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• Birthparent-to-birthparent, assuming there is no court that has 
assumed jurisdiction of the child to be placed or the court does not 
cause the child to be placed. 

• Birthparent-to-relative (as defined in Article VIII), assuming there is 
no court that has assumed jurisdiction of the child to be placed or 
the court does not cause the child to be placed. 

• Relative-to-birthparent (as defined in Article VIII), assuming there 
is no court that has assumed jurisdiction of the child to be placed 
or the court does not cause the child to be placed. 

• Relative-to-relative (as defined in Article VIII), assuming there is no 
court that has assumed jurisdiction of the child to be placed or the 
court does not cause the child to be placed. 

• Child is admitted to any institution that cares for those with serious 
mental illness. 

• Child is admitted to any hospital or other medical facility 
• Divorce/custody investigations and/or home study 
• Placements made in boarding schools or any institution primarily 

educational in character (When the placement is made by a 
parent, stepparent, grandparent, adult sibling, adult aunt or uncle 
or guardian); 

• A placement with a parent from whom the child was not removed: 
When the court places the child with a parent from whom the child 
was not removed, and the court has no evidence that the parent is 
unfit, does not seek any evidence from the receiving state that the 
parent is either fit or unfit, and the court relinquishes jurisdiction 
over the child immediately upon placement with the parent, the 
receiving state shall have no responsibility for supervision or 
monitoring for the court having made the placement.  

• Sending court makes parent placement “with” courtesy check: 
When a sending court/agency seeks an independent (not ICPC 
related) courtesy check for placement with a parent from whom the 
child was not removed, the responsibility for credentials and 
quality of the “courtesy check” rests directly with the sending 
court/agency and the person or party in the receiving state who 
agree to conduct the “courtesy” check without invoking the 
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protection of the ICPC home study process. This would not 
prohibit a sending state from requesting an ICPC. 

• Temporary Relocation of a Family Unit: If a child is brought into the 
receiving state by an approved placement resource for a period of 
ninety (90) days or less and remains with the approved placement 
resource, approval of the receiving state is not required. Either the 
sending or receiving state may request approval of the placement, 
and, if the request is made, the sending and receiving states shall 
take the necessary action to process the request if the sending 
and receiving states agree to do so.  
Supervision by the receiving state is not required for a temporary 
relocation of ninety (90) days or fewer; however, pursuant to 
section 422(b)(17) of the Social Security Act 422 U.S.C. 622, 
supervision by the sending agency is required. Supervision may 
be provided as a courtesy to the sending state. If supervision is 
requested, the sending state shall provide a Form 100B and the 
information required in Section 5(b) below. 
If a child is brought into the receiving state by an approved 
placement resource for a temporary placement in excess of ninety 
(90) days or if the temporary relocation will recur, full compliance 
with this regulation is required.  
The public child placing agency in the sending state is responsible 
to take action to ensure the ongoing safety of a child placed in a 
receiving state pursuant to an approved placement under Article 
III(d) of the ICPC, including return of the child to the sending state 
as soon as possible when return is requested by the receiving 
state. 

• Visits (as defined in Regulation 9) 
Regulation No. 9 (“Definition of a Visit”), as first adopted in 1999, is 
amended to read as follows:  

1. A visit is not a placement within the meaning of the Interstate 
Compact on the Placement of Children (ICPC). Visits and 
placements are distinguished on the basis of purpose, 
duration, and the intention of the person or agency with 
responsibility for planning for the child as to the child’s place 
of abode.  
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2. The purpose of a visit is to provide the child with a social or 
cultural experience of short duration, such as a stay in a 
camp or with a friend or relative who has not assumed legal 
responsibility for providing child care services.  

3. It is understood that a visit for twenty-four (24) hours or 
longer will necessarily involve the provision of some services 
in the nature of child care by the person or persons with 
whom the child is staying. The provision of these services 
will not, of itself, alter the character of the stay as a visit.  

4. If the child’s stay is intended to be for no longer than thirty 
(30) days and if the purpose is as described in Paragraph 2, 
it will be presumed that the circumstances constitute a visit 
rather than a placement.  

5. A stay or proposed stay of longer than thirty (30) days is a 
placement or proposed placement, except that a stay of 
longer duration may be considered a visit if it begins and 
ends within the period of a child’s vacation from school as 
ascertained from the academic calendar of the school. A visit 
may not be extended or renewed in a manner which causes 
or will cause it to exceed thirty (30) days or the school 
vacation period, as the case may be. If a stay does not from 
the outset have an express terminal date, or if its duration is 
not clear from the circumstances, it shall be considered a 
placement or proposed placement and not a visit.  

6. A request for a home study or supervision made by the 
person or agency which sends or proposes to send a child 
on a visit and that is pending at the time that the visit is 
proposed will establish a rebuttable presumption that the 
intent of the stay or proposed stay is not a visit.  

7. A visit as defined in this regulation is not subject to the 
Interstate Compact on the Placement of Children.  

8. Words and phrases used in this regulation have the same 
meanings as in the Compact, unless the context clearly 
requires another meaning. 

• Juveniles, delinquents and status offenders who are on probation 
or parole and who have absconded, escaped or run away from 
supervision and control to states other than where they were 
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sentenced. Also juveniles who have run away from home and in 
doing so have left their state of residence.  (This set of 
circumstances is covered under a separate interstate compact 
named the Interstate Compact for Juveniles.) 

 
 

Source:  Adapted from AAICPC’s 2001.  


