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Created in 2006 by statutory mandate, a primary function of the ANE Unit is to increase awareness, 

reporting and prosecution of abuse, neglect and exploitation of children and vulnerable adults in 

Kansas.  Staffed by a Unit Coordinator and an Office Specialist, the Unit received over 1400 reports 

during this reporting period.  These reports are in the form of findings issued by other state agencies 

and are also generated by constituent concerns.   

In order to effectively determine actions and outcomes of these reports, the Unit is dependent upon 

the assistance of other agencies to supply information.  Therefore, we thank the Kansas Department on 

Aging, Kansas Department of Health and Environment and the Kansas Department of Social and 

Rehabilitation Services for their response.  In addition, we appreciate the assistance of district and 

county attorneys and local law enforcement agencies throughout the state of Kansas for sharing 

information.  It is imperative that we continue to work together to protect Kansas citizens, and we 

recognize all of these agencies for their willingness to continue to collaborate on effective means to do 

so.  
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K.S.A. 75-723 
Chapter 75.—STATE DEPARTMENTS; PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES 

Article 7.—ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 

 75-723. Abuse, neglect and exploitation unit; confidentiality of investigations; 
reports forwarded to unit; report to legislature; rules and regulations; prohibition on 
use of funds; contracting. (a) There is hereby created in the office of the attorney general 
an abuse, neglect and exploitation of persons unit. 

 (b) Except as provided by subsection (h), the information obtained and the 
investigations conducted by the unit shall be confidential as required by state or federal law. 
Upon request of the unit, the unit shall have access to all records of reports, investigation 
documents and written reports of findings related to confirmed cases of abuse, neglect or 
exploitation of persons or cases in which there is reasonable suspicion to believe abuse, 
neglect or exploitation of persons has occurred which are received or generated by the 
department of social and rehabilitation services, department on aging or department of 
health and environment.  

(c) Except for reports alleging only self-neglect, such state agency receiving reports 
of abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons shall forward to the unit:  

(1) Within 10 days of confirmation, reports of findings concerning the confirmed 
abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons; and  

(2) Within 10 days of such denial, each report of an investigation in which such state 
agency was denied the opportunity or ability to conduct or complete a full investigation of 
abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons.  

(d) On or before the first day of the regular legislative session each year, the unit 
shall submit to the legislature a written report of the unit’s activities, investigations and 
findings for the preceding fiscal year.  

(e) The attorney general shall adopt rules and regulations as deemed appropriate for 
the administration of this section.  

(f) No state funds appropriated to support the provisions of the abuse, neglect or 
exploitation of persons unit and expended to contract with any third party shall be used by a 
third party to file any civil action against the state of Kansas or any agency of the state of 
Kansas. Nothing in this section shall prohibit the attorney general from initiating or 
participating in any civil action against any party.  

(g) The attorney general may contract with other agencies or organizations to 
provide services related to the investigation or litigation of findings related to abuse, neglect 
or exploitation of persons.  

(h) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, nothing shall prohibit the attorney 
general or the unit from distributing or utilizing only that information obtained pursuant to a 
confirmed case of abuse, neglect or exploitation or cases in which there is reasonable 
suspicion to believe abuse, neglect or exploitation has occurred pursuant to this section with 
any third party contracted with by the attorney general to carry out the provisions of this 
section.  
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For the period of July 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010, the ANE Unit received 1332 reports of substantiated or 

confirmed abuse, neglect or exploitation from Kansas Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services 

(SRS), Kansas Department on Aging (KDOA) and Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE). 

The reports consisted of 1033 from SRS Children and Family Services (CFS), 230 from SRS Adult 

Protective Services (APS), 64 from KDOA, and 5 from KDHE. 

  

SRS Children and Family Services (CFS) - Social workers investigate reports of child abuse, including physical 
injury, physical neglect, emotional injury or sexual acts inflicted upon a child. http://www.srs.ks.gov     
 
SRS Adult Protective Services (APS) - Social workers investigate reports and provide protective services to 
adults, with their consent, who reside in the community, adults residing in facilities licensed/certified by 
Social and Rehabilitation Services, and to adults residing in adult care homes and other facilities licensed by 
the Kansas Department on Aging, when the alleged perpetrator is not a resident or employee of the facility. 
APS also investigates caregivers providing services to home and community based service (HCBS) clients. 
http://www.srs.ks.gov   
 
KDOA - Investigates reports of adult abuse, neglect and exploitation occurring in adult care homes (ACH). 
Examples: nursing home facilities, assisted living facilities, boarding care. http://www.agingkansas.org  
 
KDHE - Investigates reports of adult abuse, neglect and exploitation occurring in medical facilities and non-

long term care facilities. Examples: hospitals, ambulatory surgery centers, home health agencies, hospice, 

rural health clinics, outpatient physical therapy, portable x-ray units. http://www.kdheks.gov  

CFS
77.55%

APS
17.27%

KDHE
0.38%

KDOA
4.80%

State of Kansas Substantiated Cases

ACTIVITIES, INVESTIGATIONS AND FINDINGS 

http://www.srs.ks.gov/
http://www.srs.ks.gov/
http://www.agingkansas.org/
http://www.kdheks.gov/
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In addition to the reports of confirmed or substantiated abuse, the ANE Unit also receives what have 

been classified as “other” reports.  These are reports where investigations may have been originally 

denied or hindered and are generated by contacts from law enforcement, SRS, KDOA, KDHE, 

legislators, or private citizens. The ANE Unit frequently receives complaints, concerns, or questions 

from the public. For the period of July 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010 the ANE Unit received 72 “other” 

reports. Of the 72 “other” reports, 40 were child abuse related and 32 were adult abuse related. 

Reports of confirmed or substantiated abuse combined with “other” reports reviewed accounted for a 

total of 1073 reports of child abuse and 356 reports of adult abuse for a total of 1429 cases. Reports 

can involve more than one victim and/or more than one perpetrator. Also received for review were 24 

corrective actions issued by KDHE; these do not rise to the level of a confirmed finding.  These are 

included in the total reports received of 1429. 

More than 88% of the reports received by the ANE Unit originated with either SRS Children and Family 

Services (CFS) or Adult Protective Services (APS).  Slightly more than 5% came from various “other” 

sources, more than 4% came from KDOA, and just more than 2% were from KDHE. (Figure A) 

Child ANE comprised 75% of all reports received. The remaining reports were on vulnerable adults over 

age 18. (Figure B) 

 

Figure A     Figure B 

In situations where unreported abuse is alleged, persons contacting the ANE Unit are encouraged to 

report directly to the proper investigative entity. When appropriate, referrals are made to the correct 

protection reporting center and to local law enforcement.  

Complaints and concerns are explored to determine whether a report was received by the appropriate 

agency and the investigation is progressing as expected or could be aided by intervention. 

  

SRS
88.45%

KDOA
4.48%KDHE

2.03%

Other
5.04%

State of Kansas
Total Reports Received

Adult
25%

Child
75%

State of Kansas 
Total Reports Received
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The ANE Unit regularly serves as a liaison, coordinating with local law enforcement, county and district 

attorneys, SRS, KDOA, KDHE and the general public as is possible within state and federal 

confidentiality restrictions. This exchange provides an important constituent service and oversight 

function. The process allows for considerable insight into the functioning of each partner and often 

serves to educate the public as to roles and responsibilities of each.  

The ANE Unit consistently informs citizens that information obtained as a result of inquiries on their 

behalf cannot be shared with them. The follow up completed regarding their report does provide a 

source of collateral information and an outlet for their concern. The interaction and follow up 

information obtained also serves to help assess the impact of current policies and procedures on 

victims and their families.  

Ongoing discussions are held with state agency representatives to review policies, practices and 

procedures and to discuss system improvement and staff performance.  

Progress toward establishing working relationships and developing consistent reporting to meet 

statutory requirements continues.  The ANE Unit would not be serving the citizens of Kansas should it 

simply serve as a rubber stamp for work already completed. Our inquiries reveal that there is need for 

system improvement and for the continued education and development of individuals who work within 

it. At the same time it is important to clearly state that the vast majority of cases reviewed were 

handled within an expected range of outcomes.  

The ANE Unit is dependent upon the information supplied by cooperating agencies as data is collected 

to meet the statutory requirements of this unit.  Even after its fourth year, the unit continues to 

identify and refine variables for reporting.  We strive to cultivate positive working relationships with 

community agencies and express gratitude to those who, in addition to their daily duties, take time 

out of their schedules to answer inquiries and provide information on outcomes.    We recognize each 

piece of the wheel serves a different function while maintaining a common goal: to move forward.  

Though we may identify gaps in service and a need for system improvement, it is only through 

communication and continued collaboration that we can all focus on keeping Kansas families safe.  

This report provides case examples to illustrate identified areas of concern and is not meant to be an 

all-inclusive list of every such case received during the reporting year.    
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Findings recorded for the 1033 substantiated reports of child abuse include abandonment, emotional 

abuse, lack of supervision, medical neglect, physical abuse, physical neglect, and sexual abuse. Some 

reports contained substantiations of more than one type of abuse. Sexual abuse was the most 

frequently substantiated form of abuse.  Compared to last year‟s findings, the following variances are 

noted: 

Abandonment   increased 0.03% 

Emotional Abuse   increased 3.02% 

Lack of Supervision   increased 1.13% 

Medical Neglect  decreased 1.26% 

Physical Abuse   increased 0.15% 

Physical Neglect  decreased 0.92% 

Sexual Abuse    decreased 1.67% 
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Findings recorded for the confirmed reports of adult abuse include physical abuse, exploitation, 

fiduciary abuse, and neglect. Some reports contained confirmations of more than one type of abuse. 

