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L. INTRODUCTION

After she became dependent and the juvenile court placed her in
licensed foster care, K.M., then fourteen years old, ran from her placement
four times in eight months, refusing the social worker’s attempts to bring
her off the streets. Each time, under a prior version of the law, the
Department of Children, Youth, and Families (Department) obtained a
pickup order authorizing law enforcement to bring her to juvenile detention.
Each time, K.M. appeared in court with her attorney for a contempt hearing,
where she acknowledged violating the order placing her in foster care. Each
time, the juvenile court ordered conditions to purge contempt sanctions.
This pattern continued until K.M. returned a fourth time and the court
released her. There is no outstanding pickup order authorizing law
enforcement to detain K.M., and her whereabouts are unknown.

K.M. filed a Petition for Habeas Corpus, and the Superior Court
dismissed her petition as moot because she was not detained. K.M. appeals
the dismissal order. She argues that she is under unlawful restraint and that
the contempt orders deprived her of due process. But in July 2019, the
Legislature changed the laws governing detention as a sanction for
dependent youth running from their court ordered placement. Furthermore,
K.M. is no longer detained, her whereabouts are unknown, and there is no

outstanding court order authorizing her detention or return to placement.



The Department respectfully requests that the dismissal order be affirmed
or K.M.’s appeal be dismissed because there is no effective relief available
to her.
IL. RESTATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

K.M. is not detained and there is no outstanding order directing that
she be returned to juvenile detention. More significantly, the law regarding
detention for dependent youth who run from their court-ordered placement
changed since K.M. filed her habeas corpus petition. The law changes
prevent the practices that K.M. appeals. An advisory opinion from this
Court would be based upon the prior version of the law. Is this case moot?

III. RESTATEMENT OF THE FACTS

A. The Juvenile Court Repeatedly Informed K.M., and She

Admitted, That Running From Her Placement Violated the

Court’s Placement Order

K.M., now 15 years old, became a dependent youth on March 23,
2018, after her guardians could no longer care for her. Clerk’s Papers (CP)
at 143, 145. Both of K.M.’s parents and one of her brothers had passed
away, and she may have experienced sexual abuse from several different
perpetrators during her young life. CP at 144. Having no relative or suitable
other available for placement, the juvenile court ordered her placement in

foster care pursuant to an order of dependency. CP at 145, 147. This

placement was a continuation of the court’s placement order at shelter care



several months prior. CP at 204. Since her placement in foster care, K.M.
has run away four times. CP at 28, 70, 80, 107.

In May 2018, six weeks after she became dependent, the Department
moved for an order to show cause regarding contempt for K.M.’s violation
of her dependency placement order. CP at 107. She had been missing for
five months, and law enforcement and a social worker attempted to return
her to placement without success when they found her. CP at 107. The
juvenile court ordered issuance of an arrest warrant, directing law
enforcement to bring her to detention. CP at 109.

Law enforcement returned K.M. to detention on May 29, 2018, and
she appeared in court the next day for her first contempt hearing. CP at 104-
05. With her attorney present, K.M. admitted she was in violation of her
placement order, and the juvenile court found her in contempt. CP at 105.
The court ordered a sanction of one day in detention, with credit for time
served, and K.M. could purge the condition by reading a book on human
trafficking. CP at 106. K.M. was released that day. CP at 106.

Less than a month later, the Department again moved for an order
to show cause regarding contempt because K.M. left her placement and
refused to return with the social worker. CP at 80. On August 1, 2018,
K.M. again appeared in court for a contempt hearing. CP at 76. With her

attorney present, she admitted she was in violation of her placement order



and therefore in contempt. CP at 76. The court ordered that K.M. “shall be
released immediately and return to court-ordered placement.” CP at 77.
On September 6, 2018, the Department moved a third time for an
order to show cause regarding contempt because she was in violation of her
placement order. CP at 70. K.M. had some contact with her social worker
but refused to come into care even though the Department had serious
concerns about her living on the streets. CP at 70. K.M. appeared in court
on November 13, 2018, for her contempt hearing with her attorney where
she again admitted to being in violation of her placement order. CP at 66.
The court ordered detention with a purge condition of writing a one-page
paper about K.M.’s vision for her future. CP at 67. The next month,
however, K.M. was again on the run after refusing to be transported to her
placement. CP at 28. The trial court scheduled K.M.’s last contempt
hearing for January 17, 2019. CP at 12.
B. K.M. Filed a Habeas Corpus Petition but the Pierce County
Superior Court Dismissed Her Petition as Moot Because She
Was Not Detained

K.M. filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus in January 2019.

App. at 1. On the same day as her last contempt hearing, January 17, the

! K.M. cites to her Petition in her briefing, e.g. Br. of Appellant at 7-8, but the
Petition is not part of the record on appeal. The Department attaches the Petition to this
brief to establish a clear timeline without waiving argument that the Appellant failed to
perfect the record. The Court should not consider the Petition beyond this limited purpose.
RAP 9.2(b); Rhinevault v. Rhinevault, 91 Wn. App. 688, 692, 959 P.2d 687 (1998)



court consolidated K.M.’s habeas matter with the dependency but continued
the hearings for further briefing. CP at 12, 13, 15, 25. The court reserved
its finding of contempt, provided K.M. credit for time served, and released
her from detention for placement in licensed care. CP at 23, 25.

The next month, King County Superior Court ordered that all King
County Judges were disqualified from hearing the petition for writ of habeas
corpus and the dependency because they were inextricably linked. CP at
15. The King County Superior Court transferred venue for both matters to
Pierce County Superior Court. CP at 8. However, the Pierce County
Superior Court found K.M.’s habeas petition moot because she was no
longer detained and dismissed it. CP at 248; Verbatim Report of
Proceedings (Mar. 7, 2019) (RP) at 6; CP at 248. The Pierce County
Superior Court transferred venue back to King County, having resolved the
conflict between the petition and dependency matters. CP at 248.

K.M. appeals the dismissal of her habeas petition. CP at 248, 252.
Her whereabouts have been unknown since at least March 2019. RP at 5-6;
Br. of Appellant at 8. Neither Pierce County Superior Court nor King
County Superior Court have an outstanding order directing law enforcement

to return K.M. to any location, including detention or the Department.

(appellant’s failure to perfect the record may result in appellate court declining to consider
merits of the case).



C. In July 2019, the Legislature Prohibited Returning a Dependent
Youth to Detention Without Notice and an Opportunity to be
Heard
As a policy matter, the Legislature decided in 2019 “to eliminate the

use of juvenile detention as a remedy for contempt of a valid court order for

youth under chapters 13.34.” Laws of 2019, chap. 312, §2. On July 1, 2020,

chapter 13.34 RCW will no longer authorize detaining a youth as a contempt

sanction. Laws of 2019, Chap. 312, §2. But even before 2020, as of July

1, 2019, the law governing detention of dependent youth as a sanction for

running from their placement changed significantly.

Law enforcement may no longer return dependent youth who are in
contempt of a dependency order to juvenile detention. Law enforcement
can pick up a dependent youth “[i]f an agency legally charged with the
supervision of a child has notified a law enforcement agency that the child
has run away from placement.” RCW 43.185C.260(1)(c). But law
enforcement may then only return youth to the Department, an authorized
placement, or a designated crisis residential center. RCW 13.34.165(5)(a),
43.185C.265. The Department cannot obtain ex parte orders directing law
enforcement to return a child to juvenile detention. RCW 13.34.165(5).

Until July 1, 2020, detention may be a remedial sanction under

RCW 13.34 only after a contempt hearing with notice and an opportunity to

be heard. RCW 7.21.030(2)(e)(i). The sanction is limited to a maximum



of 72 hours, no matter the number of times the youth has run from
placement. RCW 7.21.030(2)(e)(1), 13.34.165(2). The court may impose
up to two remedial sanctions during a 30 day period. @ RCW
7.21.030(2)(e)(ii1)(B). Before detention can occur, the court must hold a
hearing and provide the youth the following procedural protections:

(A) Consider, on the record, the mitigating and aggravating

factors used to determine the appropriateness of detention

for enforcement of its order;

(B) Enter written findings affirming that it considered all less

restrictive options, that detention is the only appropriate

alternative, including its rationale and the clear, cogent, and

convincing evidence used to enforce the order;

(C) Afford the same due process considerations that it

affords all youth in criminal contempt proceedings; and

(D) Seek input from all relevant parties, including the youth.
RCW 7.21.030(2)(e)(i1). Thus, although the court retains its “inherent
contempt power,” the circumstances under which a dependent youth may
be detained for running from placement are severely limited. RCW
7.21.030(2)(iv). The facts of K.M.’s case cannot repeat.

IV.  ARGUMENT

The superior court correctly dismissed K.M.’s habeas corpus
petition as moot because she is no longer under restraint and there is no
outstanding order for her detention. This case is also moot because on

July 1, 2019, since K.M. filed her petition and the superior court dismissed

it, the law changed such that an opinion by this Court would be based on an



inapplicable version of the law. This Court should affirm the dismissal of
K.M.’s petition for a writ of habeas corpus or dismiss it as moot on appeal.

A. A Case is Moot Where a Ruling From this Court Would Not
Impact the Case Below or Provide Guidance to Lower Courts

A case is moot where appellate review can no longer provide the
parties relief. Orwick v. City of Seattle, 103 Wn.2d 249, 253, 692 P.2d 793
(1984). Where only abstract propositions are involved or substantial
questions in the trial court no longer exist, an appellate court should not
review the issue. Westerman v. Cary, 125 Wn.2d 277, 286, 892 P.2d 1067
(1994) (quoting Sorenson v. City of Bellingham, 80 Wn.2d 547, 558, 496
P.2d 512 (1972)).

An appellate court may nevertheless choose to review a moot case
if it presents an issue of substantial public interest capable of evading
review. In re Dependency of H., 71 Wn. App. 524, 527, 859 P.2d 1258
(1993). Appellate courts have utilized this exception to resolve cases of
constitutional interpretation, statutory validity, or other issues “sufficiently
important to the appellate court.” State v. Beaver, 184 Wn.2d 321, 331, 358
P.3d 385 (2015). The public interest exception “is not used in cases that are
limited to their specific facts.” Beaver, 184 Wn.2d at 331.

Three factors govern applicability of the public interest exception:

(1) whether the issue is public or private in nature, (2) the desirability of



providing guidance to public officers for future cases, and (3) the likelihood
of recurrence of the issue. Beaver, 184 Wn.2d at 330. The appellate court
may also consider the level of adverseness, the quality of advocacy of the
issues, and whether the issue is likely to escape review due to the short-lived
facts of the controversy. Westerman, 125 Wn.2d at 286; In re Welfare of
B.D.F., 126 Wn. App. 562, 569, 109 P.3d 464 (2005).

The superior court’s dismissal order does not satisfy the public
interest exception to mootness. The interests involved in K.M.’s petition
for habeas corpus are private and she is no longer under restraint, an
advisory opinion cannot provide guidance to lower courts because the law
has changed, and the facts of K.M.’s case cannot repeat after the law change.
Under any prong of the mootness exception doctrine, the superior court’s
dismissal order should be affirmed. Beaver, 184 Wn.2d at 330.

B. The Superior Court Correctly Dismissed K.M.’s Petition for a
Writ of Habeas Corpus as Moot

The Pierce County Superior Court dismissed K.M.’s Petition for a
Writ of Habeas Corpus as moot because she was no longer detained at the
time of the March 2019 hearing. RP at 6; CP at 248. At the time of that
hearing, as now, there was no outstanding order directing law enforcement
to return K.M. to detention. The Superior Court properly dismissed K.M.’s

petition.



A person may petition for a writ of habeas corpus when he or she is
“restrained of his or her liberty under any pretense whatever.”” RCW
7.36.010. For a petition for a writ of habeas corpus to proceed despite the
appellant’s lack of physical restraint, the appellate court must decide that
the person is “sufficiently under present restraint to seek habeas relief.”
Born v. Thompson, 154 Wn.2d 749, 766, 117 P.3d 1098 (2005) (emphasis
added). The King County court released K.M. from detention for the last
time on January 17, 2019. CP at 23, 25. The final order again released
K.M. from juvenile detention to the Department’s custody “for placement
in licensed care.” CP at 25. K.M. is no longer under any restraint through
her detention. K.M.’s whereabouts have been unknown since at least March
2019. Br. of Appellant at 8; RP at 5-6. Thus, the Pierce County court
properly dismissed her petition for a writ of habeas corpus.

There is no court order directing that K.M. be placed in detention if
she is found. This lack of any outstanding court order posing a threat to her
liberty is fatal to her habeas petition and this appeal. All of the cases K.M.
cites involve an appeal from an order affecting the person’s liberty. Br. of
Appellant at 11-12. For example, the prisoner in Monohan appealed the
cancelation of his parole release date, which necessarily meant that ongoing
incarceration continued to restrain his liberty at the time of his petition for

habeas corpus—even though he was released on parole at the time of the

10



Supreme Court’s opinion. Monohan v. Burdman, 84 Wn.2d 922, 924-25,
530 P.2d 334 (1975). Unlike the habeas petitioners that K.M. cites in her
brief, K.M. cannot point to any order that presently restrains her. In reality,
K.M.’s arguments on appeal target the dependency order as the order
restraining her liberty, because that is the order directing her placement in
licensed foster care. CP at 145. But the dependency order is not the order
on appeal before this court, and her collateral attack should not be
considered. K.M.’s status as a dependent youth and her placement in foster
care are not debatable in this appeal.

K.M. does not dispute that there is no order directing her detention,
and the Appellant’s brief acknowledges that her whereabouts are unknown.
Instead, K.M. argues that the dismissal order was incorrect because she
faces “collateral consequences of an unconstitutional actions” that continue
to restrain her.> Br. of Appellant at 10-11. Contrary to her arguments, a
court’s theoretical future pickup order must be supported by the facts at the
time of the Department’s motion, not previous pickup orders. See, e.g., CP
at 28. Most importantly, however, the change in the law as of July 1, 2019
prevents the “risk of reincarceration” pattern as K.M. has defined it in her

appeal. Br. of Appellant at 12. The law prohibits any court from issuing

2 K.M. asserts that she faces the risk of reincarceration “as demonstrated by the
pattern of arrest and jailing here.” Br. of Appellant at 12. This assertion is impossible
under the current version of the law, as elaborated below. RCW 7.21.030, 13.34.165.

11



an order directing K.M. be brought to detention merely for running from
her dependency placement. RCW 13.34.165(5)(a), 43.185C.265. Before
she may be detained as a contempt sanction, the court must afford her a
number of procedural protections over and above notice and an opportunity
to be heard. RCW 7.21.030(2)(e)(ii1).

