a forever )[am//ﬂ who can

Prov/c/c unconditional /ove, a sense of- norma/cy and lllappfness to your lite will no /onger be /'usf
/uck, it will become the standard of foster care.”

Summarized bﬂ T he Annie . Cascy Foundation’s Youth Engagcmcnf [ cam: Branafg [Fudson;
(iselle Jo/m; Capta/n Youn‘g; Maurice Webb; [_/na’saﬂ Mason; and Michael Sanders.
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