Nearly all the exploitation reports were related to financial exploitation. Fiduciary abuse is another 

type of financial abuse. It is distinguished by the perpetrator being a person who stands in a position 

of trust, very often someone given power of attorney. By combining both financial exploitation and 

fiduciary abuse, the most frequently confirmed type of abuse was financial abuse of vulnerable adults, 

most often seniors. Abuse findings declined 8.85% since last year, while financial abuse findings rose 

6.74% and neglect findings declined 4.26%. 
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Lack of Agency Communication 

 

 
 
 
The following are examples of investigations with which the ANE Unit became involved to affect a 
change in outcome: 
 
 
 

In numerous cases the ANE Unit obtained and facilitated delivery of information that was 

needed by SRS, KDOA, KDHE, local law enforcement, or county or district attorneys to 

assure that the case received full consideration.   

 
In support: 
 An officer with a local police department within Sedgwick County was investigating 

a case of Fiduciary Abuse confirmed by SRS.  Upon the Unit initiating inquiry 

regarding the status of a criminal investigation, the officer followed up seeking 

information about the most appropriate statutory violations.  The Unit was able to 

put the officer in touch with an investigator who routinely worked such crimes.  

Subsequently, the officer completed his investigation and the perpetrator was 

charged with Felony Mistreatment of a Dependant Adult.  

 

 An employee of an adult care facility in Johnson County was witnessed by a facility 

nurse to strike a resident in the abdomen with his fist.  Though the facility failed to 

report the incident to law enforcement, KDOA did so upon issuing their finding.  

However, when the Unit contacted local law enforcement to confirm receipt of this 

information and the status of a criminal investigation, none was found.  The Unit 

was able to facilitate further exchange of information between agencies that 

resulted in law enforcement completing an investigation and the perpetrator being 

charged with Battery.  

 

 SRS issued a finding confirming fiduciary abuse of an adult residing in a care center 

in Butler County.  Upon follow up with the local law enforcement agency regarding 

the status of a criminal investigation, they could not find a report on file nor locate 

a record of receiving the agency‟s ES-1019, Notification to Law Enforcement.  The 

Unit was subsequently put in touch with a detective and facilitated further 

exchange of information between agencies.  The local law enforcement agency 

investigated, determined criminal jurisdiction lay out-of-state and referred 

information to that jurisdiction.  

 

 SRS issued a finding substantiating the sexual abuse of a child by two perpetrators.  

The incident occurred over one year prior to the finding being issued and one 

perpetrator was charged and convicted.  There was no record of criminal charges  
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filed against the second perpetrator.  Upon inquiry by the Unit, SRS reported that 

though they had forwarded additional compelling evidence to the County Attorney, 

they had not shared such with law enforcement.  At that time, they indicated they 

would do so.  When the Unit later followed up with law enforcement on the status 

of their investigation, it was determined to have stalled with no further action after 

the victim was relocated by the child placing agency contracted to monitor her 

foster care case while in SRS custody.  As such, her whereabouts were unknown 

and she was not interviewed by the detective.  The Unit facilitated further 

communication between the agencies.  As of the writing of this report, the victim‟s 

location was provided to law enforcement, who planned to conduct an immediate 

interview and forward case information to the County Attorney for charging.  Due 

to the pending nature of this matter, the Unit has chosen to withhold county 

identification. 

 

 In Neosho County, a step-mother was being investigated for physical abuse.  

During the investigation, the worker went to the home to conduct further 

interviews and was told by an unidentified Hispanic male that the father had 

moved with the children to another city within the state.  There was no effort to 

verify a location for the family in that city to determine child safety, and no 

verification that the step-parent was no longer in the home.  No report was made 

to law enforcement to either investigate this incident or complete a welfare check 

in the other city.  The finding was not forwarded to the County Attorney for 

review.  Upon inquiry by the Unit, SRS followed up and indicated that they had 

learned the couple had reconciled and their case remained open for assessment 

and services.  They further reported that they had since forwarded information to 

law enforcement and the County Attorney. 

 

Abuse reports to state agencies where a crime had occurred or appeared to have occurred 

were not originally forwarded to law enforcement to determine whether criminal 

investigation was warranted. ANE Unit involvement ultimately resulted in further criminal 

investigation and charges in some cases. 

 
In support: 
 An Ottawa County Long Term Care Unit employee was witnessed by multiple staff 

to physically and emotionally abuse more than one resident and created a climate 

of fear.  Though the facility completed an internal investigation and terminated the  

Failure of Facilities or State Agencies to Report to Law Enforcement 
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employee, they did not make a report to law enforcement.  Upon completion of 

investigation by KDOA and issuance of finding placing the perpetrator on the Nurse 

Aide Registry, KDOA also did not provide information to law enforcement.  When 

the Unit brought this to the attention of KDOA, the agency immediately acted and 

forwarded information to the local law enforcement agency in that jurisdiction.  

This case is further referenced on page 21. 

 In Shawnee County, a one-year-old child was reported to be a victim of medical 

neglect by his mother.  The child was only seen by the social worker once at the 

outset of the investigation in July.    He was not seen by his doctor until the 

following January, when Failure to Thrive was still an identified concern.   The 

family was reported to have informed the doctor of intent to move to Texas and 

subsequently did so prior to the completion of the investigation.  The whereabouts 

and well-being of the child were unknown.    Though SRS provided information to 

Texas Child Protective Services in the event the perpetrator applied for aid in that 

state, no information was supplied to local law enforcement in an attempt to verify 

the safety of the child.  The Unit was able to share information available in SRS 

records regarding the family‟s possible location with the Texas Attorney General‟s 

Office.  As a result, the family was located and the child‟s well-being verified. This 

case is further referenced on page 25. 

 

 In Wyandotte County, SRS issued a finding of physical abuse of a child by a parent.  

Though the child‟s injuries were photographed, the abuse was not reported to law 

enforcement.  Upon inquiry by the Unit, the worker recognized the oversight and 

immediately made a report.  However, this report contains no mention of 

photographic evidence of injury being obtained or provided by SRS.  The Unit 

continues to monitor law enforcement actions in this case.  

 
 

Abuse reports provided to SRS were not further provided to KDHE as required by statute. 

ANE Unit involvement ultimately resulted in licensure action in some instances.  

 
In support: 
 SRS issued a finding substantiating sexual abuse of a foster child by the foster 

parent‟s biological son.  They did not notify KDHE, who licenses foster homes, of 

their finding.  Upon the Unit contacting KDHE, they confirmed they were unaware 

of the finding.  KDHE reported the foster home closed subsequent to the finding  

 

Failure to Inform KDHE 



  

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
 July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010  

 
 

12 

 

 

 

and they would make a note in their files to pursue their own investigation if the 

family reapplied for licensing.  

 

 Previous SRS practice has been only to notify KDHE of reports if the perpetrators 

were the licensed foster parents.  After discussion with KDHE staff, further 

communication between KDHE and SRS resulted in a change in SRS policy effective  

January 2010.  SRS now agrees to notify KDHE of all reports of abuse occurring 

within licensed foster homes, regardless of who is the perpetrator.  

 
 
 

In calls received from the public where no previous report had been made, ANE Unit  

involvement provided the means to generate an intake to the SRS Protection Reporting Center  

or to KDOA and follow up was completed by the ANE Unit to determine the resolution of the  

report.  The Unit was also able to provide referrals to community resources where appropriate. 

 

 

 

 

 

  

It is important to state that although significant hours are spent by the 
ANE Unit reviewing and confirming actions on substantiated cases, a 
large number of the cases seem to have been reported, assessed and 
investigated as would be expected.   We do not wish to minimize the 
efforts undertaken by involved agencies to do what is necessary to 
protect children and vulnerable adults in Kansas. 

 

Additionally… 
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While the bulk of reports come into the ANE Unit from substantiated or confirmed findings reported by 

the investigating agency, those situations where a finding has not been made or where the case may 

still need further investigation create the bulk of the work. Original findings are recorded and cases are 

tracked for outcomes. Disposition information is primarily obtained through direct contact with the 

agencies, prosecutors‟ offices and through online court information. 
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The ANE Unit continues to have the following concerns indicated in last year‟s annual report which 

remain unaddressed: 

 

Of great concern is the safety of citizens who are dependent on others for their care.  The ANE Unit has 

heard from constituents who worry about the well-being of their family members when they are 

dependent on others to meet their daily needs. 

Though those who hold professional licenses may face disciplinary action and loss of license for any act 

of abuse, neglect or exploitation confirmed by agencies like SRS and KDOA, criminal prosecution may 

be hampered regarding a vulnerable adult and their ability to give consent. 

 Recommendation:  The ANE Unit encourages legislation that would legally prohibit caregivers 

from engaging in sexual relations with their patients/clients, regardless of that person‟s ability 

to give consent. 

 

During the last reporting period, the ANE Unit identified inconsistency in the written materials utilized 

by the Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services to define the terms “substantiated” and 

“unsubstantiated” with regard to their findings.   

The SRS Policy and Procedure Manual section 2500 defined “unsubstantiated” as “the facts or 

circumstances do not provide clear and convincing evidence to meet the KSA and KAR definition of 

abuse or neglect; or there is clear and convincing evidence that abuse or neglect did occur based on the KSA 

and KAR definitions, but there is not clear and convincing evidence to conclude that the perpetrator should not be 

permitted to reside, work or regularly volunteer in a child care facility.”  Though this definition is contained 

in a brochure provided to families at the outset of an investigation, the definition attached to the 

Notice of Department Finding only stated a finding was unsubstantiated if there was “evidence that the 

maltreatment did not occur or (2) there is not enough evidence (using the standard clear and 

convincing) that a reasonable person would conclude that it did occur.”  Though the Unit began seeing 

the PPM Manual definition on the Notice of Department Finding in January of 2010, use is inconsistent 

and the old definition continues to appear on forms used as recently as December 2010.   

