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RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF IMPLEMENTING A FAMILY-CENTERED 
FRAMEWORK IN CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT CASES 

WHEREAS, the Adoption Safe Families Act requires a judicial determination that the 
agency has made reasonable efforts, absent aggravated circumstances, to preserve 
and reunify the family.1 More than half of children exiting foster care in fiscal year 2016 
were reunited with parents or primary caretakers;2 

WHEREAS, children in the child welfare system are very likely to have been exposed to 
violence and experienced multiple traumatic events, and additional trauma can result 
from system involvement and separation from their families;3 

WHEREAS, a trauma-informed and family-centered framework for the court system 
may improve the process of reunification through family engagement, building on family 
strengths, empowering family choice, and providing assessments and tailored services 
that meet the needs of each individual family;4 

WHEREAS, research shows that early and consistent engagement opportunities for 
collaborative decision-making with families increases parental satisfaction with child 
welfare interventions and improves compliance with treatment and service 
requirements;5   

WHEREAS, positive family engagement reduces the number of children of color 
entering foster care,6 expands options for relative placement,7 increases placement 
stability,8 and improves timeliness of permanency decisions;9 

WHEREAS, frequent and meaningful family time can enhance the child and parent 
relationship, expedite permanency by engaging parents, and strengthen attachment and 
relationship-building for infants and toddlers in foster care;10 

WHEREAS, research shows that for each additional visit with family per week, the odds 
of the child achieving permanency within a year are tripled;11 

WHEREAS, the Fostering Connections Act requires reasonable efforts be made to 
place siblings together and, if a joint placement is not possible, to provide for frequent 
contact between siblings.12 Growing literature indicates that sibling bonds are 
particularly vital to children from disorganized and dysfunctional families.13  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

The NCJFCJ recognizes that juvenile and family courts have a responsibility to 
implement a family-centered practice model that puts the family’s needs, strengths, and 
choices at the center of the court process and must involve engaging each family in the 
process. 
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The NCJFCJ recognizes that a family-centered practice will not only engage families but 
ensure adequate family time and approach children and families in a trauma-informed 
manner. 

The NCJFCJ encourages judges and court staff to assume that all children and families 
appearing before the court have experienced trauma or adversity in some manner and 
to ensure that the physical and social environments of the court are sensitive to 
reducing stress, practices reflect an understanding of trauma triggers, and policies are 
designed to promote healing.14 

The NCJFCJ believes that approaching children and families in a developmentally 
informed and trauma-responsive manner encourages responsiveness to the needs of 
the children and families instead of the needs of the institution.15  

The NCJFCJ recognizes that special considerations for family time are required when 
domestic violence is involved to ensure the protection and safety of the victims, while 
holding the perpetrator accountable. 

The NCJFCJ calls for judges to encourage and support the development of family-
centered, culturally responsive processes to ensure family engagement in a way that 
helps families craft solutions to the issues that brought them before court, except when 
the child’s safety or well-being is at risk. 

The NCJFCJ recognizes that relationships between and among children, parents, and 
siblings are vital to child well-being and as such, calls for judges to ensure that quality 
family time is an integral part of every case plan.  

The NCJFCJ opposes withholding family time as a sanction because parents have a 
right to see their children and children have a right to see their parents and siblings, 
except when the child’s safety or well-being is at risk. 

The NCJFCJ shall continue to educate judges and others on the best practices to 
promote family engagement and a family-centered framework.  
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