In a matter of months, youth may not be detained for running from
placement, except under the court’s “inherent contempt power.”® Laws of
2019, Chap. 312, §2; RCW 7.21.030(2)(iv). Until July 2020, courts may
use detention as a sanction only if it is the “only appropriate alternative”
under a clear, cogent, and convincing evidence burden of proof. RCW
7.21.030(2)(e)(i1)(B). The collateral consequences that K.M. suggests will
not reoccur.

K.M. argues at length that the merits of her habeas petition should
be heard because the juvenile court previously found her in contempt of an
order she claims she was not bound to and she had no notice that running
from licensed care could constitute contempt. Br. of Appellant at 16, 17.
However, the King County Superior Court’s January 17, 2019 order

released her from detention to the Department’s custody. CP at 25.

3 The juvenile court possesses inherent power granted to the superior court under
Washington’s Constitution. The juvenile court, like other courts, possesses inherent power
to sanction direct or indirect contempt by punitive or remedial sanctions. Const. art. IV, §
5-6; In re Dependency of A.K., 162 Wn.2d 632, 64647, 174 P.3d 11 (2007).

12



Furthermore, each time K.M. came to court on the Department’s show cause
motion with her attorney, she acknowledged violation of the dependency
order. CP at 66, 76, 105. While K.M. argues her party status in the
dependency, she does not challenge the court’s inherent sanction power or
RCW 13.34.165, which provides the court authority to hold in contempt a
dependent youth who runs from their dependency placement. Const. art.
IV, § 5-6; In re Dependency of A.K., 162 Wn.2d at 64647, RCW
13.34.165(3), (5). Again, during the last legislative session, the Legislature
considered the use of contempt against a dependent youth and re-affirmed
the juvenile court’s ability to do so until 2020 even as it also limited the use
of detention as a sanction. Laws of 2019, chap. 312 §1, 2.

The Pierce County Superior Court correctly dismissed K.M.’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus as moot. There is no order from which
a court could provide K.M. relief from ongoing restraint. Orwick, 103
Wn.2d at 253. K.M. was not under restraint at the time of the March 2019
hearing, nor is she under restraint today because there is no outstanding
order for her return to detention and her whereabouts are unknown. This

Court should affirm the Pierce County Superior Court’s order.

13



C. This Appeal Should Be Dismissed as Moot Because the Law Has
Changed

Seven months after K.M. filed her Petition for a Writ of Habeas
Corpus, the law governing detention as a sanction for youth who run from
their dependency placement changed significantly. This change in the law
means that the facts of K.M.’s case cannot repeat, and this case is moot. An
advisory opinion from this Court would not serve lower courts, as it would
be based upon an old version of the law. Even if this Court decides that the
superior court incorrectly dismissed K.M.’s petition, this Court should
nevertheless dismiss the appeal as moot.

The Legislature has already decided that dependent youth should not
be detained for running from their placement. Laws 0f2019, chap. 312, §2.
In July 2020, subject to its contempt power, courts may not detain a youth
for contempt. Laws of 2019, chap. 312, §2; RCW 7.21.030(2)(iv). Until
then, for the next several months the court’s use of detention is severely
curtailed. First, the Department can no longer obtain an order directing law
enforcement to return a run-away youth to detention. RCW
13.34.165(5)(a), 43.185C.265. A pickup order may direct law enforcement
to return the youth to the Department, an authorized placement, or a
designated crisis residential center—but not detention. RCW

13.34.165(5)(a), 43.185C.265. Second, the court may use detention as a

14



sanction only after affording the youth notice, an opportunity to be heard,
and affording them additional procedural protections including
consideration of “all less restrictive options,” using detention only if it “is
the only appropriate alternative.” RCW 7.21.030(2)(e)(ii).

Given these legal changes, the factual scenario K.M. targets—being
picked up on an ex parte order and returned to detention without notice—
cannot reoccur. Br. of Appellant at 18. Law enforcement cannot return a
youth to detention for running from placement, and the juvenile court
cannot order a remedial detention sanction without a full hearing. RCW
7.21.030(2)(e)(i1), 13.34.165(5)(a). Thus, this case is moot because the
facts of K.M.’s petition for a writ of habeas corpus cannot legally reoccur.
Beaver, 184 Wn.2d at 330. The law change has made her petition moot
because no court can provide her effective relief. Orwick, 103 Wn.2d at
253. This case does not satisfy the public interest exception in light of the
law change: judicial officers will not receive any practical guidance from
an advisory opinion on outdated law and the Legislature has already
responded to K.M.’s underlying policy arguments in her appeal. Beaver,
184 Wn.2d at 330; Laws of 2019, chap. 312, §2. K.M.’s appeal is moot and
the law change undermines her justification for review by this Court.

I
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V. CONCLUSION
The superior court’s order dismissing K.M.’s petition for a writ of
habeas corpus should be affirmed. K.M. is no longer under restraint and the
law changed such that the facts of K.M.’s case cannot repeat and guidance

from this Court would not serve any practical purpose.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this [‘//f’?mday of October, 2019.
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR KING COUNTY

K.M, a minor child, No. -

Petitioner, lgug,,@ﬁ@ggmlsEA
PETITION FOR WRIT OF T
HABEAS CORPUS

V.

HON. JUDITH RAMSEYER, King
County luvenile Court Presiding
Judge; PAM JONES, King County
Juvenile Detention Center;

STATE OF WASHINGTON, DEP'T OF
CHILDREN YOUTH AND FAMILIES;

Respondeants

I APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

K.M. by her attorneys, Mark Bradley and Tara Urs, petition this court for a writ of
habeas corpus under RCW 7.36 et seq, and Wash, Const, Art. IV, § 6, directed to Judge’
Judith Ramseyer Presiding Judge of Snuperior Court, Juvenile Department; Pam Jones
Detention Manager of thé Ki.ng County Juvenile Detention Facility; and the Washington

State Department of Children Youth and Families, requiring respondents to return to this

~1 KING COUNTY DEPT. OF PUBLIC DEFENSE
1401 EAST JEFFERSON STREET, SUITE 400
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98122,
TEL: 206-447-3900
1 FAX: 206-447-3990
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court at a specific time and place and present “the authority or cause of the restraint of the
party in his custody.” RCW 7.36.100 (1)-(3}.

The right to challenge an unlawful restraint by writ of habeas corpus in superior court
is guaranteed by the Washington Constitution. Const, art. IV, § 6. The superior court has
original jurisdiction over such w;its. Id. The Juvenile Court has exclusive, origi;uﬂ
jurisdiction over dependent children. RCW 13.04.030.

The Legislature also codified the right to petition for a writ of habeas c_prpus:

Every person .restrai'ned of his liberty under any pretense whatever, may

prosecute a writ of habeas corpus to inquire into the cause of the restraint,
and shall be delivered therefrom when illegal.

RCW 7.36.010.

.M. has been wrongfully restrained of her liberty because she has been
incarcerated in order to attend a cou;ntempt hearing of which she was provided no prior
notice. fhis restraint violates her procedural due process rights she was not provided with
a hearing priorto the issuance of a warrant; the practice also violates the substantive due
process rights of K.M. to be safe from an unreasonable risk of harm because the practice of

incarcerating non-offending children places K.M at increased risk.

1. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
K.M requests that the court grant the following relief:

1. K.M asks this Court to grant a writ of habeas corpus and release her from detention
immaediately.

-2 KING COUNTY DEPT. OF PUBLIC DEFENSE
. 1401 EAST JEFFERSON STREET, SUITE 400
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2. K.M asks this Court to find that her detention pursuant to RCW 13.34,165(5)
unconstitutional.

3. K.M. asks this Court to enter an order preventing DCYF from moving for a warrant

to seize her pursuant to RCW 13.34.165(5).
]38 ATTACHMENTS/EXHIBITS

Attachment A: Declaration of the Youth

Attachment B: Motions for contempt pursuant to RCW 13,34.165(5)

Attachment C: Arrest Warrants

Attachment D: Orders on Detention Review, Release, and Contempt

Attachment E: Shelter Care Hearing Order

Attachment F: Order of Dependency and Disposition

V. STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS

" K.M. is currently in juvenile detention having been arrested pursuant to a warrant
issued in her dependency case. The warrant issued after the Department filed a motion for
contempt on December 20, 2018, ex parte, pursuant to RCW 13.34.165(5). (Attachments
B, C). In support of the motion, the social worker filed a declaration stating that “she
refused to be traﬁspor’ced to placement on December 14, 2018.” (Attachment B).
According to K.M. she was refusing to leave Spruce Street, the crisis residential placement
where she had been staying for thirty days, because she was told by the social worker she
would be placed, over ﬁer objection, in lowa at a facility called Forest Ridge, run by Sequel,

{Attachment A.)
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Sequel is a for-profit corporati.on that has recently come under scrutiny after
Disability Rights Washington published a scathing report, Let Us Come Home, detailing poor
conditions at a different Sequel facility in lowa, Clorinda Academy* After thirty days of
staying in her placement, faced with placement in a secure facility in another state, K.M.
ran. Asa ;esult, the Court issued a warrant for her arrest. (Attachment C.)

This is not the first tihe K.M. has been artjested in th'is dependency case. The case
began when the Department sought shelter care over K.M. on January 24,2018, K.M.
attended thét heariﬁg in which the Court ordered her into the temporary custody of DSHS,
and gave DSHS authority to place her in licensed foster care. (Attachment E). The Court’s
order authorized the Department to place the youth in licensed foster care but did not
specify an exact placement; the shelter care order gives the youth no warning that failing
to remain in placement would subject her to future incarceration. (AttachmentE.)

Thereafte;* K.M. did run from placement. She describes feeling confused about
where she was supposed to be, how long she was allowed to remain in her te;wwporary

placement at Spruce Street, and a lack of faith in her socfal workers to find a plan for her.

{Attachment A}, She also didn’t feel safe in Spruce Street after another youth there was

“trying to touch” her. {fd.) She was missing from care for about six months.
K.M. was found dependent on March 23, 2018. Although she did not sign the

order, and was not present on that day, an order was entered placing her in the custody of

1 hitps://www disabilityrightswa.orgfreports/let-us-come-home/
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DSHS (now DCYF) with authority to place her “licensed foster care.” (Attachment C: Order
of Dependency).

4.4  Placemaent:
K1 The child s placed In the custody, mntral and care of DBHS, which shall have the
authonty to plase and malntain the chitd .
: Ligensed gater )
B because Where ks no relalive or ol sullabls pesun with whiom the uhﬂd Tag
g yolationship and who is willing, appropriate and available to oare for the

child.

The Repartment has authority to return the- child to the guardian upon agreement of the
youth, gusrdian snd Depariment.

¢

14 DSHSBuperviging Agency Is authorized to place the child with & relalive or suitable adutt
who Is willing, appropriate and available, upon agresment of the youth and reasondble -
niofles to the legal cusmdian. subjact to raview by the eourt.

~ f ’ sl 7

K.M was adjudicated dependent because both of her parents and one of her
brotﬁers are deceased. (Attachment F). The order of dependency described concerns that,
prior to her father’s death, she had been abused by her father and perhaps brother. Her
auht who was caring for her after the death of her parents was unable to meet her needs.
(fd.). Despite all of thai, the order of dependency also states that, according to the social
worker, K.M. had no behavioral issues in the school she had been attending prior to
becoming dependent. (ld.)

The declaration of the youth is attached as Attachment A. From the youth’s own
declaration and the order of dependency, it is apparent that she has experiencéd
significant trauma in her yourig life. But, since becoming a state dependent child, her
situation has deteriorated. Since becoming dependent, she has never been offered a
placement in a fostér home with a family or any placement beyond temporary emergency

placements at youth shelters, YouthCare and Spruce Street. Yet she has been arrested four
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times, transported to the court in jail clothes shackled by her hands and feet and stayed in
beds in juvenile detention that were unclean. Most recently, she was arrested from
Children’s E:lospital where she was being treated for an illness. (Attachment A).

The Department hasAsought four warrants for the arrest of K.M. Pursuant to RCW
13.34.165(5) each of the arrest warrants was sought ex parte, without prior notice to the
child. Several of the warrants checked the box for an At Risk Youth — even though K.M, has

not been adjudicated an At Risk Youth.

ARREST WARRANT

[] Truanay

At Risk Youth .

L] Chitdd d Wood of Services

« [€) Dependency

(Clevl’s Action Reruived)
Expiration Date; .
If no date 12 filled in, recalf wareant the 28" duy of e
thivd month following dey of issuance,

The arrest warrants have been based on the State’s allegation that the youth isin
violatidn of court orders of'placement. However, the youth's placement is never specified
in any court order. The order of dependency authorizes the Department to place herin
“licensed care” but does not specify the exact placement not command the youth to
remain in any particular place. In fact, according to the order, the Department is
authorized to place her several places: licensed care or with a relative or suitable adult.
There is no order giving the youth notice that running from placement would subject her to
incarceration. In fact, even when K.M. has been incarcerated and then agreed to
contempt, the subsequent court order only releases her back to DCYF for placement in
-6 KING COUNTY DEPT. OF PUBLIC DEFENSFE
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accordance with prior orders, Those orders do not specify a particular place she is
expected to remain. \
II. ORDER

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS: The youth has purged her contempt and shall be

released to DCYF for placement in accardance with prior court orders.

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 14" dayof _ Nove rvle e , 2018,

| ) PRRIPIER TN [ IAPSY

Most importantly, the use of these warfants has done nothing ‘to make K.M. safer.
She is not attending school because she is afraid she will be reporfed and sent to
detention; she is running from the police, hiding in thorny bushes; and, most recently, she |
was hesitant to seel med?cal care fbr fear of being located — a fear whichAturned out to he
founded. The existence of these outstanding warrants has driven this fourteen year old girl

further to the margins,

V. Legal Background
RCW 13.34.165(5) provides “Whenever the court finds probable cause to believe,
based upon consideration of a motion for contempt and the information set forth in a

supporting declaration, that a child has violated a placement order entered under this
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chapter, the court may issue an order directing law enforcement to pick up and take the
child to detention. The order may be entered ex parie without prior notice to the child or
other parties. Following the child's admission to detention, a detention review hearing
must be held in accordance with RCW 13.32A.065.”

However, because the incarceration is based on a civil contempt order the child
must also be given a “purge condition” — something to do to secure his or her own release.
Typically the child is ordered to write a paper (of some specified number of pages which
increases with subsequent arrests) about why they ran away or what they want to do with
their lives. {/d.) KM. wrote a 'purge paper after her last arrest, detailing her wish to work in
the medical profession. {(Attachment A).