 

CONCERNS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Relations Between Caregivers and Their Patients 

Cases Substantiated by SRS For Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation 
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The terms themselves are often misconstrued by families and those who work within the system.  By 

their very nature (and according to Webster‟s Dictionary) „substantiate‟ means to “establish or 

strengthen as with new evidence or facts” whereas „unsubstantiate‟ means “unsupported by other 

evidence.”  Therefore, it is generally accepted when SRS unsubstantiates an allegation, they have 

determined it didn‟t happen or is not supported by evidence.  When to the contrary, SRS may find that 

a perpetrator DID commit an act of abuse or neglect towards a child, but they are NOT determined to 

be inappropriate to reside, work or regularly volunteer in a child care facility.  The Unit has continued 

to encounter surprise among law enforcement, attorneys and even social workers outside of SRS when 

presenting this information in training.   

 Recommendation:  The Unit recommends using the term “unsubstantiated” as “evidence that 

maltreatment did not occur or there is not enough evidence (using the standard clear and 

convincing) that a reasonable person would conclude that it did occur.”  Another term should 

be used when “there is clear and convincing evidence that abuse or neglect did occur based on 

the KSA and KAR definitions, but there is not clear and convincing evidence to conclude that 

the perpetrator should not be permitted to reside, work or regularly volunteer in a child care 

facility.” 

 

The Unit identified this as a concern during the last reporting period and continues to see it as an 

obstacle in fully addressing the abuse of children and vulnerable adults and holding perpetrators 

accountable. 

As we have previously recognized, we believe the social service agencies responsible for investigating 

claims of abuse, neglect and exploitation provide a valuable service in protecting the safety and well-

being of those who are targeted.  However, the civil remedies available to these agencies in the form of 

license suspensions and revocations, arranging guardianships and removing children, among other 

things, is only one cog in the wheel of keeping citizens safe and stopping abuse.  By failing to report 

potential crimes to law enforcement, the criminal justice system is prevented from conducting its own 

investigation.  Further, failing to report to law enforcement can actually aid perpetrators in keeping 

their abuse secret.  While criminal convictions are a matter of public record, placement on civil 

registries is not. 

In support: 
 In Neosho County, two foster children reported their foster father would use handcuffs on 

them and sometimes cuff them to a bed.  Two other foster children in the home, as well as 

three biological children corroborated this statement.  Allegations of physical abuse were 

unsubstantiated due to a lack of visible marks or bruises on the children and the foster  

Findings Not Reported to Law Enforcement 
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parents were substantiated for lack of supervision and emotional abuse.  No report was 

made to law enforcement by SRS.  Later another finding was issued regarding yet another 

child in the home who reported being handcuffed and having her hands duct taped behind 

her.  KDHE did receive notice of these findings and the home was closed.   This finding was 

later reversed on appeal.  It is questionable if this reversal would have occurred had this 

case been investigated by a law enforcement agency. 

 

 In Geary County, a worker observed injuries to a child‟s face and photographed them as 

documentation.  The perpetrator admitted striking her child causing injury but didn‟t 

consider it abuse.  No report was made to law enforcement by SRS.  

 

 In Johnson County, a worker observed a child with fingernail marks and multiple bruises.  

He reported being hit multiple times with a utensil causing it to break.  Despite the parents 

having a history of similar behavior with another child in 2008 and their insistence their 

actions were not excessive or unreasonable, stating physical pain was the only way to get 

through to him, no police report was made by SRS.  

 

 In Johnson County, a child reported being strangled by her father.  There was indication 
that at least three witnesses saw her with marks or bruises on her neck after it occurred.  
Only one was interviewed by SRS and no report was made to law enforcement.    

 
 In Johnson County, a child was struck in the mouth by his step-father, who admitted his 

actions.  The worker observed bruising, swelling and dried blood on the child‟s lip.  

Despite the parents minimizing their actions and his mother‟s continued statement about 

wanting “to beat the crap out of” another child, no report was made to law enforcement. 

Six months later the unit received a subsequent finding of physical abuse of the same child 

and emotional abuse of two others.  This second incident appears to have been 

investigated after the children reported the incident to police in Walmart. 

 

 In Johnson County, a father was substantiated for physical and emotional abuse.  He 

admitted kicking his son and told the worker he “probably” left bruises.  There were 

previous investigations for physical abuse and the father admitted throwing his kids to the 

floor and leaving marks and bruises on them in the past.  His daughter represented 

concerns about sexual abuse and was afraid to be alone with her father.  There was no 

indication of a recommendation for services or CINC, but noted a “hope” that the judge 

ruling in a divorce would follow recommendations to restrict contact between the children 

and their father.  No police report was made.  
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 In Finney County, a father was substantiated for physical abuse after family members 

verified the child was slapped and was bleeding as a result.  The family reported a previous 

incident where the child was kicked and strangled leaving marks on the face, arm and neck.  

Despite the history indicated, SRS reported no police report was made because the 

incidents occurred in the past and they felt there were no immediate safety concerns.   

 

 In Shawnee County, a physical abuse finding was issued after the children reported being 

duct taped to chairs and having their mouths taped shut.  This was corroborated by an 

adult family member in the home who claimed an inability to intervene on behalf of the 

children.  The parents minimized their actions and no police report was made.  In 

information sent to the Unit, the worker noted “no law enforcement involvement needed.”   

 

 In Jackson County, a child was hospitalized for ingestion of prescription medication and 

the parent was substantiated for lack of supervision.  It was the second such incident in six 

months, yet no police report was made for investigation of child endangerment or any 

other applicable offense.  

 

 In Miami County, a mother was substantiated for physical abuse after she pushed or 

dropped her child while intoxicated.  The worker observed the child with a large bump on 

the back of her head the following day and the child reported the mother had also put a 

pillow over a toddler sibling‟s mouth to keep him quiet.  No police report was made, the 

children were not removed from the home.  One week later, the mother was arrested for 

DUI and Child Endangerment after she was alleged to have been driving drunk with her 

children in the car.  

 

 In Reno County, a daycare center office administrator was reported by other staff to have 

forced food into the mouth of a child and then held her hand over his mouth causing him 

to vomit.  It was reported she spanked the child and then told him to clean up his mess.  

This was not reported to law enforcement until the Unit inquired, prompting review by a 

supervisor.  However, upon Unit follow up with law enforcement, it was determined that 

the assigned detective had taken no action because SRS had previously forwarded their 

finding to the County Attorney. The Unit continues to inquire regarding actions in this 

matter.   

 

 In Johnson County, a father was substantiated for physical abuse after it was determined he 

hit the child on the bottom with an object, picked her up and then pushed her across the 

floor.  She was observed to have bruises on her knees, her ankle and above her bottom on 

her back.  Grandparents were present and supported the actions of the father, who had  
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multiple previous unsubstantiated cases where he was listed as a perpetrator.  No police 

report was made.   

These cases have continued to be staffed with SRS.  The Department believes they are fulfilling their 

statutory requirement to report to law enforcement by notifying the “chief law enforcement officer” in 

their jurisdiction:  the district/county attorney.   

It remains a concern that while some child cases may be forwarded to the juvenile Child in Need of 

Care divisions within the district/county attorney‟s office, if these cases have not been reported to a 

law enforcement agency for criminal investigation, they may not be screened for criminal charges.  

Further, though some juvenile CINC divisions within the county/district attorney‟s offices may refer 

appropriate cases to their criminal division for charging, not all offices have an internal practice for this 

as a matter of routine.  Additionally, critical evidence of the incident could be lost by the time the case 

is reviewed by the district/county attorney‟s office and referred back to a law enforcement agency. 

The ANE Unit believes it is more in keeping with the criminal justice process for those reports to be 

made to the appropriate local police departments or county sheriffs in addition to forwarding to the 

county attorney. 

Similar concerns exist when nursing home administrators fail to report potential crimes to law 

enforcement agencies.  The Unit identified multiple such cases, including one in Dickinson County 

where the administrator fulfilled her statutory obligation to make the report, but refused to provide 

law enforcement with the names of employees who could corroborate the allegation of Theft and 

perhaps offer testimony to the offense.  As a result, law enforcement could take no action.  In another 

case in Shawnee County, the administrator made her own determination as to what constituted a crime 

by failing to report an incident to law enforcement where a staff person grabbed a resident by her 

wrists and pushed her down a hall to her room.  The resident was later found to have bruises on her 

wrists.  The incident was witnessed by multiple staff, but the administrator said she didn‟t think it was 

a crime and that the resident bruised easily.  Therefore, the facility did not report to law enforcement.   

Administrators do make reports to the Kansas Department on Aging which may take action with regard 

to licensure if their investigations result in a finding of abuse, neglect or exploitation.  Though KDOA 

will report to law enforcement at the time of intake if a crime is apparent, there seems to be no 

process for making those reports at a later date if additional information comes to light.   

 Recommendation:  The Unit recommends dual reporting by constituents and by all mandated 

reporters both to the appropriate state agencies and to local law enforcement when there is a 

belief a crime may have occurred. 

