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holds in Year Two.
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o start of services It may be that the true impact of Wraparound services take time to fully
e 23 vyouth ' materialize. Care coordination is a complex process and the youth enrolled in
 Many also receiving other case management Difference was not statistical this pilot have long-standing, complex needs. Engagement in hew services can
services provided by local congregate care significant, but may become s»:) y be difficult and take time. The continuation of this randomized control trial for
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HFW truly is having a differential and positive impact on the youth it has
engaged, as well as what other factors may relate to youth outcomes.
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