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New Agencies
We are happy to welcome new
FDM Pathway programs in 2012.
The new collaboratives bring our
total FDM projects to twenty-two
collaboratives.

Want to learn more?

The newest are:

If you are interested and would like to learn more

 Alpine

 Stanislaus

about our project, click the register button below

 Humboldt

 Yolo

for our online demonstration.

 Los Angeles

 Yurok Tribe

 Santa Clara

Wednesday, October 24, 2012
1:00 PM - 2:30 PM PDT

CLICK HERE TO
REGISTER ONLINE NOW

CLICK HERE

to see these
showcases.

12 Family Resource Centers (FRC)
located throughout Orange County’s

highest-risk

communities.

FRCs provide essential family
support services, parent education, and community resources to
isolated families.

The 2006-2011 funding cycle was
the first time in FaCT’s history
that 12 FRCs were provided with
continuous funds for a 5 year
term. This allowed a number of
achievements, both at the direct
service and network levels, including enhanced family strengthening services, improved measurement and evaluation of outcomes, and longer term sustainability efforts within the FRC
platform.
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Model Newsletter. This first newsletter focuses on Child

CONFIRM SAFETY OF CHILD

Participating Counties

WORK IN PARTNERSHIP WITH CHILD WELFARE

Percent of clients (with 3 or more assessments) at stable
or self-sufficient status by assessment
DR (Differential Response) vs. NON DR (Non Differential Response)

21.

7.
11.

turally appropriate practices. Meet families work-related
needs for care during nights, weekends, summers, and
holidays.
Click HERE to view agency practices across California.
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Intervention

%

Refer to counseling
In-home parent education classes
Refer to PEP classes

49%
20%
14%

What change was seen from intake to last follow-up?

What were the most prevalent interventions
within the improved families?
Intervention

%

Connect to child care opportunities

30%

Confirm Safety of Child
Positive parenting education

25%
23%

• www.matrixoutcomesmodel.com

Child Safety
Families who scored 1 or 2 in crisis or at
risk from intake