 

 













Mandated reporters 
may feel they’ve fulfilled 
their obligation by reporting 
to the appropriate agency 
with the authority to issue 
findings.  Often, there is an 
assumption that all criminal assumption that all criminal 
activity will be reported to  
the law enforcement agency 
with jurisdiction to investigate 
and forward complaints for 
criminal charging.  The ANE 
Unit sees many cases where 
the opportunity for criminal the opportunity for criminal 
prosecution is missed.  In 
order to fill this gap, the unit 
recommends dual reporting 
of potential crimes by mandated 
reporters and the public not only 
to SRS, KDOA and KDHE, but 
also to local law enforcement also to local law enforcement 
authorities. Further, those 
agencies should also report all
potential crimes to law 
enforcement authorities in a 
timely manner.
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The Unit has identified a significant opportunity for cases to “fall through the cracks” when cases 

involving abuse of vulnerable adults are referred to law enforcement.  For SRS and KDOA, this referral 

process involves sending written notice to a law enforcement agency.  However, for the most part, 

there is no follow up to these documents to verify they were even received, let alone acted upon. 

Adult Protective Services is mandated to report possible criminal acts to law enforcement.   APS 

workers complete an ES-1019, Notification to Law Enforcement.  This may be sent to law enforcement 

at the outset of an APS investigation and again upon completion to inform of a finding.  This form may 

include a lengthy summary, with supporting documentation attached, or more often contain only a few 

sentences with instructions for law enforcement to contact the worker for additional information.  

These may be faxed to a contact point within a law enforcement agency and though some workers may 

be excellent at following up with law enforcement about documenting a report, others feel a fax 

containing minimal information fulfills their reporting requirements according to policy. 

During tracking of these cases, the Unit has great difficulty first in verifying whether the law 

enforcement agency has even received a 1019 and supporting information and then in determining 

what actions have been taken.  Often we are receiving the information after some significant time has 

passed which adds to the difficulty if there is not a documented report on file.  The Unit has requested 

the format by which the various regions or counties submit 1019‟s to their local law enforcement 

agency in effort to make this process easier.  SRS has maintained the process varies within the regions 

and may be submitted in any manner, including by fax, by mail or by email.   The Unit has also not been 

able to determine a consistent contact point within law enforcement agencies to receive such 

information.  They may be sent to the attention of individuals or divisions within the departments.  

Further, because workers do not always follow up with law enforcement to ensure the information is 

received, it can often cause information to be lost in transition and hinder efforts at addressing abuse. 

In support: 
 In Elk County, the Unit had multiple contacts with the Sheriff‟s Department in regard to 

more than one case of adult ANE.  The Sheriff was not able to find any record of receiving 

information on these cases and even confirmed with the local police department.  Multiple 

requests were sent by the Unit for SRS to resubmit information to the Sheriff‟s Department 

before we were able to verify it was received. 

 

 In Labette County, the local police department had no record of receiving a 1019.  The Unit 

contacted SRS and requested the material be resubmitted. The Unit continues to track 

further actions/outcomes.  

 

Referral Process for Findings That Are Referred to Law Enforcement In Adult Cases 
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 In Sumner County, a local police department had no record of receiving a 1019.  The Unit 

has requested SRS provide information on when, to whom and how the information was 

submitted. This continues to be investigated by the Unit in order to get the appropriate 

information to law enforcement.  

 

 In Crawford County, APS confirmed exploitation of multiple residents of a group home who 

were victims of Theft by a staff person.  Though 1019‟s were reportedly sent to law 

enforcement, SRS indicated no police report was taken on the incident.  When the Unit 

followed up with the local police department, we were informed that an officer is called in 

to respond whenever a 1019 is received and that even if there is no investigation, there is 

record of the call.  We were informed no record could be located for this incident 

searching their database by address, facility name or perpetrator‟s name.  

 

 In Crawford County, a staff person at a facility was confirmed for hitting a resident and 

pulling her hair.  No police report was made and SRS sent a 1019 at the conclusion of their 

investigation.  Unit follow up with local law enforcement could not find any record of a 

report being documented or a 1019 received.   

The ANE Unit has spoken to members of law enforcement who express frustration when they are not 

involved at the outset of an investigation.  Being notified after APS has completed its own investigation 

hampers the ability of law enforcement to conduct a criminal investigation when witnesses have had 

the time to “get their stories straight.”  Further, law enforcement is not always provided adequate 

information to initiate a criminal investigation. 

There has been similar difficulty tracking actions on cases referred by KDOA.  However, in those cases, 

there is consistency in that all of their referrals are directed to the attention of the Sheriff or Chief of 

Police in the jurisdiction.  

In support: 
 In the case of ANE at an Ottawa County Long Term Care Unit (referenced earlier in the 

report) the Unit has attempted to track actions by the local law enforcement agency. After 

inquiry by the Unit, KDOA reported forwarding information to the police department.  An 

officer there has indicated he has been unable to locate a report or any record of receiving 

such information.    
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 Recommendation:  The Unit recommends all state agencies providing information to local law 

enforcement agencies follow up these referrals in a timely fashion to ensure the information is 

received.  Further, local law enforcement agencies should develop internal policies so that staff  

who might receive such notification recognize the purpose and nature of the forms and routes 

them appropriately for investigation. 

In addition, though SRS has maintained its workers are not law enforcement and are not equipped to 

conduct a criminal investigation, cases have been found where they sent the information on their 

investigation, but informed law enforcement that they do not need to take action.   

In support: 
 In Cowley County, a detective followed up on a 1019 received and was told by an APS 

worker that no criminal charges would be necessary as APS had taken care of things and 
the funds were repaid.  
 

 In Sedgwick County, an APS worker contacted a local police department and told an officer 

she needed a “case number so she could present the case to the Attorney General.”  The 

officer told the worker she would need to complete a statement first.  The officer faxed a 

statement to the worker and then followed up with phone calls when the statement wasn‟t 

received.  At that time, he was told the victim had relocated out of state.  Despite it being 

indicated a Battery had taken place, officers were not notified at the outset of the APS 

investigation, when the victim could have been contacted and interviewed by law 

enforcement.   

 

 In Sedgwick, County, the Unit followed up on a case where APS provided a copy of a 1019 

and a police report number.  When the Unit requested a copy of that police report, it 

indicated only that the officer was contacted by the worker to issue a case number so it 

could be provided to the District Attorney.  The report reflected no investigation was 

completed.  In the narrative, the officer noted he “has no idea what SRS does with this 

information” Paperwork provided to the Unit by SRS indicated they did NOT forward their 

finding to the District Attorney and this was confirmed upon inquiry.  

 

 In Harvey County, APS issued a finding of neglect based on a husband and caregiver taking 

his wife out of a facility against medical advice.  Information received from SRS indicated 

the perpetrator yelled at, cursed and threatened staff.  SRS indicated the victim, who has 

dementia, “expressed fear of him and that she did not want to go with him.”  The 

perpetrator reportedly stated he was going to discard her medication, didn‟t seem to have 

filled all prescriptions and refused home health services.  SRS indicated this was the fourth 

finding issued against this perpetrator and they did not send him a notice of finding for  



  

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
 July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010  

 
 

23 

 

 

 

 

fear of the victim‟s safety.  However, when they notified law enforcement, SRS reported 

they “didn‟t need to do anything at this time.”  

 

 In Shawnee County, where there was indication of physical injury to a child, the worker 

provided information to law enforcement but the documented report indicated the officer  

asked the worker if she needed any further assistance, to which she responded that “she 

would not request any criminal investigation be conducted at this time.”  

 

 In Harvey County, a patient at a hospital was suffering from dementia and became agitated.  

Her husband was observed by staff to raise his fist to her.  When told by staff his behavior 

was unacceptable, he reportedly indicated that it was okay and that it frightened her.  

Before staff could act further, he was witnessed to strike his wife in the stomach.  Staff 

monitored his visits and APS recommended he attend a support group for caregivers.  A 

1019 was sent to law enforcement with a cover sheet attached that indicated “APS does 

not see any need (for) law enforcement response. This report is being sent for information 

purposes only.”  

 

 Recommendation:  In such cases, the Unit would recommend that law enforcement agencies 

act on the information provided and make their own determination as to whether the case 

merits criminal investigation and would meet criminal statutory violations. 

The ANE Unit does not believe that ALL cases resulting in findings of abuse, neglect or exploitation will 

rise to the level of a crime.  Even if the cases meet criteria set forth in a criminal statute, there may be 

extenuating circumstances that may justifiably cause a prosecutor not to charge a criminal offense.  

However, law enforcement agencies should be allowed to make that determination.  They, and 

subsequently, the county/district attorney cannot act with regard to criminal penalties if the 

information is not presented to them in a timely fashion. 

 

Exchange of information with SRS continues to provide some challenges in many areas.  Internal policy 

has continued to direct workers NOT to respond directly to Unit inquiries, but rather to provide 

information to supervisors and/or program administrators in the regions.  The time it takes for 

responses to be funneled through multiple staff has in many cases significantly increased the time it 

takes for information to be shared with the Unit.  In some cases, it has also resulted in the Unit having 

to make repeated inquiries to SRS staff when responses haven‟t been received at all.  The delay in 

receiving sufficient information to determine further Unit action extends the amount of time required 

by the Unit to subsequently follow up with other agencies and can result in cases being open longer.   

Communications with SRS 



  

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
 July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010  

 
 

24 

 

 

 

Information the Unit commonly has to request includes: 

 Confirmation of the safety and custody/placement of the child or vulnerable adult. 

 In lieu of any indication of court action, whether services were recommended or accessed. 

 Cover sheets designed to provide basic information are often incomplete.  Further, they 

may indicate a lack of law enforcement involvement where there is indication of such in a 

narrative.  This requires further follow up and inquiry by the Unit for confirmation or 

clarity. 