A Congress ﬁas tried to stop states from incarcerating children for status offenses
since the 1970s. In 1974, Congress passed the Juvenile Justice and Deliﬁquency Prevention
Act (JJDPA) — which contained four ”coré requirements.” The first of those core
requirements is the “DSO,” the deinstitutionalization of status offenders. The DSO requires
that juveniles who are charged with or who have committed an offense that Would not be
a crime if committed by an adult, and juveniles who are not charged with any offenses, are
not to be placed in secure detention or secure correctional facilities, 34 U.S.C. 1;133(a)(11)

(formerly 42 U.S.C. 5633(a)(11)).?

2 hitp:/iwww. juvjustice.orgfjuvenile-justice-and-delinquency-prevention-
act/deinstitutionalization-status-offenders
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1980, the JIDPA was amended to add the valid court order (VCO) exception to the
requirements of deinstitutionalization. /d. This exception, the “VCO” exception, permits
the detention of youth for certain status offenses when they are pursuant to a “valid cc;uft
order.” Id. However, this exception to the DSO explicitly does not apply to dependent
children — federal regulation makes clear that dependent children should never be plaéed
in secure detention for a status offense. 28 C.F.R. § 31.303(3}(iiv) (“A non-offender such as
a dependent or neglected child cannot be placed in secure detention or correctional
facilities for violating a valid court order.”).

As articulated in greater detail below, despite federal incentives o stop
incarcerating status offenders altogether, and dependent children in particular,
Washington continues to incarcerate dependent children when they “run away” from a
foster hdme. And the process used to incarcerate dependent children fails to provide
those children with the due process protections that federal guidelines suggest should be:

used to create a “valid court order” sufficient to incarcerate a non-dependent child for a

. status offense.

In fact, Washington leads the nation {by a large margin) in issuing uses of the VCO,
easily eclipsing Kentucky, the next highest state.3 In 2014, Washington reported 2,705
uses of the Valid Court 6rder {(VCO) exception to the DSO} the next highest state, Kentucky,
reported 1,048 uses. 28 states and territories reported O uses. In 2010, National Council of

Juvenile and Family Court Judges reported that, “[t]Joday, the VCO exception, although

3 http://www . juvjustice.org/sites/default/files/resource-
files/State%20VCO%20usage%202.18.15.pdf
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cited by some judges as necessary to effectively enforce the law, is considered to be
outside of the_nérms of juvenile justice best practfce. There is widespread agreement with
the DSO requirement in non-VCO states, where a range of remedies have been used by
courts to grant services and sanctions to youth.”

Therefore, in abs'o!uté numbers Washington stands alone, incarcerating the most
status offenders of any state by far, but within that statistic it is easy for dependent

children to get lost because their behavior is not even the subject of the underlying case —

they had no role in causing the order of placement to be entered in the first place.

VL. ARGUMENT

A. K.M.. Has the Right to Challenge the Juvenile Court’s Unlawful Contempt Orders
by Writ of Habeas Corpus

The right to challenge an unlawful restraint by writ of habeas corpus in superior
court is guaranteed by the Washington Constitution. Const. Art. IV, § 6. The superior court
has original jurisdiction over such writs. Id. The Legislature also codified the right to
petition for a writ of habeas corpus:

Every person restrained of his liberty under any pretense whatever, may prosecute

a writ of habeas corpus to inquire into the cause of the restraint, and shall be

delivered therefrom when illegal.
RCW 7.36.010.

The writ of habeas corpus provides a unigue judicial avenue to challenge restraint

on one's liberty.

4 hitps:/ijjie.orgiwp-contentiuploads/2018/08/JJDPA- pdf
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The court hearing on the writ shall proceed,

in a summary way to hear and determine the cause, and if no legal cause be shown
for the restraint or continuation thereof, shall discharge the party.

RCwW 7.36.120.
Habeas petitioners need not be currently incarcerated to apply for habeas relief,

only restrained. Born v. Thompson, 154 Wn.2d 749, 765, 117 P.3d 1098 (2005) (“Neither

chapter 7.36 RCW nor the Rules of Appellate Procedure relating to personal restraint

petitioners contain ‘in-custody’ fanguage.”). “A petitioner is under restraint when he is
subjéct to significant adverse consequences.;' Harris v. Charles, 151 Wn. App. 929, 934, 214
P.3d 962, 965 (2009), aff'd, 171 Wn.2d 455, 256 P.3d 328 (2011).

K.M. is currently detained, buf would continue to be eligible for relief under habeas
if released, because she wc;uld still be subject to ongoing restraint. In Born,’ the
Washington Supreme Court held that, while no longer in-custody, Born was subject to
restraint for purposes of the habeas statute because he could be detained at a later date
and subjected to competency restoration commi;:ment the next time he is charged with a
misdemeanor. Born, 154 Wn.2d at 762-766. The court observed “release from
confinement is no longer the sole function of the writ of habeas corpus.”” id. at 766,
quoting In re PRP of Powell, 92 Wn.2d 882, 887, 602 P.2d 711 (1979).

This petition challenges in the placement of K.M. in secure confinement, by ex parte

'order, ptior to a judicial finding of contempt — a restraint on liberty well within the core of

habeas. But, as in Born, all dependent children, including K.M. face future incarceration if

they leave the placement designated by the Department — that order will be entered ex
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parte without notice to the child. Aqd the restraint is ;all the more significant because, as
children in foster care, they are already subject to the command of the Department, acting
in this case as a parent. See Reno v. Flores, 507 U.S.'292, 302, 113 S, Ct., 1439, 1447, 123 L.
£d. 2d 1 {1993) (“juveniles, unlike adults, are always in some form of custody.”).

Although the Legislature has limited the availability of the writ in cases of
confinement as a result of a finding of contempt, it is available to challenge the practice of
detaining dépendent children, RCW 7.36.130 limits the use of habeas to challenge
confinement pursuallmt to a finding of contempt where, as here, the contempt order at
issue is coercive (as opposed to criminal) because the orders seek to enforcé compliance
with the Dependency Court order of placement; contempt findings pursuant to RCV)\/ 13.34
are civil in nature and desighed to coerce compliance of a dependent child with a court
ordered placement. See In re Dependency of A.K,, 162 Wn.2d 632, 651, 174 P.3d 11, 20
{2007). Second, habeas is available to ¢hallenge questions thé Dependency Court’s
authority to issue a warrant for K.M,’s arrest and to and make contempt findings for
children’s alleged violations of placement orders without even perfunctory dué protess.
The constitutional nature of the challenge would satisfy the second exception to RCW
7.36.130. Ex Parte Lagunilla, 30 Wn.2d 777, 193 P.2d 875 (1948) (citing In re Parent, 112
Wash. 620, 192 P. 947 {1920)).

Accordingly, K.M. is properly before this court on a writ of habeas corpus.
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B. RCW 13.34.165(5) is Unconstitutional and Violates the Fourth Amendment and
Both Procedural and Substantive Due Process.

1. Due process and the Fourth Amendment reasonableness inquiry both
require notice of the proposed deprivation and a hearing on contempt
prior to the issuance of a warrant directing the seizure and
incarceration of a child.

When the State seeks to deprive a person of a protected interest, procedural

due process requires that the person receive notice of the deprivation and an opportunity

to be heard to guard against an erroneous deprivation of that interest. Here, the state is

depriving K.M. of her fundamental interests in freedom from incarceration without
providing her notice in violation of her right to due process,

“Where there is no special need for arrest, where some othér means exisis by
which the governmental interest can be satisfied without such infringement on individual
liberties, the issuance of an arrest warrant is not only unwise but constitutionally
impermissible.” State v. Sleater, 194 Wn. App. '470, 475-76, 378 P.3d 218, 221 (2016); State
v. Klinker, 85 Wn.2d 508, 521-22, 537 P.2d 268, 278 (1975) (holding, “[t]he circumstances
outside the criminal area in'which arrest is necessary or appropriate are few indeed, as the
general abandonment of archaic laws permitting arrest in civil disputes indicates.”), The
issuance of the warrént violates both the Fourth Amendment, which disfavors issuances of
warrants in civil cases, and the due process clause.

In S/gater, the defendant in a criminal case was arrested on a warrant for the
nonpayment of legal financial obligations; the appellate court held that before a warrant

can issue to arrest someone for not appearing the Court must first issue a summons or
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court order requiring the defendant to attend a specific hearing. State v. Sleater, 194 Wn.

App. 470, 47677, 378 P.3d 218, 221 (2016); Smith v. Whatcom Cty. Dist. Court, 147 Wn.2d

98, 11113, 52 P.3d 485, 493 (2002) (granting habeas relief where the defendant’s

incarceration began before she was given notice that a show cause hearing would be held

for contempt, and before she was given counsel). The Court wrote:

i

In King, we stated that a contemnor should be jailed only “when no
reasonable or effective alternatives are available.”” King, 110 Wash.2d
at 802, 756 P.2d 1303 (quoting Yamaha Motor Corp. v. Harris, 29
Wash.App. 859, 866, 631 P.2d 423 {1981)). A formal finding is not
required, but the record must show that “‘all less restrictive alternatives
... failed.” ” Id. at 802, 756, P.2d 1303 (quoting State v. Norlund, 31 Wn.
App. 725, 729, 644 P.2d 724 (1982)).

Smith v. Whatcom Cty. Dist, Coqrt, 147 Wn.2d 98, 113, 52 P.3d 485, 493 (2002). The
reasonableness of the seizure implicates a related concérn under the Fourth Amendment.
Klinker, 85 Wn.2d at 521~22.

However, pursuant to RCW 13.34.165(5) a warrant can issue for a child in the first
instance, with no prior summons or court order directing the child to appear. Further, the
statute does not require the state to allege that all less restrictive altérnatives have failed.
When a dependency judge signs a warrant for a dependent child, they do so almost
certainly out of concern for the safety of the child. However both due process and the
Fourth Amendment require the Court to consider alternatives before ordering
incarceration as a remedy for civil cont_e;npt. Here, the less restrictive alternative is readily

apparent: Judges could authorize law enforcement to return dependent children to a
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placement or to the Department without requiring the child’s incarceration. RCW
43.185C.265(2).

The significance of a hearing, prior to ordering incarceration for contempt is
illustrated by ’che'facts of Sleater — in that case Ms. Sleater’s mother had paid her LFOs, but
they had not bgen correctly documented. V/d. A hearing provides a person the opportunity
o explain the situation and clear up issues. Likewise, for dependent children, a hearing
would give the child an opportunity to explain what is not working in the placement,
whether he or she feels unsafe, whather there is a different placemént that better meets
the child’s needs, and whether there are orders or supports that would allow the child to
return to the placement.

Accordingly, there is no meaningful justification to require the arfest and
incarceration of non-offending children who were themselves often victims of

maltreatment, without having a hearing first to determine if there is a way to-avoid the

harms of incarceration.

2. "Using Jail as a Form of Discipline for Foster Children, When the State Has
Other Means to Ensure Child Safety, Violates the State’s Heightened
Obligation to Protect Foster Children from Harm.

Jails is not an ordinary disciplinary tool and should not be used as such simply
because a child is in the legal custody of the state. The practice of seeking incarceration for
non-offending children who are often the victims of child maltreatment, children in foster
care, is not consistent with the state’s obligation to ensure those children are free from risk

of harm.
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When a dependent child runs away from a foster home, the state has the same
remedies that all parents have when any child runs away from home ~ the state can call in
a run report and inform law enforcement that the cbild is missing. Whén the child is found,
law enforcement can return the child to the Department to be returned to a foster home,
at the direction of the DCYF placement desk which is open 24 hours a day -- or other
suitable placement. That ordinéry course does not place children in juvenile detention.
RCW 43.185C.265.

However, with respect to children in foster care, the state also has another remedy
that is not available to ordinary parents — the state can seek a “pick-up ordef,” a warrant,
such that when law enforcement locates the child the child must be booked into a secure
juvenile detention facility. RCW 13.34.165(5); RCW 43.185C.265(2). These warrants are
sought ex parte, and the Department is not required to show that alternatives to
incarceration Were pursued prior to seeking a warrant. Relying on this extraordinary
measure — jail — for dependent children who run away from “home” is not consistent with
the state’s obligation to prevent harm to children in its care.

The Washington Supreme Court has held that “foster children have a constitutional
substantive due process right to be free from unreasonable risks of harm and a right to
reasonable safety.” Broam ex 're). Braam v. State, 15Q Whn.2d 689, 700, 81 P.3d 851, 857
(2003). “To be reasonably safe, the State, as custodian and caretaker of dependent
children must provide conditior;s free of unrea;onable risk of danger, harm, or pain, and

must Include adequate services to meet the basic needs of the child.” /d.; see also RCW
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13.34.020 (“The right of a child to basic nurturing includes the right to a safe, stable, and
permanent home and a speedy resolution of any proceeding under this chapter.”); H.B.H.
v. State, 429 P.3d 484, 489 (Wash. 2018) (“In situations where the State exercises its parens
patriae right to intervene by removing children from their homes and placing them in
foster care, the State has a statutory and constitutional duty to ensure that those children
are free from unreasonable risk of harm, including a risk flowing from the lack of basic
services; while under the State’s care and supervision.”}. Therefore, “[e]xposure of the child
to an unreasonable risk of harm violates the substantive due process clause.” Brgam, at
700.

The state violates the substantive due process rights of dependent children when,
as here, the existence of a warrant makes children less rather than more safe, by further
isolating children who are already Isolated and by unnecessarily exposing non-offending
children to the known harms of incarceration. King County recently released a “Road Map”
to-zero youth detention, which recites the following information from Justice Policy
Institute: Literature review of youth corrections sﬁows that detention has a profoundly
negative impact on young people’s mental and physical well-being, their education, and
their employment; and the conditions of confinement together conspire to make it more
likely that incarcerated teens will engage in suicfde and self-harm; Economists have shown
that the process of incarcerating youth will reduce their future earnings and their ability to
remain in the workforce, aﬁd cquld change formerly detained youth into less stable

employees; Educational researchers have found that upwards of 40 percent of incarcerated
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| youth have a learning disability, and they will face significant challenges returning to school

after they leave detention; Research suggests that the experience of detention may make it
more IikeI\} that youth will continue to engage in delinquent behavior, and that the
detention expe?ience may increase the odds that youth will recidivate, further
compromising public safety. Roadmap to Zero Youth Detention, King County (2018) at
page S.

For dependent children the situation is particularly dire, since they cannot attend
school while they are in juvenile detention and are thereby deprived of that necessary
service. Indeed, K.M. writes that she was afraid to attend school and seek medical help out
of fear of being caught. She was running from the police, even though she didn’t want to
run from the police — she wanted to find a family.

