
KEY IV-E FACTORS  
Detention Orders: 

• Contrary to the Welfare (CTW) of the juvenile to remain at 
home ruling must be in the first order addressing the removal of 
a juvenile from where they reside.  

• Orders removing juveniles from their homes have many 
different names depending on situation (e.g Detention, 
Detainment). 

• Amending an order to add CTW is not possible/not fixable. 
• CTW determination must address the welfare of the juvenile, 

not solely the community (or it can address both). 

Expansion Orders: 

• This Order may be the first order of removal for a juvenile. 
• Requires a CTW ruling if juvenile is being removed from a 

residence. 
• Amending an order to add CTW is not possible/not fixable.  
• Check appropriate CTW boxes on Expansion Order Template at 

section #4. 

Consequences: 

• No federal foster care funding can be accessed. 
•  Some placements cost the state $3000 to $5000 a month. 
• No IV-E Adoption Subsidy or IV-E Guardianship Assistance. 
• Child will not be eligible for IV-E Medicaid (IV-E Medicaid is 

categorically eligible in all states). 



Detention Orders: 
 
Question: Court orders that sentence a child to a juvenile detention facility 
often include language which differs from that in a dependency order 
resulting in a foster care placement. Does language in a detention order 
indicating that the child is a "threat to himself or the community" meet the 
requirement in section 472(a)(2)(A)(ii) regarding "contrary to the welfare?" 
 
Answer: A court order indicating that the child is a threat to himself satisfies 
the requirement of a determination that remaining in the home would be 
contrary to the child's welfare. However, if the court order indicates only that 
the child is a threat to the community, such language would not satisfy the 
requirement for a determination that continuation in the home would be 
contrary to the child's welfare. 

• Source/Date: ACYF-CB-PIQ-91-03 (4/3/91) 
• Legal and Related References: Social Security Act - section 472 

(a)(2)(A)(ii) 
 
 
Idaho Court Rules – Rule 16: 
 
“Contrary to the Welfare” finding under state and federal law. In order to 
establish eligibility for federal IV-E funding as well as federal adoption 
assistance funding for children in foster care, federal law requires that the 
court make a written, case-specific finding, in the first order sanctioning 
removal of the child from the home, that remaining in the home is contrary to 
the welfare of the child. See 45 DFR 1356.21(c). An order removing the child 
from the home under this rule may be the first order sanctioning removal of 
the child from the home, and in such cases, this finding is necessary to ensure 
the child's eligibility for funding. 
 
Consequences of non-compliance with federal requirements. If the case-
specific “contrary to the welfare” finding required by federal law is not made, 
or is not made at the correct time, the error cannot be corrected at a later date 
to restore funding. The required finding cannot be a simple recitation of the 
language of the statute; however, if the case-specific information upon which 
the finding is based is set forth in a document in the court record (such as an 
affidavit), the finding can incorporate the document by reference without 
reiterating the facts as set forth in the document. 
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