 Narratives establishing a basis for finding may reference additional incidents with no 

action, status, or outcome of those incidents noted.  Inquiring further in these instances 

has revealed earlier findings that should have been received by the Unit, but were not 

found in our records. 

We do appreciate those workers and region supervisors who are eager to provide prompt and accurate 

information.  The Unit continues to meet quarterly with SRS to discuss ongoing concerns.   

 

The Unit reviewed two cases in close proximity where children were abused while the family was 

housed at homeless shelters.  One occurred in Miami County and the other in Shawnee County.    Had 

shelter staff been mandated to report perhaps earlier intervention could have occurred.  The Unit 

recommends all agencies receiving state funds and providing shelter services be mandated reporters. 

 

 

The Unit identified multiple cases where during the course of an investigation, the family relocated to 

another state.  As a result, the Unit identified gaps in service that cause continued concern for the 

safety of victims in these cases. 

 

In support: 
 In Cherokee County, SRS investigated a case of physical abuse of siblings by their father 

and his girlfriend that each occurred on separate dates.  A law enforcement officer initially 

responded to the complaint regarding the second incident.  He noted the child appeared to 

have marks consistent with a spanking and photographed her injuries.  Another child in the 

home reported witnessing the abuse on both occasions.  Though the children were placed 

in police protective custody at the time, after consulting with the County Attorney, SRS 

records indicate the officer returned the children to their father pending a court hearing 

provided his girlfriend is out of the home.  By the time SRS received the report three days 

later and attempted to interview the children, the father had moved them to Missouri.  The  

Shelters and Mandated Reporting 

Fleeing the State to Avoid Action 
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father refused all services and denied SRS access to the children. 

 

The Unit is concerned that the father was allowed to remove the children from the 

jurisdiction during a CINC proceeding, thereby denying SRS the opportunity to interview 

the children, conduct assessments and provide the best information to the court.  Further, 

though noting physical injury, it seems the officer documented a report for Child In Need 

of Care only and did not conduct a criminal investigation.  Finally, the CINC case was 

handled by a Special Prosecutor because of a conflict due to an alleged perpetrator‟s 

association with county attorney staff.  While we commend the office for recognizing and 

addressing a potential conflict, it appears no one ever reviewed this matter for criminal 

charging against either perpetrator.  When contacted by the Unit, the special prosecutor 

noted in hindsight perhaps that should have been considered, however she was only 

contracted to handle the Child in Need of Care matter. 

 

 In Montgomery County, a mother was confirmed as a perpetrator of medical neglect of her 

child.  In their finding, SRS reported the mother moved out of state and as such, SRS was 

“unsure of her status and if her needs are being met.”  Upon inquiry by the Unit, SRS 

further reported that the mother had returned to the jurisdiction and indicated she left her 

child in the care of her mother in Atlanta, Georgia.    When the Unit further inquired 

whether the safety of the child had been determined in that jurisdiction, SRS only reported 

that a finding letter had been sent to the grandmother and it was not returned.  SRS later 

indicated that they did “not believe it was necessary for the safety to be determined” in  

Georgia.   

 

 An additional example of this concern is the Shawnee County case referenced fully earlier 

in the report.  A mother being investigated for medical neglect of a one-year-old child left 

the state in the middle of the investigation and went to Texas.  Though SRS provided 

information to Texas Child Protective Services in the event the perpetrator applied for aid 

in Texas, no information was supplied to local law enforcement in an attempt to verify the  

safety of the child.  The Unit was able to provide information to the Texas Attorney General 

and request law enforcement assistance in verifying the safety of the child.  

 

 Recommendation:  When SRS has possible information on the location of a child who is the 

subject of a current investigation, and that child has been moved to another jurisdiction, the 

Unit recommends policy be developed requiring workers to file a report with child protection 

authorities and law enforcement in that  jurisdiction. 
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In conclusion, the Unit recognizes each agency within the system serves a different function and yet a 

common goal: the protection and safety of children and vulnerable adults.  In a time of reduced 

manpower and increased caseloads, this is often difficult to accomplish to its fullest extent.   

The one factor that is a common thread through all areas of concern is the need for clear 

communication.  This includes not only providing information to other agencies, but following up to 

assure that information is received by the person or agency that is best suited to effectively address the 

abuse, neglect or exploitation.  Social workers, service providers, law enforcement officers and 

district/county attorney staff often give their best individual efforts.  While the various agencies work 

well together for the most part, there is considerable opportunity for cases and therefore people, to 

get lost while moving through the system.  If one link in the chain doesn‟t connect to the next, the 

systemic response falls apart.  While fulfilling our own function, we must recognize the opportunity for 

another agency to contribute to the common goal and trust in their ability to do so. 
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33 — 33 0.03% Douglas 114,748 — 7 4 — 7 5 11 —

20 — 20 0.08% Franklin 26,562 — 2 2 — 6 3 7 —

138 4 142 0.00% Johnson 534,093 — 26 30 5 43 4 41 4

19 — 19 0.03% Leavenworth 74,276 — 3 2 — 5 3 7 —

25 — 25 0.08% Miami 30,989 — 2 11 — 7 1 7 —

88 1 89 0.06% Wyandotte 154,287 1 9 8 3 23 7 42 1

323 5 328 0.04% KC Metro 934,955 1 49 57 8 91 23 115 5

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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14 — 14 0.08% Atchison 16,481 — 1 2 — 3 3 6 —

7 — 7 0.07% Brown 10,009 — — 1 — 3 — 3 —

2 — 2 0.02% Clay 8,859 — — — — — — 2 —

3 — 3 0.03% Cloud 9,453 — — — — — — 3 —

4 — 4 0.02% Dickinson 19,328 — — — — 1 — 3 —

1 — 1 0.01% Doniphan 7,753 — — — — — — 1 —

— — 0 0.00% Ellsworth 6,250 — — — — — — — —

22 — 22 0.07% Geary 31,171 — 2 4 — 8 2 7 —

13 — 13 0.10% Jackson 13,240 — — 4 — 1 0 10 —

9 — 9 0.05% Jefferson 18,421 — — 2 — 2 4 2 —

— 1 1 0.03% Jewell 3,142 — — — — — — — 1

— — 0 0.00% Lincoln 3,261 — — — — — — — —

— — 0 0.00% Marshall 10,178 — — — — — — — —

3 — 3 0.05% Mitchell 6,292 — — 2 — — — 1 —

3 — 3 0.03% Nemaha 10,112 — — — — 2 — 1 —

6 — 6 0.04% Osage 16,327 — 2 1 — — — 3 —

— — 0 0.00% Ottawa 6,026 — — — — — — — —

8 — 8 0.04% Pottawatomie 19,695 — 1 3 — 1 1 4 —

2 — 2 0.04% Republic 4,812 — 1 — — — — 2 —

4 1 5 0.01% Riley 71,069 — — 1 — 1 — 2 1

14 2 16 0.03% Saline 54,657 — 1 1 1 4 1 7 2

131 3 134 0.08% Shawnee 174,709 4 14 33 4 36 8 48 3

2 2 4 0.06% Wabaunsee 6,922 — — 1 — — 1 — 2

1 — 1 0.02% Washington 5,791 — — — — 1 — — —

249 9 258 0.05% Northeast 533,958 4 22 55 5 63 20 105 9

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 
 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING



 

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010 

910 

CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2009 – JUNE 30, 2010 
SOUTH CENTRAL 

 

App. 1-3 
 

 

 

S
R

S
 -

 A
P

S

O
th

e
r 

(n
o

t 
c
o

n
fi

rm
e
d

)

R
e
g

io
n

 T
o

ta
l 
C

a
s
e
s

P
e
rc

e
n

t 
b

y
 P

o
p

u
la

ti
o

n

County

2008 

Population 

Estimate A
b

a
n

d
o

n
m

e
n

t

E
m

o
ti

o
n

a
l 
A

b
u

s
e

L
a
c
k
 o

f 
S

u
p

e
rv

is
io

n

M
e
d

ic
a
l 
N

e
g

le
c
t 

P
h

y
s
ic

a
l 
A

b
u

s
e

P
h

y
s
ic

a
l 
N

e
g

le
c
t

S
e
x
u

a
l 
A

b
u

s
e

N
O

N
E

 

5 — 5 0.01% Butler 63,562 — — — — 1 3 1 —

— — 0 0.00% Chase 2,804 — — — — — — — —

4 — 4 0.11% Chautauqua 3,768 — — — — — 3 1 —

6 — 6 0.07% Coffey 8,409 — 2 — — 2 — 3 —

13 — 13 0.04% Cowley 34,065 — — 2 — 4 4 3 —

1 — 1 0.03% Elk 3,047 — — — — — — 1 —

3 — 3 0.04% Greenwood 6,861 — — — — — 1 2 —

1 — 1 0.02% Harper 5,857 — — — — — — 1 —

6 1 7 0.02% Harvey 33,675 — — 1 — 3 1 2 1

2 1 3 0.04% Kingman 7,719 — — — — — — 2 1

6 1 7 0.02% Lyon 35,562 — — — — 1 1 4 1

— 1 1 0.01% Marion 12,100 — — — — — — — 1

1 — 1 0.00% McPherson 29,044 — — — — — 1 — —

1 — 1 0.02% Morris 6,037 — — — — 1 — — —

20 1 21 0.03% Reno 63,427 — — 5 1 4 4 7 1

3 — 3 0.03% Rice 10,060 — — — — — — 3 —

8 2 10 0.04% Sumner 23,616 — — 1 1 2 3 2 2

80 7 87 0.02% South Central 349,613 0 2 9 2 18 21 32 7

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 
 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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21 1 22 0.17% Allen 13,319 — 5 7 2 3 7 3 1