Accordingly, the State violates the substantive due process of dependent chiidren;
children the state is charged with caring for, by subjecting them to the harms of
incarceration. That is especially true when the law already provides an appropriate means
to address the child’s behavior, by returning the child to the Department for placement just
as non-dependent children are returned to their parents, without booking that child into a

secure juvenile detention facility.

3. Dependent Youth receive no notice that they are obligated to remain
in any specific placement nor notice that leaving placement will result
in incarceration.
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The incarceration of dependent children for a status offense (“running” from
placement) violates due process because the underlying placément order is vague and fails
to give the child noti(fe of the conduct that can result ir; detention, and the statute does
not provide clear standards to prevent arbitrary enforcement.

The State cannot deprive an individual of their liberty without due process of law. /n
re LaBelle, 107 Wn.2d 196, 201, 728 P.2d 138, 142-43 (1986). In LaBelle, the Washington
Supreme Court considered a challenge to the involuntary treatment statute and found that
the constitutional doctrine of vagueness is tied to due process,

The issue of vagueness involves the procedural due process requirements of fair

notice of the conduct warranting detention and clear standards to prevent arbitrary

enforcement by those charged with administering the applicable statutes. Hontz v.
State, 714 P.2d 1176 (1986). ’ -

In re LaBelle, 107 Wn.2d 196, 201, 728 P.2d 138, 142 .(1986).

RCW 13.34.165(5) which permi‘ts the incarceration of children pursuant to an ex
parte order, fails to afford the child fair notice of the conduct warranting detention.

in a dependency case, the uﬁdérlying issue is the failure of the child’s parents or
guardian to provide adequate care. A child is dependent because the parent or guardian
either abandoned, abused, or neglected, or is incapable of care for the child, RCW
13.34.030(6). Being adjudicated dependent does not give a child notice that they will be
incarcerated for failing to adhere to subsequent court orders. |

Where, as in this case, the dispositional order identifies many possible placements

for the child (licensed care, relative care, suitable adult care), the orders fail to specify

where exactly the youth is supposed to remain because the name of the placement is not
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specified in the order itself. And the result is arbitrary enforcement. K.M, was missing
from care from January through the entry of an order of dependency in March, but the
State did not seek its first warrant unt‘il May.

Further, by its plain language the placement order is directed at the Department
and not at the child. Youth are not required to sign the order of disposition, so even if that
order did give the child notice of a specific placement the child is never required to receive
notice of that order. Youth, like K.M., typically do not appear in court when the
dependency and dispositional order is entered.

This lack of notice stands in sharp contrast to federal regulations describing the
“valid court order” exception to the DSO core requirement. Although, as noted above,
dependency placement orders are not “valid court orders” —and there is no exception to
the DSO for dependent youth — the VCO exception indicates the kinds of notice that the
federal governmaent finds sufficient to allow a child to be incarcerated for a status offense,
For example, to be a valid court order, “[tlhe jUVen‘!Ie in question must have received
adequate and fair warning of the consequences of violation of the order at the time it was
issued and such warning must be provided to the juvenile and to the juvenile's attorne\/
and/or legal guardian in writing ;and be reﬂgcted In the court record aﬁd proceedings,” 28
C.F.R. § 31.303(3).

Not only are dependent youth in King County incarceijated for status offenses, in
contravention of the DSO, they are not even provided the notice that would fdrm the basis

for a valid court order.
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4, Due process requires a showing of willfulness prior to ordering incarceration
for contempt.

In order for a child to willfully violate a placement order, there must be a suitable
placement avallable for the child. RCW 13.34 violates due process because it does not
require the state to demonstrate that there is a suitable placement for the child to be
placed in af the time of the motion for contempt. Under the current rules, a child can be
incarcerated for “running” from an unsafe pl%cement and can be incarcerated for failing to
return even whep there is no identified placement for that child to return to.

Courts have consistently required a finding that the underlying contempt is willful,
prior to authorizing Incarceration for contempt. In Bearden v, Georgia, the Unitea States
Supreme Court held that it violated due process to revoke probation for nonpayment of
fines where the defendant was unable to pay because he was indigent. 461 U.S. 660, 672~
73, 103 S.Ct. 2064, 76 L.Ed.2d 221 (1983). Likewise, Washington courts, following Bearden,
ha\;e required a showing that a defendant’s failure to pay a fine is intentional before
remeaial sanctions may be imposed. Smith v. th;rtcom Cty. Dist. Court, 147 Wn.2d 98,
111, 52 P.3d 485, 493 (2002).

Similarly, in the context of dependency run warrants, due process requi;es the state
to prove willfulness — that there is an appropriate placement available that the child
willfully left. One study of former foster youth found that 46 percent self-reported neglect,
physical or sexual abuse during out-of-home care. {Mark E. Courtney et al,, Midwest

Evaluation of the Adult Functioning of Former Foster Youth: Outcomes at Age 21, Chapin
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Hall Center for Children at the University of Chicago (2007)). Twenty-one percent of foster
care alumni of the Casey Family'Program reported that they experienced maltreatment
while in foster care. (Assessing the Effects of Foster Care: Early Results from the Casey

National Alumni Study, at 18, Available at; hitp://www.casey.org/national-alumni-study/).

Recently, problems in foster homes in Washington have been the subject of
damning news reports highlighting the reasons why a dependent child may run from
placement. Lewis Kamb, Bedbugs, moldy food, skipped background checks: Feds slam

Washington foster-care group homes after surprise visits, SEATTLE TIMES, March 22, 2018

(available at: https://www.seattletimes.com/seattle-news/washington-foster-care-group-

homes-fail-to-meet-health-safety-requirements-audit-finds/); Anna Boiko-Weyrauch,

Hotels and offices aren't the best place for foster children. Group homes aren’t either,

KUOW, Dec 4, 2017 (available at: http://kuow.org/post/hotels-and-offices-arent-best-

place-foster-children-group-homes-aren-t-either); 2018 Annual Report, Office of the Family

and Children’s Ombuds An Independent Voice for Families and Children, calling the
increase in placement instability for children “disastrous” (available at:

hitp://ofco.wa.gov/wpscontent/uploads/OFCO-2018-Annual-Report-.pdf).

There are many reasons, other than willful disobedience, that a foster child may
leave the identified placement. The state should be required to establish that they have
provided a safe and stable placement for the child prior to incarcerating a child for being

absent from that place.

Vil.  CONCLUSION
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K.M. requests this Court grant a writ of habeas corpus enjoin DCYF from seeking

further warrants for her arrest for leaving her placement.

-23

Respectfully submitted this 17t day of January, 2019.

Qo

Tara Urs WSBA 48335

King County Department of Public Defense
710 Second Ave, Suite 200

Seattle, WA 98104

Mark Bradley WSBA 22864

THE DEFENDER ASSOCIATION DIVISION
King County Department of Public Defense
710 Second Ave, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
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PR : IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

DECLARATION OF YOUTH

I, Kaitlynn Munsonh, declare as follows:

1. | am the petitioner in the above-entitled action.

2. | was born 9/19/2004. | have finished sevénth grade ~ 1 should be going
into eighth grade.

3. My parents passed away' ~ my mom had cancer and my dad killed

himself. After that | was having a hard time, | was living with my aunt but | wanted fo live
with my other aunt. My aunt decided she couldn't take care of me anymore so | went to
the State. ‘

4. When | was first in foster care | was supposed to stay at Spruce St}eet.
There was a kid t‘here who was trying to touch me, and [ was trying to report that and they
céuldn’t really stop it. They asked if | wanted to go to court for that, but | didnt really know
what to do. | don't even know what court could do about if. Pretty soon after that
happened | ran away from Spruce Street. | had been at Spruce Strest two weeks —

you're only allowed to be there for two weeks. 1 had almost been there for two wesks — at
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that point I didn’t know you could get an extension for 15 more days, so | thought | had to .
go. | met this girl Jordan who told me she was going to ru;l away, she said that she had a
sireet mom that she; could take me to, she said she wanted to take care of me. | didn't
really see a future for myself there at Spruce Street. At that point my barents had passed
away, my family was fighting (my aunt and my other aunt), | was losing hope. Jordan was
fiteen and she told me she could take me. My counselor that | knew Was all the way in
Kirkland, and | couldn't get there. 1 didn't know anything about the system. My social
worker was brand new. | think she was fired later — because after that | had a new social
worker. Mostly, | feel like my social workers don’t know much about the system, ‘Anyway,

| left Spruce Street,

4, I've had four warrants total, including this one. The first time, | was picked
up was in June of 2018. Me and a friend were walking, my friend was feeling sick — we
were in Monroe. We were signing (holding up signs asking for money). Someone
reported us and the cops came and there were a lot of cop cars. They figured out who |
was. The cop was going to let.- me go and then they figured out that | had a warrant.
When they told me | had a warrant [ was surprised — | couldn’t figure out why | would have
a warrant. And then | tried to run away from the cops and jumped a fence and ran into
the forest. | hid in the thorns — the thorns really hurt. | didn't know what would happen or
where | would go. The cops came and found me and dragged me b’ack to the car and
they took me to Juvie — it was about June 6. | didn't know that | had a warrant. | went to\
Court the next day and then they released me and | went to YouthCare. | was at
YouthCare for a month.

5. .At YouthCare, it was the same as Spruce Street, but it was a girl and a
boy who were doing things they shouldn’t be doing. All of these shelters are not good
places. Th'ere were a lot of fights. There are always a lot of fights at shelters, [ wanted to

find a new purpose. | wanted to find my own family, | didn’t know what to do with myself
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anymore, | just wanted die so | could be with my mom. People thought | was crazy ~ |
don’t think that’s true. Aren’t we all kind of weird? 1 just wanted to find a family to be with.
8. After that | went Roots, a shelter, with people‘ that I kind of knew. | didn't
know where to go 'so | went there since that was where people that | kind of know hang
out ~ like acquaintances. After that | was homeless and living on the streets. | was picked
up again UDYC - a day shelter. | was having ahpanic attack they didn't know what was
wrong and they called the cops. It was a big group‘ of cops. They put me in ambulance
and fook me to Juvie. | saw the judge and got released — they always say the same thing
in court - yes or no to whether I'm in contempt, and | say yes. | never want to say
anything. After that | went to YouthCare again, and | ran the next day because it is Areally

scary to be in Juvie and then to be taken to a shelter — | don’t feel safe in the shelters. |

.feel unsafe everywhere. [ dor't have a home anymore. | don't like being on the run and |

don't like hiding from cops.

7. | was picked up again in Eastlake. Those two cops were nice — | think
they were federal cops. They were pleasant. They took me to Children's Hospital and |
thought | wasn’t going to have to go to Juvie that time, but then 1 did have to go to Juvie
after all. The cops took me to Juvie — that was the end of November. | saw the judge —
that time the judge asked me why | wasn't staying in shelters and | told her it's because
my parents died, which is why I'm in foster care. 1 didn’t think there was anything the
judge could do to help me. | had to write a purge paper about where am | going to be in
10 years. | told them what | want to happen: not to live in a mansion, but to live in an
apartment and have a decent job. My dream is o be in the medical field. Being a lawyer
would be just as cool.

8. After that, | was in Spruce Street for about a month. | was there 15 days
plus 15 days — 30 days. My social worker came to see me and called the cops because |

wasn't wanting to go with her, | wasn't leaving - and so | was technically trespassing
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because | didn't want to leave Spruce Street. My social worker wanted to me to go-to
lowa ~ to a Sequel Facility called Forest Ridge. Buf | don’t want to go to lowa. There is
no reason why | can’t stay here in Washington. That night | spent the night at Memos, a
Mexican restaurant in the U District. [ was trying to get somewhere where | could find a
home, a family, meet new people.

9.-  After that | was homeless until now. While | was on the street, | was
throwing up really bad and people were telling me that | should go to the hospital so that |
could get better. They said that | couid go to the hospital and if | told the hospital they
would keep my information confidential and they wouldn't call the cops. But on the
second day the hospital called my social worker and they told me that eventually they had
to call the cops. Once | got better two cops came to the hos;;ital and took me here to
Juvie. That’s where | am now. . ‘

10. When you are booked into jail — they have to do some paperwork. You sit
there for a little bit. They ask you take your jewelry off. They ask for a girl officer to come
and pat you down all over your body., You go through the metal detector. And then they
have you take your clothes off in the bathroqm and put your clothes in a bag and then you
put on jail clothes. Being in Juvie is not that bad but | don’t like being alone and when 'm
in Juvie because I’'m alone all the time — it makes me more stressed out. | don't like being
alone when I'm here. People are not really nice here. It's a jail, so people are grumpy. |
think some of them have worked here a long time. It's not really much different from the
movies. It's not like a grown-up jail. Most kids would say it’s so bad but, eh, it's not that
bad, the beds are fine, kind of like a shelter. 1t looks liké a mental hospital inside. 'm not
suicidal, | don’t want to kill myself, but | don't like béing here, Someone wrote graffiti on
my bed that they masturbated on my bed, and that was gross, | mean they wash things

but not that good. There is even blood on top of the bed in my room.

i

-4 KING COUNTY DEPT. OF PUBLIC DEFENSE
THE DEFENDER ASSOCIATION DIVISION

1401 EAST JEFFERSON STREET, SUITE 400
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98122 .
TEL: 206-447-3900
28 FAX; 206-447-3990




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

11. When | go to court for these contempt cases the judges are realiy
intimidating. ’When I'm in there my palms are sweating, my heart is raciﬁg. Forme | don't
see a reason why | should be in Court, | haven't done anything wrong. | have ndthing to
say to the judge, because | haven't done anything wrong. | don't disrespect them or
anything, 1 just don't say anything. 'm afraid they'll get mad at me if | start talking.

12. When kids are transpotted to court, they put you ip handcuffs because

they don't want you running away. So when you are transported to Court it is in handcuffs

“and feet handcuffs, they actually go around your waist, and connect to your hands, and

your feet are also chained — it's full duty handcuffs. That should be for actual criminals.
They take them off when you get to the judge floor. It's embarrassing to walk around like
that, kids look at me weird, the kidé around Pioneer Square, and thelr moms, they look at
me weird. I've seen a kid point at me before. ' &on’t want them to think about me like
that. There's no reason why | should be in handcuffs because | haven't done anything
wrong. A lot of cops are really nice, it's not their fault that‘ I'm in handcuffs, it's their

protocol, bui I want to know who is making this decision? Why is this happening? When |

| got handcuffed in the hospital to come here, people looked at me so weird,

13. When I'm out on the street, | would want to go school. But | know that |
have a warrant so the school will call. So | haven't been in school — | was too scared.
Last time | was in school | was doing fine, getting A's and B's (except for one C in
language arts), If | didn't have a warrant | would want to have a counselor and go to
school.

