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MHAB Children’s Advisory Committee (CAC) APPROVED Meeting Minutes 
October 28, 2016 ◊ 10 a.m.-11:30 a.m.  

500 Davis St., San Leandro, CA Suite 120, Creekside Room 
 

Meeting called to order @ 10:10 a.m. by Diane Wydler   
 
MHAB Members: Diane Wydler 
Committee Members: Gail Steele, Tonya McCullom 
BHCS Staff:  Nina Hinton 
 

ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION/PLAN 

 
Introductions 

 

Introductions of attendees were made.  

 

 

 
Approval of CAC 
September 23, 2016 

 
The September 23, 2016 minutes will be carried over to the October 28, 2016 
meeting. 

 

 
Public Comments 

 
None. 
 

 

CSOC Collaborative 
Meeting 

The committee discussed the following:  
 
The November and December 2016 CAC meeting will be combined. The next 
Children’s Advisory Committee meeting will be December 9, 2016. 
 

 CANS purpose is to help clinicians to develop treatment plans. It does not just 
focus on their deficit, it focuses on their strengths and how their strengths can 
be used to assist with their challenges. The family component is an essential 
part of the treatment plan. 

 Mentioned a meeting with Quality Management on December 14, to discuss 
how treatment plans are being done.  

 Discussed how the lack of confidentiality regarding child cases in open court 
makes children more vulnerable and hurts families by limiting or removing 
their ability to have and make choices about their outcomes. 

 Discussed the need for child and family advocacy programs for families to 
have a supported voice, and that will help them navigate the court system. 

 
MHAB Member asked if CANS can be used as a predictive resource or tool in 
getting children help and resources in early stages of their need (i.e., IEPs, 
mental health, legal).  
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Committee Member acknowledged the value of using CANS as a resource for 
early detection needs, however, the challenge is that CANS is not a “check the 
box” tool. It is a process involving collaboration of many stakeholders, which 
involves understanding family dynamics and being inclusive of their input. 
 

 Indicated that when Family Care / Family Partners get involved with families, 
the focus is listening and asking what is going on. Sometimes families that are 
in crisis situations must be given time and space to navigate their personal 
situations and to come to conclusions in their due time. The need to listen and 
to be supportive of individual families’ needs is essential. 

 
Committee Member: 

 Expressed that families feel that schools need better collaboration with them. 

 Expressed how valuable the FERC program is.  

 The CAC would like the FERC administrator to attend the Children’s Advisory 
Committee about potential advocacy programs and perhaps assign someone 
to work with the CAC Committee. 

 
Committee Member: 

 Indicated that there is a high demand for FERC services with minimal staff. It 
is difficult to pull away from the range of their responsibilities. FERC is a 
resource for all family members, with a strength on working with adults. They 
don’t interact with schools much, but are willing to help navigate the school 
system related to IEPs. They have worked with school-aged children on 
occasion, but there is no presence with early childhood at this time, but that is 
being developed. 

 Discussed the COST program (Coordination of Services Team): Each school 
that have counselors, must have COST teams. COST teams review and 
discuss student academic / emotional / behavioral concerns and generate 
more interventions as needed. 

 Referred to the list of coordinators at schools passed out by the Assistant 
Director of Children’s Mental Health at the previous CAC meeting. 

 Mentioned KATIE A is supposed to serve the whole child and collaborate for 
other services. Now KATIE A attends school district meetings and it would be 
beneficial to have CAC presence there. 

 
Committee Member indicated that the advocacy program that she is envisioning 
would not be income-related and would include a child that is not in any system, 
not doing well, and the parent is trying to find out what to do. They would be 
connected to an advocate that would advocate and accompany the parent to the 
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school district to address concerns related to the child and would recommend 
resources.  

 Would like County funds to be allocated and ideally the advocacy program 
would fall under FERC. 

 
Committee Member indicated that the program that was described is a service 
already performed by FERC. 
Resources currently at some schools: 
 

 Family Partners and Family Advocates are mainly in mental health, but we will 
go with the parent, in support, concerning other issues. 

 
MHAB Member asked what to do about person’s who do not financially qualify to 
be in the mental health system. Where can they be referred? 
 
Committee Member suggested that they be referred to FERC. Additionally, 
ACCESS will guide them to other resources. 
 
Committee Members brainstormed about developing a model advocacy 
program specifically designed to be an intermediary between families and 
schools, and that would provide advocates for families with children who are not 
thriving in schools and would ideally be tied to FERC. 
 
Committee Member suggested: 

 Building and cultivating relationships with key people in the schools.  

 Talking to school districts where there is a relationship already established. 

 Suggested connecting with the Parent Café. 
 

Future Agenda Items Committee Member will meet with the FERC Administrator and will invite her to 
the December 9, 2016, Children’s Advisory Committee meeting. 

 

 

Meeting adjourned @ 11:33am 

 