1 — 1 0.01% Anderson 7,984 — — — — — — 1 —

5 1 6 0.04% Bourbon 14,851 — 1 3 — — — 1 1

18 2 20 0.09% Cherokee 21,082 — 3 3 1 6 3 7 2

30 — 30 0.08% Crawford 38,868 — 1 9 1 6 5 12 —

15 1 16 0.07% Labette 21,871 — 3 4 — 3 1 6 1

3 — 3 0.03% Linn 9,616 — — 2 — 1 — 2 —

24 2 26 0.08% Montgomery 34,395 — 1 4 2 6 7 7 2

16 — 16 0.10% Neosho 16,223 — 5 4 1 3 3 3 —

5 — 5 0.05% Wilson 9,698 — 2 1 — — 2 1 —

2 — 2 0.06% Woodson 3,285 — 1 — — 1 — 1 —

140 7 147 0.08% Southeast 191,192 0 22 37 7 29 28 44 7

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 
 and confirmed.
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1 — 1 0.02% Barber 4,674 — — — — 1 — — —

13 — 13 0.05% Barton 27,703 — — 3 — 6 2 4 —

— — 0 0.00% Cheyenne 2,742 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.05% Clark 2,108 — — — — 1 — — —

1 — 1 0.05% Comanche 1,950 — — — — 1 — — —

— — 0 0.00% Decatur 2,912 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.03% Edwards 3,082 — — — — — — 1 —

5 1 6 0.02% Ellis 27,801 — — — — 1 — 4 1

19 1 20 0.05% Finney 40,998 — 1 2 — 5 7 6 1

23 1 24 0.07% Ford 33,293 — — 2 — 2 3 17 1

— — 0 0.00% Gove 2,548 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.04% Graham 2,592 — — — — — — 1 —

3 — 3 0.04% Grant 7,395 — — 1 — 2 — — —

— — 0 0.00% Gray 5,688 — — — — — — — —

— — 0 0.00% Greeley 1,266 — — — — — — — —

— — 0 0.00% Hamilton 2,631 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.03% Haskell 3,919 — — — — — — 1 —

— — 0 0.00% Hodgeman 1,948 — — — — — — — —

3 — 3 0.07% Kearny 4,159 — — — — 1 — 2 —

2 — 2 0.08% Kiowa 2,541 — — — — — — 2 —

— — 0 0.00% Lane 1,743 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.04% Logan 2,593 — — — — — 1 — —

— — 0 0.00% Meade 4,359 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.03% Morton 2,978 — — — — 1 — — —

1 — 1 0.03% Ness 2,945 — — — — — — 1 —

— — 0 0.00% Norton 5,370 — — — — — — — —

3 — 3 0.08% Osborne 3,804 — — — — 1 — 2 —

4 1 5 0.08% Pawnee 6,291 1 — 1 — 1 — 2 1

3 1 4 0.07% Phillips 5,339 — — — — — — 3 1

8 — 8 0.09% Pratt 9,411 — — — 1 2 1 4 —

2 — 2 0.08% Rawlins 2,503 — — — — 1 — 1 —

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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1 1 2 0.04% Rooks 5,136 — — — — — — 1 1

— — 0 0.00% Rush 3,232 — — — — — — — —

3 1 4 0.06% Russell 6,641 — — — — 1 — 2 1

4 — 4 0.09% Scott 4,577 — 1 — — — 1 2 —

11 — 11 0.05% Seward 23,016 — 1 — — 1 1 8 —

— — 0 0.00% Sheridan 2,510 — — — — — — — —

5 — 5 0.08% Sherman 6,013 — — 2 — — — 3 —

— — 0 0.00% Smith 3,901 — — — — — — — —

1 — 1 0.02% Stafford 4,326 1 — — — — — — —

2 1 3 0.14% Stanton 2,148 — — — — 1 — 1 1

5 — 5 0.10% Stevens 5,056 — 2 — — — — 3 —

2 — 2 0.03% Thomas 7,277 — — — — 1 — 1 —

2 — 2 0.07% Trego 2,882 — — 1 — — — 1 —

— — 0 0.00% Wallace 1,404 — — — — — — — —

2 — 2 0.09% Wichita 2,148 — — 1 — — — 1 —

135 8 143 0.05% West 309,553 2 5 13 1 30 16 74 8

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 
 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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106 4 110 0.02% Sedgwick 482,863 0 4 11 1 26 8 62 4

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 
 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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323 5 328 0.04% KC Metro 934,955 1 49 57 8 91 23 115 5

249 9 258 0.05% Northeast 533,958 4 22 55 5 63 20 105 9

80 7 87 0.02% South Central 349,613 — 2 9 2 18 21 32 7

140 7 147 0.08% Southeast 191,192 — 22 37 7 29 28 44 7

135 8 143 0.05% West 309,553 2 5 13 1 30 16 74 8

106 4 110 0.02% Sedgwick 482,863 — 4 11 1 26 8 62 4

1,033 40 1,073 0.04% Total 2,802,134 7 104 182 24 257 116 432 40

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 
non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-

EST2008-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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12 — — — — 12 0.01% Douglas 114,748 2 6 4 — —

— 2 — — — 2 0.01% Franklin 26,562 1 1 1 —

8 8 2 4 — 22 0.00% Johnson 534,093 8 6 2 3 4

7 2 — 2 — 11 0.01% Leavenworth 74,276 4 2 3 1 2

— 2 — — — 2 0.01% Miami 30,989 1 — — 2 —

6 — — — 1 7 0.00% Wyandotte 154,287 1 4 1 — 1

33 14 2 6 1 56 0.01% KC Metro 934,955 17 19 10 7 7

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.
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3 1 — — — 4 0.02% Atchison 16,481 1 1 1 1 1

— — — 1 — 1 0.01% Brown 10,009 — — — — 1

— 2 — — — 2 0.02% Clay 8,859 1 1 — 1 —

5 — — 1 — 6 0.06% Cloud 9,453 1 3 1 — 1

1 2 — — — 3 0.02% Dickinson 19,328 — 2 1 — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Doniphan 7,753 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Ellsworth 6,250 — — — — —

3 — — — — 3 0.01% Geary 31,171 1 1 1 — —

— — — 1 — 1 0.01% Jackson 13,240 — — — — 1

— 1 — — — 1 0.01% Jefferson 18,421 — 1 — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Jewell 3,142 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Lincoln 3,261 — — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.01% Marshall 10,178 1 — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.02% Mitchell 6,292 — — 1 — —

1 — — — — 1 0.01% Nemaha 10,112 — 1 — — —

1 1 — — — 2 0.01% Osage 16,327 — — 1 1 —

— 2 — — — 2 0.03% Ottawa 6,026 1 1 — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.01% Pottawatomie 19,695 — 1 — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Republic 4,812 — — — — —

1 1 — 1 — 3 0.00% Riley 71,069 1 — 1 — 1

3 4 — 2 — 9 0.02% Saline 54,657 3 3 1 3 2

10 4 — 7 17 38 0.02% Shawnee 174,709 7 2 5 2 24

— 1 — — — 1 0.01% Wabaunsee 6,922 — 1 — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Washington 5,791 — — — — —

31 19 0 13 17 80 0.01% Northeast 533,958 17 18 13 8 31

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.
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10 — — 1 — 11 0.02% Butler 63,562 2 — 7 1 1

— 1 — — — 1 0.04% Chase 2,804 — 1 — — —

3 — — — — 3 0.08% Chautauqua 3,768 — 3 — — —

— 1 — — — 1 0.01% Coffey 8,409 1 — — — —

12 1 — 1 — 14 0.04% Cowley 34,065 — 5 — 8 1

6 — — — — 6 0.20% Elk 3,047 — 5 1 — —

— — — 1 — 1 0.01% Greenwood 6,861 — — — — 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Harper 5,857 — — — — —

15 1 — 1 — 17 0.05% Harvey 33,675 2 10 2 3 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Kingman 7,719 — — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.00% Lyon 35,562 — 1 — —

4 — — — — 4 0.03% Marion 12,100 — 3 1 — —

4 — — 1 — 5 0.02% McPherson 29,044 — 3 1 — 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Morris 6,037 — — — — —

11 2 — — — 13 0.02% Reno 63,427 1 6 5 1 —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Rice 10,060 — — — — —

3 4 — 1 — 8 0.03% Sumner 23,616 1 2 1 3 1

69 10 0 6 0 85 0.02% South Central 349,613 7 39 18 16 6

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING



 

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010 

0910 

ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2009 – JUNE 30, 2010 
SOUTHEAST 

 

App. 2-4 
 

 

 

 

S
R

S
 -

 A
P

S

K
D

O
A

K
D

H
E

O
th

e
r 

(n
o

t 
c
o

n
fi

rm
e
d

)

K
D

H
E

 -
 C

P
 (

C
o

rr
e
c
ti

v
e
 

A
c
ti

o
n

 -
 n

o
t 

c
o

n
fi

rm
e
d

)

T
o

ta
l 
C

a
s
e
s

P
e
rc

e
n

t 
b

y
 P

o
p

u
la

ti
o

n

County

2008 

Population 

Estimate A
b

u
s
e

E
x
p

lo
it

a
ti

o
n

F
id

u
c
ia

ry
 A

b
u

s
e

N
e
g

le
c
t

N
O

N
E

 

— — — — — 0 0.00% Allen 13,319 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Anderson 7,984 — — — — —

— 1 — — — 1 0.01% Bourbon 14,851 — 1 — — —

6 1 — — — 7 0.03% Cherokee 21,082 4 3 — — —

4 — — 1 1 6 0.02% Crawford 38,868 1 3 — 2 2

7 2 — — — 9 0.04% Labette 21,871 4 1 1 5 —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Linn 9,616 — — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.00% Montgomery 34,395 1 — — — —