14, Kids don't want to run away. There is no good place for us. If there was a
good place for us we wouldn't want to run away. | would want to live with my aunt Alison

~ 1 know she has Parkinson’s and diabetes, but | think 1 could still be safe with her.

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE
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~N DA

OF WASHINGT()N THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST
OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

ByAL Lol (i

Date/Place Clieit Name
5(@@%@,&/&« y P@QF@%QQV\

Tovenile Dekenlionn |
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-OF A PLACEMENT ORDRRENTBRED -
PURSUANT TO RCW CH 1334

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR K]NG COUNTY
: JUVENILE DEPARTMENT -

NO, 18-'1»-00257«3 SEA.
MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR

- VIOLATION OF A PLACRMENT ORDER
ENTERED PURSUANT TORCW CH 13.34

(Clerk’s Actmn Reqmred)

1 RE DEPENDENCY OF;
Munson, Kaltlyan

DOB: 09/19/2004

_— * Minor Child(ren).

S W

L.  MOTIONAKD DECLARATION

I move for an order of the Court ﬁndmg Kaitlyon Muanson, the child, in confempt
for failue to comply with the terms of. out of home placement Otder dated
March 23, 2018 p]acmg the child, .

11

12 FACTS IN SUPPORT ofthis motion, ate:

Kmﬁynn Munson- left plaoament at Pioneer Sewme Crisig Receiving Cenier,

. ;gpmce Street”, onJanuary 30, 2018 She has not retumedto placement since ﬂns
e, .. .

She was fmmd an May 12, 2018 by Bverett Police and when a DSHS social
worlcer mét-with her she stated fhat ghe wanted fo rup. away, She ran away the’
same ewenmg before being placed, .

She was found again on May 13, 2018 by Bverett Palice and whan she was |
transferred fo a DSHS social woxker she ran away again. -

Kaiffynn was pmsen‘c ot the shelter cate’ heanng on Janvary 24 2018 whers the
-+ order entorerd stated that she was to remain in licensed caras She is aware that she
" 1s in violation of ﬁns court order and subject to co:ntempt of court,

ATTORNAY GENARAL OF WASHINGTON |
‘BDO FIRL Awoms, Suite 2000
Senttle, WA BEI04-3188
(205) 4647744

MOTION AND ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE CoL
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION

Ray, 03/01 pp




T

g

T s

1Y

S

N

""""

1
N IDECLARE undm analty of pe:;]uxy ﬁuder the laws of the State of Wasbmgton
2 .thatthe fore:going:s’tme au comcf - .
3 ‘ Datedtiﬂs 16‘“ day of May 2018 atBellevue, Wa&blngton L , M
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13 . are D}RBCTED TO PERSONALLY AI’PEAR at a HEARB.\IG ON m
Vo ABOVE MOTION TO B‘E HELD -
: 'On___w Y. ,at : amjgm,ﬂngrtfoom _",
16 e E ng Gmmty Supeuor Court, Juvemle Division, 516 ’rhnd Ave Seattle, , e
. a E]I\'Ialengﬁegmnal Jumce Cenfer, 401 Fuurth Ave N I{ent, WA .
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o The Court, having made ‘the ﬁndmg stated “above, hexeby Guder the‘
) " CLERK’S OFFICE TO ISSUE an ARREST WARRANT directing
- law enforcement to pick up the child and take hitn/her to detention.
" Putsiant to RCW 1334,. 165(5) this order has been enfered ex pa.lte ‘
Wlthouf- pnor nonce to the cIuld or, other pamcs. o
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IL » ' ADVICE OF RIGHTS AND CONSEQUENCES
31 . Xfan axrestwananiisissued | ‘

8 Pursvant to RCW 13, 34 165(5) and 13.324.065(1), FOLLOWING A
CHILD'S ADMISSION TO DETENTION, s DETENTION REVIEW
. HFARING must he HELD WITHIN TWENTY-FOUR HOU?RS,
(excludmg Saml‘days, Sundays, and holidays), Detention screening shall

so notify parties and attorneys of record. .

b, - Pursuantto RCW 13, SZA.OSS if*the motion and mder regarding contampt
has been filed and served on the child at or before the detertion review
hearing, and the Cowurt believes that fhe ohild would not appear af 2

. contompt heaing, the Coutt may, otder the child o remain in defention
and.-shall set the matter for a hearing on contempt within seventyutwo
hours (excludmg Satnrdays, Sundays, and holidays). :

32 If an arrest wartant is not jssued, and the matter s scheduled for a coniempt
hearmg' v

a. " Xiis the peiitionex’s resPonalbxhty to have the above-named person
served by someone other than the petitioner who js over the age of
eighteen, and to provide proof of Sueh gervice af the heaving,

b, | 'Thepetitioner musf serve all attomeys of record.

¢, FAILURE TO APPEAR in response to this order to show cause MAY
' RESULT IN issuance of a WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST, and/or’
in the Court ENTERING AN ORDER IN YDUR ABSENCE finding you |
‘m contetnpt of vourd, s

3.3 :_' The pm'pose of the hearing is fo hear ‘and considex evidenoe on the motion.

34 Al pathes h'wc the xight to pr&nt evidence at the hemmg

34  Pussnant to RCW 13.34, 165, IF THE COORT MAKES A FINDING OF
CONTEMPT, the Court M. AY IMPOSE A FINT of ap to two thousand dollars
($2000.00) per day and continuing CONFINEMENT or both, notil such time as
the court fmds that the ohild is no longer in aontempt . .

MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW GAUSE © ~ 4 ATTORNSY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON

|| REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION , RonHilh Avenue, Suto 2000
OF A PLACEMENT ORDERENTBRED ~ * . - e

PURSUANT TO RCW CH 1334
Rev, 03/01 pp o
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YEYLED :
: e HAN2T PO e o by
’ ' 1) KING COUNT Y
1 ‘ “ﬁg SUPER}&R QURT CLERK
| \%% - SEATTLE. WA
2 ’ ' . ’ ,
. 21 ~ :
3 W
4
5 1
6 SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT .
7 ‘ .
IN RE DEPENDENCY OF: "NO. 18.-7-00257-3,SEA ,
8 ! Munson, Kaitlynn - '
,,,,, MOTION. ANDORTIER TOSHOW (AYISE 5
9 || DOB: 09/19/2004 REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR
VIOLATION OF A PLACEMENT ORDER. |
10 BNTERED PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13.34
Minor Child(ren). ,
11 {Clerlc’s Action Required)
2 . . ’
- . .1 MOTION AND DECLARATION
13 ' ‘ .
‘ 1.1 Imove for an order of the Coutt finding Kaitlynn Munson, the child, in‘contempt
14 for failure to ‘comply with the terms oft out of home placement Order dated |-
» March 23, 2018 placing the child.
16 | 1.2 RACTS IN SUPPORT of this motion. axe: .
17 " Kaitlynn Mimson left glacﬂz_nent at YouthCare on Tune 23, 2018 on zn approved
ass. Kaftlypn reported getting lost in. Bverett and contacting YouthCare o pick
18 er 1ip,; but it was foo late in the evening to provide transportation for the youth, A
. Dug 1o her not returning to placement at the end of her pass, they closed her bed.
19 They mads a run report with Beattle P # 18-229951,
.20 Kmﬂynn then made contact with Seattie Police Déparmlent that evening asking |-
for help, $he was located and taken fo the MNorth Pretinct while awaiting CPS'
21 Afterhours to take her to anew shelter, She remained there that might, but then left
the following morning alone before Afterhours could trausport her, Seattle PD
22 made a mm report, Seattle P #18-230364,
23 "She went to the Univétsity District where she met with Michael Flotes, 2 young |-
adolt she has lived with on the streets. Michael contacted the social worker
4 Smnday evening and Monday moming to report their whereabouts and arrange a
05 MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSH 1 ATTORNEY GRIERAL OF WASHINGTOR
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION : WO TEL Avem, Suils 2000
26 OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED ) (208) 46T
PURSTANT TO RCW CH 13.34 . :
Rev, 03/01 pp N 3
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meeting, Social worker met with Kaiflyrm and Michael et the Starbucks at 4147
University Way NE, Seattle, WA 98105 on June 25, 2018, Kaitlymm refused to
retum ta care with the social worken.

Kaitlynn is aware that she iz in vmlaﬂon of the dependency order and subject to
" contempt of court, .

I DBRCLARE wnder gbnalty of perjury under fhie Jaws of the State of Washmgbon :

that the foregomg 16 tre and comest,

' atad fhis 27“‘ of Tune, at Bellevue, Washmgton.

g Party.

RRLECE T 5 b s e
'n

Amberly Badio

Il Printed Nawe of Moving Pty

1.3 V]BWED On 6, 57/18 by:

Nama ANV G.h[[W
Assistant At’éomﬂy Genaxal, WS]E’»A S T /’ZI Z’ ? {

18 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMET
21  Xattlyno Mamson,

(Child"s name) ' ' Parent(s) Neme(s)
are DIRECTED TO PBRS()NALLY APPEAR. at 2 HEARING ON THE
ABOVE MOTION TO BE HELM -
On 3 20 »at : aEp/puy Courtroom oy

. at: t !

X King County Supexior Conrt, Juvenile Division, 5§16 Third Ave., Seattl;,
%‘%\'Iaieng ngioﬁal Justiee Cenfer, 401 Fourth Ave. N, Kent, WA,
and to show cause why contémpf shovld not be ftlmnd“
OR , ;
22 Pumnantto RCW 13.341 165(3) the Courts

L

MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 2 © ATIORNEY GENFBAL OF WASHINGION
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION ‘ s s St 2000

OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED (306) 417744
PURSUANT 'O RCW CH 1334

Rev, 03/0) pp
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, EINDS probable cause to believe that a placement order was violatad
Does NDT find. probable eause o believe that  placement order was

R i B A T i £ 2Tt S R M P i e I A & it RO (A T S

oYy

OO BRI T BTN

2 violated, for the reasons stated below:
3 ERY
4 ) . -
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:
5 .
/@ The Court, having made the ﬁndmg stated above, hereby orders fhe
6 .. CLERK’S OFWICE TO ISSUE an ARREST WARRANT diresting
’ law epforcement to pick up the child and take him/her fo detenhan
7 . Poyguant to RCW 1334, 165(5) this order has besn entered ex parte
. Wlthout priox notice 10 the ¢hild or other parties,
8
g Dated 5/3-7/?2? T
RIDaryCOM
10 ~
11
12
13
4
15 !
16
17 )
18 .
19
20
21
22
23
24 * .
9% || MOTION AXIY ORDER TG SHOW CAUSE, 3 -+ ATTORNEY. GRIZRAL OF WASHINGTON
+ 77 || REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION i A, Sule 2000
36 || OF APLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED " o) dstorzs
PURSUANT TO RCW CH. 13, 34
Rew, 03101 pp
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1 .
m, ADVICE OF RIGHTS AND CONSEQUENCES
5 ;
3.1 Ifan amest Warrant is issued: iy
3 ' '
a. Putgnant to 'RCW 13.34.165(5) and 13.32A.065(1), FOLLOWING A
4 CHILD’S ADMISSION TQ DETENTION, a DETENTION REVIEW
HEARING mmst-be HELD WITHIN TWENTY-FOUR HOURS,
5 (exchding Saturdays, Sundays, aud holidays). Defention scréening shall
so notify parties and attorneys of record.
) y .
b. Purguant to RCW 13,324,065, if the motion. and axder regarding coriterapt
7 ~has been filed and served on the ohild at or before the detention review
hearivg, and the Court believes that the child would not appear at a
8 contempt hearing, the Cowt may order the child to rematn in detention
A ~and-shall.set_the matter. for. s hearing..on.contermpt. within_seventy=two.
9 hours (exeluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays),
10 §} 3.2 If an aveest warrant is pot issued, and the matter is scheduled for a conterpt
hexring: . . :
11 i . '
4. Xtz the pefifioner’s xesponsibility fo have the above-pamed person |,
12 served by someone othex than the petifioner whe is over the age of
eighteen, and to provide proof of such service at the hearing, )
13 ' -
b\, The petitioner must serve all atiorneys of recoxd.
14 ' . :
c. FAILURE TO APPEAR In respohse to this order fo show canse MAY
15 RESULT IN issuance of 2 WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST, andfor,
" in the Court ENTERING AN ORDER IN YOUR. ABSENCE finding you
16 - in confempt of coutt, - . :
17 3.3 The purpose of the hearing it fo hear and consider evidence on the motion,
18 |34 All parties have the right to present evidence af the hearing, o
19 13,5 Pursuant to RCW 13,34,165, JF THE COURT MAKES A FINDING OF
CONTEMPT, the Cowrt MAY IMPOSE: & FINE of up to two thousand dollars
’ 20 ($2000.00) per day and continning CONFINEMENT or both, intil such. time pg
the court that the child 3s no longer in contempt,
21 '
22
23
24 . . )
9% || MOTION AND GRDER TO SHOW CAUSE .4 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHIRGTON
RBGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION Aty Bl 2000
% OF A FLACEMENT ORDER. PNTERED (206) 4647744
! PURSUANT TORCW CH 13.34 '
Rev, 0300 pp
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4
5 o
6 SUPERIOR. COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JOVENILE DEPARTMENT
7
. IN RE DEPENDENCY OF; " | NO. 187-00257.3 SEA.
" 8 | Munson, Kaltlyon
MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
9 [ DOB: 09/19/2004 ~ REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR
- VIOLATION OF A PLACEMENT ORDER.
10 | ENTERED PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13,34
Minor Child(ren). ,
11 | (Clerk’s Action Regquired)
12 N
L MOTION AND PRCLARATION
13 ' ' .
1.1 Tmove for an order of the Comt finding Kaitlyne Munson, the child, in contempt
14 for failure to comply with the terms of: out of home placement Order dated
;5 March 23, 2018 placing the child,
1 L}
16 | 1.2 BACTS IN SUPPORT of this motion ave:
17 Kaitlynn, Munson left placement at YouthCare on August 2 2018 without |
permission. A tun report was made with Seattle PD #18-286305.
18 . ‘
Kaitlynn maintaine some contact with Department, accesses services through
19 YouthCare and has even called the social worker fo check in while on the xun
20 Unfortunately, she still refuses fo come info cate. The Departrent hag serious
concerns about her vulnerability living on the streets and her association. with
21 22-year-0ld male. ‘
22 Kaitlynn is aware that she is in violation of fhe dependency onder atd subject to
contempt of court, ' .
23 ‘
24 T DECLARE under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington
MOTION AND ORDER TO SEOW CAUSE S ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
% | REGARDING CONTEMPTFOR VIOLATION | o, W o0 -
9% OF A . PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED - [Ny 46474
PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13,3“{ S

Hov, 03/01 pp

40




ek

W o8 3 O n B W

SIS S R o B o ] e e R
E & XREBREEE3I 5L LR E s

()

that the fotegoing is frus and correst,

Dated this 6% of September, at Bellevue, Washington,

1.3

2.1

22 .