1 1 — — — 2 0.01% Neosho 16,223 1 — 1 1 —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Wilson 9,698 — — — — —

— 2 — — — 2 0.06% Woodson 3,285 — — — 2 —

19 7 0 1 1 28 0.01% Southeast 191,192 11 8 2 10 2

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.
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— — — 1 — 1 0.02% Barber 4,674 — — — — 1

— 3 — — 1 4 0.01% Barton 27,703 2 — — 3 1

1 — — — — 1 0.04% Cheyenne 2,742 1 — — — —

0 1 — — 1 2 0.09% Clark 2,108 — — — 1 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Comanche 1,950 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Decatur 2,912 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Edwards 3,082 — — — — —

— — — — 1 1 0.00% Ellis 27,801 — — — — 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Finney 40,998 — — — — —

— 1 — — — 1 0.00% Ford 33,293 — 1 — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Gove 2,548 — — — — —

2 — — 1 — 3 0.12% Graham 2,592 2 — — — 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Grant 7,395 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Gray 5,688 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Greeley 1,266 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Hamilton 2,631 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Haskell 3,919 — — — — —

— — — 1 — 1 0.05% Hodgeman 1,948 — — — — 1

— 1 — — — 1 0.02% Kearny 4,159 1 — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Kiowa 2,541 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Lane 1,743 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Logan 2,593 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Meade 4,359 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Morton 2,978 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Ness 2,945 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Norton 5,370 — — — — —

— 1 — — — 1 0.03% Osborne 3,804 1 — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Pawnee 6,291 — — — — —

2 2 — — — 4 0.07% Phillips 5,339 1 1 — 2 —

3 — — — — 3 0.03% Pratt 9,411 — 1 — 2 —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Rawlins 2,503 — — — — —

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING
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— — — — — 0 0.00% Rooks 5,136 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Rush 3,232 — — — — —

— 1 — 1 — 2 0.03% Russell 6,641 1 — — 1 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Scott 4,577 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Seward 23,016 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Sheridan 2,510 — — — — —

2 — — — — 2 0.03% Sherman 6,013 — — 2 — —

1 — — — — 1 0.03% Smith 3,901 1 — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Stafford 4,326 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Stanton 2,148 — — — — —

— — — — — 0 0.00% Stevens 5,056 — — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.01% Thomas 7,277 1 — — 1 —

— — — — 1 1 0.03% Trego 2,882 — — — — 1

— — — — — 0 0.00% Wallace 1,404 — — — — —

1 — — — — 1 0.05% Wichita 2,148 1 — — — —

13 10 0 4 4 31 0.01% West 309,553 12 3 2 10 8

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.
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66 4 3 2 1 76 0.02% Sedgwick 482,863 13 34 13 21 3

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.
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33 14 2 6 1 56 0.01% KC Metro 934,955 17 19 10 7 7

31 19 — 13 17 80 0.01% Northeast 533,958 17 18 13 8 31

69 10 — 6 — 85 0.02% South Central 349,613 7 39 18 16 6

19 7 — 1 1 28 0.01% Southeast 191,192 11 8 2 10 2

13 10 — 4 4 31 0.01% West 309,553 12 3 2 10 8

66 4 3 2 1 76 0.02% Sedgwick 482,863 13 34 13 21 3

231 64 5 32 24 356 0.01% Total 2,802,134 77 121 58 72 57

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2008 (CO-EST2008-01-20),

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDING

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated and confirmed.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-standard source.

Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 19, 2009
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27 Douglas 113,488 — 15% — — — 7% 4% 15% 11% 4% 44%

15 Franklin 26,479 — 20% — — — 27% — 7% 7% 7% 33%

90 Johnson 526,319 — 12% — 1% 1% 12% 8% 6% 2% 7% 54%

44 Leavenworth 73,603 — 9% — — — 25% 14% 11% 11% — 30%

20 Miami 31,078 — 5% — — — 5% 5% 5% 5% 10% 70%

58 Wyandotte 153,956 — 5% — 2% — 14% 9% 2% 3% 7% 62%

254 KC Metro 924,923 0% 10% 0% 1% 0% 15% 8% 7% 6% 6% 51%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

SRS REGION

non-standard source.

Outcome as Percentage of Reports Received

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Population figures taken from:

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
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7 Atchison 16,571 — 29% — — — 29% — 14% — — 29%

2 Brown 10,068 — 50% — — — — — — — — 50%

4 Clay 8,685 — 25% — — — — — 25% — — 50%

4 Cloud 9,382 — 25% — — — — — — — — 75%

5 Dickinson 18,957 — — — — 20% — — — 20% 60%

2 Doniphan 7,756 — — — — — — — — 50% 50%

3 Ellsworth 6,310 — 33% — — — — — — 33% 33% —

17 Geary 25,150 — 6% — — — 35% — — 6% 6% 53%

3 Jackson 13,420 — 33% — — — — — 33% — — 33%

3 Jefferson 18,467 — — — — — — — 33% 33% 33%

1 Jewell 3,198 — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Lincoln 3,285 — — — — — — — — — —

5 Marshall 10,186 — — — — 40% — 20% — — 40%

4 Mitchell 6,307 — — — — — 25% — — — 75%

5 Nemaha 10,201 — 40% — — — — 40% — — — 40%

5 Osage 16,459 — 40% — — — — 20% — — 20% 20%

2 Ottawa 6,006 — 50% — — — — 50% — — — —

7 Pottawatomie 19,396 — — — — — — 14% — 29% 57%

1 Republic 4,901 — 100% — — — — 100% — — — —

7 Riley 69,083 — 14% — — — 14% — 14% 29% 29% 14%

18 Saline 54,583 — 28% — — — 6% 6% — — 11% 61%

93 Shawnee 173,476 — 5% — — — 11% 5% 1% 9% 10% 59%

2 Wabaunsee 6,870 — 50% — — — 50% — — — — 50%

2 Washington 5,840 — — — — — — — — 50% — 50%

202 Northeast 524,557 0% 13% 0% 0% 0% 12% 6% 3% 7% 11% 51%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

SRS REGION

non-standard source.

Outcome as Percentage of Reports Received
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23 Butler 63,045 — 13% — — — 4% — — — 13% 65%

0 Chase 2,882 — — — — — — — — — — —

4 Chautauqua 3,806 — — — — — 50% 25% 25% — — —

8 Coffey 8,454 — 13% — — — 13% — — — 25% 50%

12 Cowley 34,251 — 50% — — — 17% — — — 8% 25%

0 Elk 3,040 — — — — — — — — — —

2 Greenwood 6,993 — 50% — — — — — — — 50%

5 Harper 5,819 — 20% — — — 20% — — — — 60%

3 Harvey 33,493 — 33% — — — 33% — — — 33% —

2 Kingman 7,826 — — — — — 100% — — — — —

14 Lyon 35,981 — 14% — — — 29% 7% — — 14% 43%

1 Marion 12,238 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 McPherson 29,196 — — — — — — — — — 100% —

5 Morris 5,967 — — — — — — — 20% 0% 20% 60%

39 Reno 63,145 — 38% — — — 13% 10% — 10% — 28%

0 Rice 10,080 — — — — — — — — — — —

12 Sumner 23,888 — 17% — — — 25% — — 8% 8% 42%

131 South Central 350,104 0% 24% 0% 0% 0% 17% 5% 2% 4% 9% 40%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION

non-standard source.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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16 Allen 13,414 — 19% — 13% — 6% — 6% — — 56%

3 Anderson 7,908 — 33% — — — 67% — — — — —

23 Bourbon 14,803 — 37% — — — 32% — 21% 5% 11% 16%

19 Cherokee 21,337 — 5% — — — 21% 5% — 11% 21% 37%

8 Crawford 38,860 — — — — — 25% — — — 38% 38%

24 Labette 21,973 — 4% — — — 21% 4% — — — 71%

6 Linn 9,767 — — — — — 17% — 17% — 17% 50%

10 Montgomery 34,511 — — — — — — — 10% — 20% 70%

6 Neosho 16,228 — 17% — — — — 17% — 33% 17% 33%

8 Wilson 9,807 — 13% — — — — 13% — — 13% 75%

7 Woodson 3,318 — — — — — — — 14% — — 86%

130 Southeast 191,926 0% 12% 0% 2% 0% 16% 3% 6% 4% 11% 48%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION

non-standard source.

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Population figures taken from:
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1 Barber 4,786 — 100% — — — — — — — —

28 Barton 27,768 — 18% 4% — — 14% 11% — 4% 14% 43%

0 Cheyenne 2,801 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Clark 2,094 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Comanche 1,888 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Decatur 2,955 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Edwards 3,106 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

18 Ellis 27,464 — 11% — — — 17% 6% — — — 72%

10 Finney 38,295 — 10% — — — — — 10% — 30% 40%

17 Ford 33,340 — 12% — — — 18% — 6% 12% — 53%

1 Gove 2,637 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Graham 2,607 — — — — — — — — — — —

2 Grant 7,497 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Gray 5,641 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Greeley 1,297 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Hamilton 2,632 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Haskell 4,032 — — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Hodgeman 1,971 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Kearny 4,148 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Kiowa 2,953 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Lane 1,746 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Logan 2,628 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

3 Meade 4,403 — — — — — — — — 33% — 67%

2 Morton 3,038 — 50% — — — — — 50% — — —

0 Ness 2,991 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Norton 5,422 — — — — — — 100% — — — —

2 Osborne 3,871 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

3 Pawnee 6,415 — — — — — — — — — 67% 33%

4 Phillips 5,356 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

6 Pratt 9,426 — 17% — — — — — 17% — 17% 50%

1 Rawlins 2,558 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

SRS REGION Outcome as Percentage of Reports Received
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0 Rooks 5,160 — — — — — — — — — — —

1 Rush 3,211 — 100% — — — — — — — — —

1 Russell 6,737 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

3 Scott 4,568 — 33% — — — 67% — — — — —

17 Seward 23,109 6% 6% — — — — 12% — 12% — 65%

0 Sheridan 2,493 — — — — — — — — — — —

2 Sherman 5,959 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 Smith 3,951 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

7 Stafford 4,387 — — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 Stanton 2,162 — — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Stevens 5,061 — — — — — — — — — — —

5 Thomas 7,314 — — — — — — — — — 20% 80%

0 Trego 2,927 — — — — — — — — — — —

0 Wallace 1,456 — — — — — — — — — — —

2 Wichita 2,200 — — — — — — — — — 50% 50%

143 West 308,461 1% 12% 1% 0% 0% 8% 5% 3% 4% 10% 58%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

SRS REGION

non-standard source.

Outcome as Percentage of Reports Received
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148 Sedgwick 476,026 — 11% — — — 11% 1% 6% 3% 4% 63%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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254 KC Metro 924,923 — 10% — 1% — 15% 8% 7% 6% 6% 51%

202 Northeast 524,557 — 13% — — — 12% 6% 3% 7% 11% 51%

131 South Central 350,104 — 24% — — — 17% 5% 2% 4% 9% 40%

130 Southeast 191,926 — 12% — 2% — 16% 3% 6% 4% 11% 48%

143 West 308,461 1% 12% 1% — — 8% 5% 3% 4% 10% 58%

148 Sedgwick 476,026 — 11% — — — 11% 1% 6% 3% 4% 63%

2 Unknown County — — — — — — — — — 100% —

1,010 Total 2,775,997 0% 13% 0% 0% 0% 13% 5% 5% 5% 8% 52%

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

 and confirmed.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

―Other‖ may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

Outcome as Percentage of Reports Received

non-standard source.

SRS REGION
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5 Douglas 113,488 — — — — — — 40% — — 60%

8 Franklin 26,479 — 25% — — — — — — 50% 25%

56 Johnson 526,319 — 2% — — — — 14% 16% 11% 59%

10 Leavenworth 73,603 — 0% — — — — 10% 50% 20% 20%

3 Miami 31,078 — 33% — — — — 33% — — 33%

35 Wyandotte 153,956 — 0% — — — — 14% 49% 3% 31%

117 KC Metro 924,923 — 3% — — — — 15% 26% 11% 44%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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2 Geary 25,150 — — — — — — — — 50% 50%

0 Jackson 13,420 — — — — — — — — — —

4 Jefferson 18,467 — — — — — — 50% 25% 25% 25%

0 Jewell 3,198 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Lincoln 3,285 — — — — — — — — 100% —

2 Marshall 10,186 — — — — — — 50% — — 50%

1 Mitchell 6,307 — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Nemaha 10,201 — — — — — — — — — —

3 Osage 16,459 — — — — — — — 33% 0% 67%

0 Ottawa 6,006 — — — — — — — — — —

3 Pottawatomie 19,396 — — — — — — — 33% — 67%

3 Republic 4,901 — — — — — — 33% — — 67%

3 Riley 69,083 — — — — — — — — 33% 67%

10 Saline 54,583 — — — — 10% — 10% 10% 10% 60%

26 Shawnee 173,476 — — — — — 8% — 15% 38% 38%

1 Wabaunsee 6,870 — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Washington 5,840 — — — — — — — — — —

66 Northeast 524,557 0% 2% 0% 0% 2% 3% 11% 14% 24% 47%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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16 Butler 63,045 — 6% — — — — 6% 25% 31% 31%

1 Chase 2,882 — — — — — — — — 100% —

1 Chautauqua 3,806 — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Coffey 8,454 — — — — — — — — — —

19 Cowley 34,251 — 16% — 5% — — 5% 21% 5% 53%

0 Elk 3,040 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Greenwood 6,993 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Harper 5,819 — — — — — — — — — —

12 Harvey 33,493 — — — — — — 25% 25% 8% 42%

5 Kingman 7,826 — — — — — — 40% — — 60%

2 Lyon 35,981 — — — — — — 50% — — 50%

1 Marion 12,238 — — — — — — — — 100% —

11 McPherson 29,196 — — — — — — 9% 9% 27% 55%

0 Morris 5,967 — — — — — — — — — —

8 Reno 63,145 — 13% — — — — 13% 25% 38% 13%

3 Rice 10,080 — — — — — — — — 67% 33%

2 Sumner 23,888 — — — — — — — 50% — 50%

81 South Central 350,104 0% 6% 0% 1% 0% 0% 12% 19% 21% 42%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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1 Allen 13,414 — 100% — — — — — — — —

1 Anderson 7,908 — — — — — — 100% — — —

2 Bourbon 14,803 — — — — — — — — 50% 50%

5 Cherokee 21,337 — — — — — — 20% — 40% 40%

4 Crawford 38,860 — 25% — — — — 50% — — 25%

15 Labette 21,973 — — — — — — 13% 33% — 53%

1 Linn 9,767 — — — — — — — — 100% —

15 Montgomery 34,511 — — — — — — — 7% 20% 73%

2 Neosho 16,228 — — — — — — — — 50% 50%

7 Wilson 9,807 — — — — — — — 43% 14% 43%

1 Woodson 3,318 — — — — — — — — 100% —

54 Southeast 191,926 0% 4% 0% 0% 0% 0% 11% 17% 19% 50%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION



 

Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit 
July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010 

910  

DISPOSITION OF 2008-2009 ADULT CASES BY COUNTY 
WEST 

 

App. 4-5 

 

 

T
o

ta
l 
R

e
p

o
rt

s
 

R
e
c
e
iv

e
d

County

2007 

Population 

Estimate D
iv

e
rs

io
n

C
o

n
v
ic

te
d

A
c
q

u
it

te
d

D
is

m
is

s
e
d

D
e
c
li
n

e
d

R
e
c
e
iv

in
g

 S
e
rv

ic
e
s

A
ll
 O

th
e
r

N
o

 K
n

o
w

n
 A

c
ti

o
n

N
o

 K
n

o
w

n
 A

c
ti

o
n

  

(M
is

c
. 
C

a
s
e
s
) 

 

P
e
n

d
in

g

0 Barber 4,786 — — — — — — — — — —

3 Barton 27,768 — — — — — — — 67% 33%

1 Cheyenne 2,801 — — — — — — — — — 100%

0 Clark 2,094 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Comanche 1,888 — — — — — — — — — —

2 Decatur 2,955 — 50% — — — — — — — 50%

0 Edwards 3,106 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Ellis 27,464 — — — — — — — — — 100%

4 Finney 38,295 — — — — — — 25% — 25% 50%

2 Ford 33,340 — 50% — — — — — — — 50%

1 Gove 2,637 — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 Graham 2,607 — — — — — — — 100% — —

1 Grant 7,497 — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Gray 5,641 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Greeley 1,297 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Hamilton 2,632 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Haskell 4,032 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Hodgeman 1,971 — — — — — — 100% — — —

1 Kearny 4,148 — — — — — — — 100% — —

0 Kiowa 2,953 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Lane 1,746 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Logan 2,628 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Meade 4,403 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Morton 3,038 — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Ness 2,991 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Norton 5,422 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Osborne 3,871 — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 Pawnee 6,415 — — — — — — — — 100% —

0 Phillips 5,356 — — — — — — — — — —

2 Pratt 9,426 — — — — — — — 50% — 50%

1 Rawlins 2,558 — — — — — — — — — 100%

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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0 Rooks 5,160 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Rush 3,211 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Russell 6,737 — — — — — — — — — 100%

1 Scott 4,568 — 100% — — — — — — — —

2 Seward 23,109 — 100% — — — — — — — —

0 Sheridan 2,493 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Sherman 5,959 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Smith 3,951 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Stafford 4,387 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Stanton 2,162 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Stevens 5,061 — — — — — — — — — —

2 Thomas 7,314 — — — — — 50% — — — 50%

0 Trego 2,927 — — — — — — — — — —

1 Wallace 1,456 — — — — — — — — — —

0 Wichita 2,200 — — — — — — — — —

31 West 308,461 0% 16% 0% 0% 0% 3% 6% 16% 16% 39%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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96 Sedgwick 476,026 — 3% — — 1% 1% 13% 21% 5% 55%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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1 Unknown — — — — — — — — 100% —

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

Outcome as Percentage of Reports ReceivedSRS REGION
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117 KC Metro 924,923 — 3% — — — — 15% 26% 11% 44%

66 Northeast 524,557 — 2% — — 2% 3% 11% 14% 24% 47%

81 South Central 350,104 — 6% — 1% — — 12% 19% 21% 42%

54 Southeast 191,926 — 4% — — — — 11% 17% 19% 50%

31 West 308,461 — 4% — — — — 11% 17% 19% 50%

96 Sedgwick 476,026 — 3% — — 1% 1% 13% 21% 5% 55%

1 Unknown County — — — — — — — — 100% —

446 Total 2,775,997 0% 4% 0% 0% 0% 1% 12% 20% 15% 47%

Other includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc., and

may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any 

non-standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-

EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008

*Numbers reported include ALL reports received by the ANE Unit, not only those substantiated 

and confirmed

OutcomesSRS REGION
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