WAYAA,
Signatixe of Moylhg Pa
Alg%eﬂy Badie vhe Pty
Printed Nate of Moving Party

REVIBWED ON 09/05/18by: . .

Naiter J7. 2edBdlvits _ :
@an{ﬁ%’gﬁiﬁwsm# S0 5%

I  ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT

Kaitlyon Munson : '
(Child’s name) Parent(s) Name(s)

are DIRBCTED TO PERSONALLY APPEAR ai a HEARING ON THE
ABOYE MOTION T0 BE HELD: .

On Yy ,at am/pm, Courtroom ,
af:

%Evl' King County Superior Court, Juvenile Division, 516 Third Ave., Seattls,
Meleng Regional Justice Center, 401 Fourth Ave. N, Kent, WA

and to show cause why conterupt éhmﬂd not be found.

"OR

Pursoant to RCW 13.34, 165(5) the Court:

8, FINDS probable cause io believe that a placetnent order was vialated.
b Does NOT find ptobable cause ta believe that o placement order was.
violated, for the reasong stated below:

IT XS HEREBY ORDERED:
MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUER 2 © ATTORNEY GENERAY, OF WASEINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT ¥OR, VIOLATION A
OF 4 PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED . {206) 4647244
PURSUANT TO RCW CHL 13.34 . .
Rev. 03/01 pp
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Dated; q1 (f)\l (CZ/

The Court, having made the finding stated above, hereby orders the
CLERK'S OXFICE TO ISSUE an ARREST WARRANT ditecting
Jaw enforcement to pick up the child and take him/héex to detention.

Pursnent to RCW 13.34, 165(5) this ordet has been entered ex parte

without prior notice to the ohild or oftier parties.

TOBEHICO 7
‘ ”( 5@} EJ} JU\
MOTION AND ORDERTO SHOW CAUSE 3 ATTONNEY GONRRAL OF WASHINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR. VIOLATION e o nd i
OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED PNy Ty
JPURSUANTTORCW CH 1334
Rey, 03/01 pp
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0L ADVICE OF RIGHTS AND CONSEQUENCES
3.1 Ifan atrest warrant is issued:

& Purayant to RCW 13.34.165(5) and 13,32A.065(1), FOLLOWING A
- CHILD’S ADMISSION TO DETENTION, a DETENTION REVIEW
HEARING must be BELD WITHIN TWENTY-FOUR HOURS,
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays). Detention serecning shall
so notify patties and attorneys of record,

b. Pursuant to RCW 13,324,065, if the motion and order regarding contempt
has been filed and served on the child at or befors the defention review
hearing, and the Cowrt helieves that the vhild would not appear at a

oonternpt hearing, the Court xuay order the child o remain in detention |

and shell set the matter fot a hearing on confempt within seventy-two
hours {excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays).

3.2 Tf ap arrest warrant is nof lssued, and the matter is scheduled for a conteﬁp’r
henring: S

a . It is the petitioner's yesponsibility to have the abave-named person
served by someons other than the petitioner who is over the age of
efghteen, and fo provide proof of such sexvice at the hearing,

b.  The petitioner must sexve all attorneys of record,

o FAILURE TO APPEAR. in response to this order to show cause MIAY
RESULT IN issuance of 8 WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST, andfor
In the Court ENTERING AN ORDER, IN YOUR ABSENCE finding you
in confernpt of coutt,

1 3.3  Thepurpose of the hearing is to hear and congider evidence on the motion.

34  All parties have the right to prasént evidence at the hearing,

35  Pusnant to RCW 13,34.165, JF THE COURT MAKES A FINDING OF
CONTEMPT, the Court MAY IMPOSE A FINE of up to two thousand dollars
($2000.00) pex day and continuing CONFINEMENT or both, vatil such thoe as

. the comrt findg that the child is no longer in contempt. .

MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSB .4 ATTORNBY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON

REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION 80Dk Avesyas Sullo 2000
OF A PLACEMBNT ORDER ENTERED Ayl
PURSKTANT TO ROW CH 13.34

Rey, 03/01 pp
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FILED
2018 DEC 20
KING COUNTY
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK

CASE #: 18-7-00257-3 SEA

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
. JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

IN RE DEPENDENCY OF: NO. 18-7-00257-3 SEA.
Munson, Kaitlynn

DOB: 09/19/2004 REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR
' ‘ : VIOLATION OF A PLACEMENT QORDER
ENTERED PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13.34

(Clerk’s Action Required)

Minor Child.

L MOTION AND DECLARATION

1.1  Imove for an order.of the Court finding Kaitlynn Munson, the child, in contempt
for failure to comply with the tetms of: Dependency Order dated March 23,
2018, placing the child in DCYF custody for placement in licensed foster care.

1.2  FACTSIN SUPPORT of this motion are:

Kaitlynn Munson refused to be transported to placement on December 14, 2018,
She ran away from the social worker and a police officer. A run report was made
with Seattle PD #2018-466245. .

Kaitlynn has a history of running away from placement ta live in a homeless
_ camp with young adults. o

Kaitlynn is awate that running away from placement is a violation of the
dependency order and subject to contempt of coutt.
I DECLARE under penalty of petjury under the laws of the State of Washington

that the foregoing is true and correct,

Dated this 20" of December 2018, at Bellevue, Washington,

MOTION AND ORDER.TO SHOW CAUSE 1 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION 800E1fth Avenu, Sulta 2000

OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED {206 4647144
PURSUANT TORCW CH 13,34

Rev, 03/01 pp .
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. 2.
Signature of Moving Party
Amberly Eadie
Printed Name of Moving Party

1.3 R?IEWED ON AZ [z /i

Name: KATHLEEN SH
Assistant Attorney General, WSBA No.47956

II. . ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT
2.1 Kaitlynn Munson

(Child’s name) ' Parent(s) Name(s)

are DIRECTED TO PERSONALLY APPEAR at a HEARING ON THE

ABOVE MOTION TO BE HELD:

On »20 , at -___am/pm, Courtroom )
it at: '

King County Superior Court, Juvenile Division, 516 Third Ave., Seattle,
};’Ialeng Regional Justice Centerx, 401 Fourth Ave. N., I‘(ent, WA
andto show cause why contempt should not be found.
OR
2.2 Pursuant fo RCW 13.34. 165(5) the Court:
g a. FINDS probable caunse to believe that a placement order was violated,

b Does NOT find probable cause to believe that a placement order was
violated, for the reasons stated below:

IT IS HEREBRY ORDERED:

ij The Court, having made the finding stated above, hereby orders the
.CLERK'S OFFICE TO ISSUE an ARREST WARRANT dirccting
law enforcement to pick up the child and take him/her to detention.

26

MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - 2 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION 300 Fith fvomis, Bullo 2100

OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED {206) 461740
PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13.34

Rev, 03/01 pp
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Putsuant to RCW 13.34. 165(S) this order has been entered ex parte
without prior notice to the child or other parties.

Dated: __\ 2~ !’2:)[ (pj W

TODGE/COMMISSIONER ,
Y efe B
MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 3 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION Seatla, Wi 5100 3120
OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED ' (206) 4647744
PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13,3 )
Rev, 03/01 pp . !
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I, ADVICE OF RIGHTS AND CONSEQUENCES

31  If an arvest warrant {s issued;

a, Pursuant to RCW 13.34.165(5) and 13.32A.065(1), FOLLOWING A
CHILD’S ADMISSION TO DETENTION, a DETENTION REVIEW
HEARING must be HELD WITHIN TWENTY-FOUR HOURS,
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays), Detention screemng shall
g0 nolily parties and attormeys of record,

b. Pursuant to RCW 13.32A.0635, if the motion and order regarding contempt
has been filed and served on the child at or before the detention review
hearing, end the Court believes that the .child would not appear at a
contempt hearing, the Court may order the child to remain in detention
and shall set the matter for a heating on contempt within seventy-two
hours (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and hohdays)

32 if an arrest wawrant i3 not 1ssued and the matter is scheduled for a conterapt
earing:

a. It is the petitioner’s responsibility to have the above-named person
served by someone other than the pefitioner who is over the age of
eighteen, and to provide proof of such service at the hearing.

b, The petitioner must serve all attorneys of record.

c.  FAILURE TO APPEAR in regponse to this ovder to show cause MAY
RESULT IN issuance of a WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST, and/or
m the Court ENTERING AN ORDER IN YOUR ABSENCE findmg you
in contempt of court.

3.3 The purpose of the hearing is to hear and consider evidence on the motion.
34  All parties have the right to present evidence at the hearing. -

3.5  Pursuant to RCW 13,34.165, IF THE COURT MAKES A FINDING OF
CONTEMPT, the Cowrt MAY IMPOSE A FINE of up to two thousand dollars
($2000,00) per day and continuing CONFINEMENT or both, until such time as
the court finds that the chxld is no longer in contempt,

MOTION AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 4 ATFORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
REGARDING CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATION e Sulta 20
OF A PLACEMENT ORDER ENTERED (206) 4647744

PURSUANT TO RCW CH 13.34
Rev, 03/01 pp
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“REGCTYE(
AING COWNTY JWEﬂL[ LEI T~ SEATTLE

g VSRR 01{ COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING covgvl*r
“”“‘ H I AENILE COURT DEPARTMENT 161 /2] Phil2 08

m Ne 18-7 00257 3 SEA '-. €L
B4 Sea [ et F 1l !

N ‘ ARREST WARRANT
OF SOCIAL AND HEALTH SERVICES, {1 Truancy
| ] At Risk Youth
Petrroner ] Cluld 11 Need of Services
B4 Dependency
Vs ‘ (Clerk’s Action Reqour d:
, Expiration. Date
Ifno date 1s filled m recall wariant the 28" day of the
third momth following day of wssuance

Katlynm Munson

Respondent

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO The Duector of Puble Safety of any Peace Officer

WHERRAS, the above entitled court has made and entered an Order Tssuing atn Acrest
‘Warrant for the above named respondent 1o the above—sutitled cause Therefors

¥OU ARE HERTBY IRECTED TO APPFREHEND AND ARREST Karflynn Munson

Bal 1 this werrant shall NOT BE ALLOWED, the arresteo shall be detamed pending a goutt
hearmg

OR 1 ]
[} Bail 1 thes wareant 15 § oash / bond 1 which event he/she must present himself/herself
10 the court

Court will take place at
[ ] the Department of Youth Setvices buslding 1211 East Alder Stroot, Seattle, WA 98122 at § 30
a'm the flist dayfollowing apprehension if apprehended before
X Xang County Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue, Rm E-201, Seattle, WA 98104, 1f appr ehanded of
-or after 05/ 16/ 18 DATED this 16" day of May 2018, at Bellevue, WA,

7}?’"‘"«2 7"\13
LAURA & INVEEN s vy
WITNESS the Honorsble ____ 1 - «/ﬂw 4 :;l? E" é%f”

(SEAL)

(Deputy Clerk)

49




Upon the arrest of the yuvemils, please notify the followmg partres at

W-150 51639 Ave Seattle, WA 98104
st Floor 1211 East Alder Seaitle, WA 98122
it has custody of the chuld )

2)
3)
4)
5)

The youtl’s attorney
Ifthe warrant 13 1asy

Depattment of Youth Services, Central COH&C
Youth’s parents/gnardians {This el

Child s Defense Attorney | Mark Bradley Prone#t | 206 477-8713
DCES Social Worker Amber Eadie ’ Phone # | 425 941-9006
Asstne Artny General | Kareu Zehnder-Wood Phone # | 206 464-7829
Guardian Karen Delgado Prone & | 425221-9600
Guardan s Afforney Gail Levy Phone # | 206 477 9240
Father N/A Phone #
Father s ditorngy N/A. Phone #
| Sehool N/A Phone #
Cowrt Coordinator As assigned Fhone # | 206 205-9716 or 9713
Other . Phone # | 425 583-8031 (cell)
Geramy Hudson (locator) 206 267 3086
Mandatory Distribution To '
1)  Sherdf’s Office, Wartant Section  Kug County Couthouse

aft o%gl‘r atﬁgr Petition, the school district representative

50
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AG1T0484
. PERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
201800 32 An 9 ﬁj JUVENILE COURT DEPARTMENT ”
AV s
.ﬁ No. 18-7-00257-3 SEA AN
Sea [ Kent PEADR CHORT ¢
~ , i % A
WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT ARREST WARRANT T KNG CO%@WW AN
OF SOCIAL AND HEALTH SERVICES, % Truancy
At Risk Youth A 0128
Petitioner - [] Child in Need of Services 12048
' Dependen DEPARTIMENT OF
Vs, (Clmkgmfﬁ,?lf 5 JUDICHRY ADVMSTRATION
Expiration Date;
| I no date is filled tn, vecall warrant the 28" day of the
third month following day of lssuance,
Kaitlynn Mungon,
Respona*enr ¢

THE 8TATE OF ‘WASHINGTOI& TO: The Ditector of Public Safety or any FPeace Officer

WHEREAS, the above entitled court has made and entered an Order Issuing an Arvest
~ Warrant for the above named respondent in the above-entitled cause, Therefore . ..

YOU ARE BHEREBY DIRECTED TO APPREHEND AND ARREST Kaitlynn Munsox.

B Bail jn this watrant shall NOT BE ALLOWED; the atrestee shall be detamed pending a court
hearing, ,

OR

"1 Bail in this warrant is § ' cash / bond in which event he/she must present himself/berself
to the court, ‘

Court wil} teke place at: '
[] the Department of Youth Services building, 1211 East Alder Street; Seattle, WA 98122 at $:30

a m. the first day following apprehension if apprehended before ;
X King County Courthouse, 516 Thivd Avenue, Rm. B-201, Seattle, WA 98104, if apprehended on
or after 06/27/18. DATED this 27" of June 2018, at Ballevue, WA,

WITNESS the Honorable W;’R‘m i VEE' S
: BARB. R
(SEAL)
m\“« King County Supetior Court Clerk
NN
o >, w‘d«
£ g AP
e ~."‘ % “J(Depiﬁtf Clerk) ‘
ML LPAIT,
Arvest Warran 5 1 Page




Upon the arrest of the juvenile, please notify the folowing partles at:

Child's Defense Attorney. | Mark Bradley FPhone # | 206-477-8713
DCES Social Worker Amber Eadio Fhone # | 425-941-9006
- Asstrt dttny General | Kaven Zehnder-Wood Phone # | 206-464-7829
Guardian Karan Delgado Phone #- | 4252219600
Guardian's Aftorney | Gail Lovy FPhone # | 206-477-9240
Fother N/A Phone #
Father's Altorney WA Phone #
School /A, Phone #
Court Coordinator As assigned Phone # | 206-205-9716 or 9713
Otrar Phome | 415-583-8031 (ool

Geramjf Hudson (locator)

206-267-3086

Mandatory Distribution To:

1) Sheriff’s Office, Wonant Section, King County Courthouse,
W-150. 51639 Ave. Seattle, WA 58104

J

2}  Department of Youth Services, Contral Control. First Floor, 1211 East Alder, Seattlo, WA 98122,
3) Youth's parents/gnardians, (This includes DCFS if it has custody of the child.) :

4)  Theyouth’s attorney.

5} If the warrant is issued as part of a Truancy Petition, the school distriot representative,
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208NV 13 A 10 00 FILED D15
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON RKING COUNTY, Five. ' 8y
JUVENILES P O °
‘Sf::f';‘ if.:“‘l H}I 2’
No. 18-7-00257-3 SBA TE ey
CASE #: 18-7%]0867-3 BE Kent (
WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT ARREST WARRANT
OF SOCIAL AND HEALTH SERVICES, | T°] Truaney
I At Risk Youth .
Petitioner [} Child in Need of Services
+ [X Dependency
VS, {Clerk’s Action Required)
Bxpiration Date:
Ifno date is filled in, recall warrant the 28" day of the
~ third month following day of issuance,
Kaitlynn Munson, .
Respoudent .
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO: The Director of Public Safety or any Peace Officer
WHEREAS, the above entitled court has made and entered an Order Issuing an Arrest
Warrant for the above named respondent in the above-entitled cause. Therefore ...
YOU ARE HEREBY DIRECTED TO APPREBEND AND ARREST Kaitflynn Munson..
Bail in this warrant shall NOT BE ALLOWED:; the arrestee shall be detained peu ga gourt
henting, “
~ “p‘
OR. @f i} ?f % 4
[T] Bail in this warrant is § cash / bond in x\@@ ﬁg hé/ghe must present himsslf/herself
to *be court. P
Bl
Court will take place at:

{71 the Department of Youth Services building, 1211 East Alder Street; Seatile, WA 98122 at 8:30
. axu, the fitst day following apprehension if apprehended before ;
< King County Courthouse, 516 Third Avenne, Rm., E-201, Seattle, WA 98104, if apprehended on

or after 09/06/18.  DATED this 6% of Septerfﬁm.%alé %Jé%% WA.

LAURR €. INvEE:D

WITNESS the Honorable

(sBAL) SEP OG0B BARFARA MINER
oy, King County Superior Court Clerk

P 7. EROWN /)%7
iy

: ‘Ofwas\\““'?}f’f (Deputy Clerk)

Arrest Warrant : : 5 3 . Pagel




Upon the arrest of the juyenile, please nofify the following parties af:

Child's Defense Attorney: | Mark Bradley Phone # | 206-477-8713
DCFS Social Worker Amber Badie Phone # | 425-941-9006
Assint Attny General | Karen Zehnder-Wood Phone # | 206-464-7829
Guardian | Karen Delgado Phone # | 425-221-9600
Guardian's Altorney Gail Levy Phone # | 206-477-9240
Father N/A Phone #
Fuather's Atiorney WA Phone #
School N/A Phone # .
Court Coordinator As agsigned Phone # | 206-205-9716 or 9713
Other . Phone # | 425-583-8031 (cell)
Geramy Hudson (locator) 206-267-3086

Mandatory Distribution Tos

Y

' Arvest Warrant

Sheriff’s Office, Watrant Section. King County Coutthouse,

W-150, 516 3™ Ave, Seattle, WA 98104
Dapartment of Youth Services, Cenival Control.. First Floor, 1211 East Alder, Seattle, WA 08122,
Youth’s parents/guatdians, (This includes DCFS if it has custody of the child,)

The youth’s attorney,
If the warrant is issued as part of a Truancy Petition, the school district representative,

Page 2
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KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

MAY 302018

SUPERIOR COURT GLERK
BY HEIDI L. STEWART
, DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

JUVENILE DEPARTMENT
IN RE DEPENDENCY OF: NO. (2100 257T-2 SEA
Munsony Keathynn :
a /v [ 2604 : ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/

Minor Child. | MOTION FOR. CONTEMPT

THIS MATTER came before the court for a detention review hearing on
51’.’:02 % (date) on the Department’s Motion and Order to Show Cause Regarding
Contempt for Violation of a Placement Order, This hearing was held following the
youth’s admission to detention on ‘3] 24 } V¢ (date) pursuant to issuance of an

RCW 13.34.165 arrest warrant. The following parties were pregent:

Youth,: \L"*;:"\VHH M\,hgv_\- -
] Youth’s attoxney, Tevl (’amn\\ax]
X] Social Wotker, Bedve¢ fadie,

] AAG AN s :or[ | AAG waived presence
X} Otherf, Weekmich, '
| See Clerk’s Minutes,

. The court, having reviewed tﬁe Motion for Contempt, heard argnment of the

i}

parties, and being familiar with the records and files herein, entets the following:

I, FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The youth [N admits that he/she was in yiolation of his/her placement order and the
court therefore finds the youth in contempt.

ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEWAMOTION 1. ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON | .

) 8O0 Fisth Avenue, Suite 2000
RE: CONTEMPT Seattto, WA 981043188
Rev, 12/10 thn . . (206) 464-T744
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2. The youth [_] denies that he /she was in violation of the placement order and the
court therefore sets this matter for a contempt heating on at
a.m /p.m.. The court further finds that the youth [_] will [_] will not return for the
conterpt hearing, and therefore || holds the youth in detention pending the hearing,
[7] releases the youth to DCFS for placement pending the contenapt heaving.

3. The youth [_] denies that he/she is in contempt of the placement otder and the court
heard evidence (see clerk’s minutes). Based on the evidence presented, the court [_]
finds [ "] does not find the youth in contempt for violating the placement order.,

7

‘ II. ORDER ,

ITIS HEREBY QRDERED, ADJUDGED and DECRELD &f\}}%\ o it v 'HW @
1. [ﬁ The youth is in contempt and shall serveupto_\ __ days in detention, with
the opportunity to purge the coﬁtempt by D writinga ~ . page paper that
addresses the topics set forth ﬁeﬁwmﬁmm%%m ot
can imrge the contempt by ]ﬁ _A%*u ctedt oy e NogeVe G Yvuyecn

YeeRbieks nty, s j%%nm‘wz“{. B guiax orddipn NS
¥ o epndNion Ror veleatt,

2. [] The youth is not in contenpt and shall be released to the supervising agency for

placement in the court’s previously authovized placement;

3. Y P el ot ci\esced Nraen AodaNine ﬁ;o,}m\;.
’[)zpa‘rm&f' dlnal provuve a.copy of the bools tae sy FoliAo pliuctud

¥

Dated this St day of /W\wé, , _ZO 1?

[ TTUDGE X COMMISSIONER P.T,

)

I

-

Pregented by: SoreNnm W\ \ M\ Title/Role DG, ¥ ooy g, Susan Lionens
Approved for entry: Y . itle/Role Nohs &, #2268
e fae. e  Title/Role Atapasnomn B, 221087
GraX \Buioe Title/Role V) 8
ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/MOTION 2 AT ro“‘;ﬁg}?&”fw“ OSF }Né;g}glNG'l'ON )
RE: CONTEMPT ) venie, Sulte 2000
Rev. 12/10 tim Seattg,a WA 610031
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KNG CC@UNT\’. WASHINGTON

AUG. 01 2038
SUPERICR COURT oLERk
Y HEIDI L. STE%VPQ%

SUPERIOR. COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
- JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

IN RE DEPENDENCY OF; No. J§-T-00d57~ R S¢A

Sdw, Aa P / An 51&!”0&
/77mi Kai / ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/
Minor Child, MOTION FOR CONTEMPT

© THIS MATTER came before’ the cowt for a detention review hearing on’
SJ[ / / / g (date) on the Department’s Motion and Order to Show Cause Regarding
Contempt for Violation of a Placement Order. This hearing was held following the

youth’s admission to detention on (date) pursuant to issuance of an

RCW 13,34.165 arrest warrant, The following parties were present:

Youth, K artlinn /%,usw/

Youth’s attorney/ /H o - {‘acU € ‘{
. Social Worker, 2 o oli e M- £Ed-

AAG, LSy L A G waived presence .

Cther ; '

See Clerk’s Minutes.

The court, having reviewed the Motion for Contempt, heard argument of the

parties, and being familiar with the records and files herein, enters the following:

I,  FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The youﬂ_a‘:m/zld:nits that has in violation of h1s/her placement order and the
court therefore finds the you contenpt,

ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/MOTION 1 " ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
RE: CONTEMPT 800 Fisth Avanue, Suito 2000
- Seatlis, WA 98104-3188

Rev. 12410 tlm . (206) A64-T744

ORIGINAL
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2. The youth [_] denies that he Jshe was in vmlatmn of the p]acement order and the
-coutt therefore sets this matter for a contempt hearing on at
a.m./p.m. The court further finds that the youth ["Twill [_] will not veturn for the
contempt hiearing, and therefore [_| holds the youth in detention pending the hearing,
["] releases the youth to DCFS for placement pending the contempt hearing, .

3, The youth [ ] denies that he/she is in contempt of the placement order ahd the court
heard evidence (see clerk’s minutes). Based on the evidence presented, the court [ ]
finds [_] does not find the youth in contempt for violating the placement order.

II. ORDER f
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that:. reO’ §~
. P/ oy
1. M youth is in contempt and shall serve upio L days in detention, W1th

the opportunity to purge the conterpt by [ | wrmng a____ page paper that

addresses the topics set forth on.the attachcd page which is incorporated by reference; or .

ﬂ?cfr/f/’{’_'mh“}'s 726", Vca(/y% 5'/:)@1// Ve Fuvrim
pCz,/ - eardesed ﬁ/acefr@{‘)‘f’

Z. [} The youth is not in conterpt and shall be released to the supervising agency for

placement in the court’s préviousty authorized placement,

" Dated this / ‘y*c‘fay of /4 Ypt'S 7 ,p? /5
. 7/ .
e
K 5?7;5’2 - Shawn Growlay
Présented by: Title/Role : .
Approved for D - Title/Role _ Yol A4 awf Mage amgb
. ‘ Tifle/Role Y
s Title/Role. ; T
ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/MOTION 2 .Aﬂomgg}v?mRAL%FWA%OHNGFON .
RE: CONTEMPT ) venue, Suite 2000
Rev. 3i0Mm . . . Y
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FILED
2018 NOV 13
KING COUNTY
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK

CASE #: 18-7-00257-3 SEA .

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

IN RE DEPENDENCY OF: NO. /§- F3-po2i?-4 I&H

FLhHn ATV
Kopr % ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/

Minor Child. | MOTION FOR CONTEMPT

THIS MATTER came before the courl for a detention review hearing on
pove 42, (date) on the Department’s Motion and Order to Show Cause Regarding
2007 "

Contempt for Violation of a Placement Order. This hearing was held following the

youth’s admission to detention on awpeaasw 5 (date) pursuant to issuance of an

2ot &
RCW 13.34.165 arrest warrant, The following parties were present;

Youth, fawithw proares

Youth’s attorney, gasse gravecy

Social Worker, Amgixey oo’

AAG, f, senfra_; or || AAG waived presence
Qther ;

See Clerk’s Minutes.

The court, having reviewed the Motion for Contempt, heard argument of the 4
parties, and being familiar with the records and files herein, eniers the following;

I FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The youth >4 admits that he/she was in violation of his/her placement order and the
court therefore finds the youth in contempt.

ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/MOTION 1 AﬂORigggrq[ﬁmeL OSF ylvﬁé%géuo‘rbn
RE: CONTEMPT 1 Avenug, Sulls
Rev. 12/10 {lm Sy

ORYGINAL
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2. The youth || denies that he /she was in violation of the placement order and the
" court therefore sets this matter for a contempt hearing on at
a.m./p.m. The court further finds that the youth [ will [] will not return for the
contempt hearing, and therefore [ holds the youth in detention pending the hearing, -
[[] releases the youth to DCES for placement pending the conternpt hearing.

3. The youth [_] denies that he/she is in contempt of the placement order and the court
heard evidence (see clerk’s minutes). Based on the evidence presented, the court []
finds [ ] does not find the youth in contempt for violating the placement order.

II.  ORDER

' IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that:

1. P4 The youth is in contempt and shall serve up to_— &~ days in detention, with

the opportunity to purge the contempt by P<| writing a - /- page paper that
. A LHERE DokT SHE JEE HERTELE 160 OmET gV, G oud T AT
addresses the topics-set sO1-
AWy P Ia Aé’ﬁwnaﬂ ~5=dmyis Yoyt WA Rocep /9 / 3
can-purge-the-contempt by _ :

2. [] The youth is not in contempt and shall be teleased 1o the supervising agency for

placement in the court’s previously authorized placement,

3.
Dated this /2 ™ day of povcrgne.  20/F ,7«”—#-""7_37“"—\
&I TUDGE [FE0 R
: A rE ARy
Presented by: AL #Arms) At Tifle/Role _avier  Zan L Horfoune

Approved for entry: Az dnnveds, A AR5 Tile/Rale
st collazr. Title/Role

Wﬁhﬂuﬂom o
ORDER ON DETENTION REVIEW/MOTION 2 %‘J TR AL
800 Fifth AVénue, Snite 2000 X

RE: CONTEMPT Seatlls, WA 981043188

Rev. [2/10 Um (206} 464-7744
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FILED
2018 NOV 14
KING COUNTY
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK

CASE #: 18-7-00257-3 SEA

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON STATE
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

JUVENILE COURT
IN RE DEPENDENCY OF:
KAITLYNN MUNSON | No, 18-7-00257-3 SEA
4 RELEASE ORDER
Minor child.
L BASIS

The youth has purged her. contempt by complying with the conditions set forth in this
court’s orders and completing her purge paper. |
II, ORDER
THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS: The youth has purged her contempt and shall be
released to DCYF for placement in accordance with prior court orders.
DONE IN OPEN COURT this \4™ dayof _ Nowern loon, ,2018.

D ”*v)

JUDGE/SGHR‘PEBNM%S
Presented by: ' Mafé Rajul
Helen Redman, WSBA#38901 ‘ .

On Behalf of Mark Bradley, Attormey for Youth
AGREED ORDER - i KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC

DEFENSE

THE DEFENDER ASSQCIAT|ON DIVISION
s R 710 SECOND AVENUE, SUITE 700
-4 SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104
TEL: 206-477-8700
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[IKing West [_lOICW
[CIWhite Center [IMLK
BMKing East [ 1King South .
[]Adoptions!BRS . . JAN 24 2018

. ) . SUPERICR cou
v svuszoxt,s%cvx'ﬁg'f

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON ‘ .
COUNTY OF KING, JUVENILE COURT _ | |
' ' ' No: |§— 700 25773 SEA :

, Dependency of: ’ .
» . Shelter Care Hearing Order A
a ' . [R Agreed as to [] mother [7] father ‘other
Munsan, Kaitlynn Sarah ) o [[] Contested as fo [[] mother [| father [] other
‘ [] Default as to [ mother [] father [ other
(SCOR)

D.O.B. 09/19/2004

_[] Glerk's Action Required. Para. 3.5 (EDL), 3,10

The parties sgdl . ' o
Hold a [] case conference @kmediation:
On: [Date] Mh_lg'. 2el¢ at ,0 ﬁm fp.m.

Al: [Address]
[ Nothold a case conference at this time because the parent [:] did not appear at shelter care [ did not want .
to participate, or [ ] the court set a madiation instead,
[71 Not hold a mediation because the court has determined that lhls case is not appropnate for mediation,

The court shall ccmdunt £

- Date Time
Shelter Care Hearing | 241408 GO0 A
1 King County Juvenite Gourt, Courtroom 5, 1211 E. Alder Street Seaftle, WA )
X King County Gourthouse, 2™ flsor, 516 Third Avenue, Sealtle, WA -
[ Kent Regional Justice Center, Courfroom 11, 401 4" Ava. N., Kent, WA
Pre Trlal Conference i ;3/ 6718 [ EYS T AN

King County Juvenile Court, Courtroom 5, 1211 E. Alder Strest Soattle, WA

King County Courthouse, 2% floor, 516 Third Avenue, Seattle, WA

Kent Regional Justice Center, Courlraom 1L, 401 4" Ave, N, Kent, WA '

Facl - Finding ] KLY IR | X144 am
* [l King County Juvenile Coust, Courroom 5, 1211, Alder Street Seatlle, WA i

X King Gounty Courthouse, ond floor, 516 Third Avenus, Seattle, WA

[] Kent Regfona Justice Center, Gourtroom 11, 401-4™ Ave, N., Kent, WA

1 ORI

t

L. Hearing _
1.1 Petition: A dependency petition was filed In this matter on 01/23/2018 [Date] by
B D5HS [ Licensed Child Placement Aganey : )
[ Other . ‘The child was removed from the parents’ care on

01/21/2018 (Date) by [] court order X protective eustody [ hospitalidostor hold [
voluntary placement agreement. The court held a shelter care hearing on this date oy on

01/24/2018 (Date),
Shelter Care-Hearting Order (SCOR) - Page 1 of 10

. WPF JU 02.0200 (07/2013) - JUCR 2.1, 2.3, 2.4; RCW 13, 34 062, 065 ogiﬁg %’Eﬁ
i
. . . A ’ % .

64




1.2 ‘ Appearance The fallowing persons appeared at the hearing:

X Child Child's Lawyer
[l  Mother (deceased) ‘ Ll Mother's Lawyer
[[]. -Father (deceased) - | Father's Lawyer
] Alleged Father ] Alleged Father
¢ Guardian or Legal Gustodian - . Guardian's or Legal Custodian's Lawyer
I Child's GALICASA Il GAL's Lawyer
. X DSHS/Supervising Agency Worker Xl Agency's Lawyer W. £ MW
] Tribal Representative | Cuirent Caregiver, . L g
1 Interpreter far [] mother [] father A Other Gantadiian Iy 3“&’("”\" Y tﬁ;l’
[] other ‘ we
1.3 . Basls: The court congidered the dependency petmon declarahons testimony, if any, and the ’
relevant caurf records, ‘
X The child s 12 years old or o!der and the court made the Inguiry required by RCW
13.34.100(8).

3

II. Findings -

2.1 Notice: The petltioner gave adequate notice as required under RCW 13, 34 082 to the [1 mather
[T tather [X] child if age 12 or older [X] guardian [ legal custodian [] other; .

The petitioner [] has [_] has not mada reasonablg efforts to prov:de notice to the [_] mother
[ tather ] child["] guardlan [[14egal custodian {:} other___ - +_andlo
inform them of their rights. -

’ ) o v w‘l’ ey ow W24 zetd N{f«/)ﬂ’
2.2  Child's Indian Stafus: 16 (’47 : i& wuw‘\ 1‘,6‘,“ oM e ot pitdd A £’§
The petlt!oner X has [ has not made a good faith effort to determme Whether)thechﬂd Is an

Indian Child,

X Basad upon the following, the child Is not an Indian child as defined in RCW 13 38.040,
: and the fedéral and Washington State Indlan Chlld' Welfare Acts do not apply to these
pmceedmgs ‘

The pateral zunt (guardian) has stated that the paternal side of the family is not Ngﬁyi
American. lee mother is deceased and no matetial relatives could be located. The

Departrment has no reason to helleve that this child Is joart A __Membes”
0 F of 15 ¢ 5 )Utf ’W‘ Memh tesh V W 4.&:’, F‘&/‘ﬂ"ﬁ‘, ﬂf[ﬂ;(;{lc‘}
' :
N Based upon the following 1nformatton cuirantly avallable to the court, the child may he an
Indian child as deflned In RCW 13.38.040, and the federal and Washington-State Indian
Child Welfare-Acta do apply to these proceedings:

[} Baseduponthe following, the child Ig an Indlan child as defined in RCW 13.38.040, and
. + the fedéral and Washington State Indian Child Welfare Acts do apply to these
proceedings:.

Shalter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 2 of 10 ~
WPF JU 02.0200 (07/2013) - JUCR 2.1, 2.3, 2.4; RCW 13.34. 062, .065
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[1 - The pstitioner D has [ has not made preliminary efforts to notify all trlbes to which the
petitioner or court knows or has reason to know the child may be & mermher or etxgible for
membership of these proceedfngs ‘ . ,

23 Rights: The parties pressnt at the hearing were‘infarmed of their rights pursuant to '
RCW 13.34,065 and 13.34.090.

24 Walver of Shelter Care Hearing: The []mother [] father [Mguardian [ ] legal custodtan
: . requested a waiver of the shelter care hearing. The court determined that the parent, guardian, or
legal custodian X was [[] was rot represented by an attorney and the walver of the shelter care
hearing was knowing and voluntary. .

2.5 Shelter Care Factors:
‘ The court considered the following factors:

(=) What services DSHS/Supervising Agency provided to the family to prevent or elim!nate
the need for removal of the child from the child's home.

[T if tack of suitable bousing Was a significant factor in removal of the child, whether
DSHS/Supervising Agency provided housing assistance to the family.

‘(b) Whether the child can be safely returned to the home pendlng the dependency fact~
finding hearing.

{c) . Wheather restraining orders or orders excludfng an allagadly abusive household member
from the house of 8 nonabusive parent, guardian, orJegal custodian. will allow the child to )
safely remain In the hame.

(d) What efforte DSHS/Supervising Agency made to place the chitd with a relative or othar
suitable parson known to the child and with whom the child has a relationship. The court
inquired whether DSHS/Supervising Agency has dlscussed this {ssue with the parents.

(e) Whether the placement proposed by DSHS/Supervising Agency is the least disruptive
and most family-like setting that meets the needs of the child.

'(f) Appointmant of an attorney or guardlan ad Jifem for the child's parent, guardlan, ar Iega! '
custadian, or for the child. _ '

(g} *+ The terms and conditions for parental, <;ibling, and family wsits
2.6 Reasonable Efimts

|
X Petitioner made reasonable efforts to pravent or eliminate the need for rémoval of the child [
from the child’s flome. For the reasong set forth In the dependenacy petition, supporting
declarations and affldavits, and/or the testimony presented to the cowrt:

. The risk of imminent harm fo the child as assessad by petifioner sstablishes
- reasonable cause for the continued out-of-home placement of the child pending the .
fact finding hearing; and/or

X Specific services affered or provided fo the parent(s) have been unable to remedy |
‘fhe:]| unsafe conditions in the home and make it possible for the child to returnhome;]

‘ andf or

Returning the child to the home would serlously sndanger the child's health, safety,
and welfare.

[0 Additional reasonable efforts findings:

) Ve
Shelter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 3 of 10 r

WPF JU 02,0200 (07/2013) - JUCR 2.1, 2.3, 2.4; RCVV 13,34, 062, .065
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2.7

2.8

2.9

210

Sheitex Cara: - ' . . ,

i

2l

The court does not find reascnable cause o beliave that shelter care Is needed.

itIs currently contrary to the welfare of the child to remain in or return home, ‘The child is in
need of shelter care because thera is reagonable cause to balieve:

IR The chifd has no parent guardian, or legal custodlan ta provide supervision or care for,

such child; andfor

Xl The release of the child would present a serious threat of substantial harm to the child;
andfor

[ The parent, guardian or oustodian ta whom the child could be released js alleged to
have vmlated RCW BA.40.060 or 9A40.070.

Placemant

&

A X relative or [] sultable parson is avallable or wminq to care for the child and to mest
any special needs of the child or to facilitate the child's visitation with siblings.

1 Placement with the relative or other suitable person is in the ohild’s best interests.

| DBHS/Suparvising Agency needs to further investigate the character and
sultabiiity of the proposed relative or ather suitable pemon fo determine if the
placement is in the child’s best interests.

X Placement with the relative or other suntable person is not in the child's best
intarests as there is reasonable cause to beliave that placement of the child with
the relative or sultable person would, lzﬁ‘jeopardlze {he health, safely or welfare of
the child [7] hinder efforts to reunite tha parent and child.

A [ retative or [] suitable person is not avallable or willing to care for the child and to

meet any special needs of the child or to facilitate the child’s visitation withi siblings.
DSHS/Supsrvising Agency made the following efforts toward placement with a relative or

other suitable person M w3, 0{/55"*’"

lgveshgaﬂon by the Department and Law Enforcement for possible abuse of this child.

Restraining Order:

] The court finds reasonable cause fo bellevi that an incident of sexual or physical ahusa
has ocourred and that a restraining order Is necessary pursuant to RCW 26.44.083(2).
[T Arestraining order [[] has been 1 shall be entered pursuant RCW 26,44.083 and shall
be incorporated by referance (nfo this order. Placement of tha child with
) [name] shall be contingent an contmued comphance
with the terms of the restraining-order.
Services:

The court inguired into whether the child, the parent or parent(s), of the legal guardian requires-
examlinations, evaluations, or immediate services. The court also inguired into whether the”
parent(s) agrea(s) to any recommended sarvices, and the parant(s} agree(s) to participate in the
services listed in the Order, \ :

X

The Department recommends. the following examinations, evaluations, or lmmediate
services for the child:
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211

2,12

3.1

as We,(’] a8 '*J"lwﬂ’vct« .

Kaitlynn will continue to get on-golng routine mgdical check-ups m:{uqu hearing, vision,

and dental care, Kaitiynn will be provided with igrlef counseling, Kaiflynin will get individual
counseling to address depresslon and anxietyd Kaithynn will be provided with-medications
as prescribed by her medical and mental health. Drovtders

The child is 12 or older and [ ] agrees ta the seryicesD was nofified of the services
[ was notified that hefshe may request an attorney. . ,

Education stafus:

[T “the child Is ot of school age.

[X] “The: caurt. considered whether it is in the best mterest of the child to rema[n enrolled in the
. A prle s\ [name of school, davelopmental
program, or child care] the child was in prior to placement and what efforts have baen -
macde to maintain the child in the scheal, program] or child care if it would be in the best
inte%est of-the child to remaln in the ﬁgxne school, program, or child care. n\es mf\!{’”"
ﬁ\r“"f“b selat
[l Theghild shomd not remain enrolled in the child’s present school, deve(opmental program,
. or oHild care and the reasons for the transfer toanew school developmental pragram, of
child care are;

] DSHS/Superwsxng Agency should enroll the chlid In sehool, developmental program, or chlid
© care immediately and within seven school days and request transfer of records. -

DSHS/Supervising Agency is responstble for coordinating the student’s educational
informuation.

The child meets the criteria for appolntment of an educational liaison. DSHS/Supervi sing
Agency racommends that this court appomt (name) ,@ﬂW (umadihn _ as the child's
educational liaison.

SN The parents are not able to serve as the educational lfalson becauses

X

}‘\4'»\ it ")e,cm‘;eJ ’Q‘c’i mw)f?»n o e \\\"N. v Cmi\\w‘l

Yo o P oncarond’ \ntsen ond Yy m/uM s e ¢ af thd

K Otheér. The Department recommends the following services for the parents AL
For the Guardian: Individual Counseling with emghasig on understanding children
experiencmq loss, death, and denression

M

[l Order
Placement: ! ’ T -
[ The child is released to the child's parent, guardian or legal custodran
Nama(‘;) i

Shelter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 5 of 10 .
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T 32

3.3

24

]

Addrass:

Subject 1o the fallowing conditions:

The chitd is placed in or shall ramain in shelter cars, in the temporary custody and under
the supervision of DSHS/Supeivising Agency, which shall have-the suthorily to place the
child iIn:

> Licensed foster care. )
[l . Relative placement with . . fname).
] Placement with a suitable person: [name].

Placement with the relative or sultable person is contingent upon the caregiver's.
cooperation with the DSHS/Supervising Agency case plan and compliance with this, and
ali subsequent court orders related to the care and supervision of the child, Including put -
not limited to parent-child contact, sihling contacts and any other conditioris irmposed by
the court,

Placement conditions:

DSHS/8upervising Agency shall continue to make reasonable afforts to locats and
investigate an appropriate relative or other sultable person who is avallable and willing to
care for the child, and is authorlzad to share information with pofential relative or other
sultable person placement regouroces &s hecessary to determme their suitabilily and
wiilingness asa placement for the child.

DSHS/Supervtsmg Agency shall have authority to place the child with an appropriate
retative with prIor reasonable notice to the parties, subject to review by the court.

Visitation: DSHSloupemsing Agency shall provide visits between the child and parent guardian,
or legal custodian as follows:

[} Per visitation attachment.

As follows: yisitafidn betwean guardian and child will be one fime per weelk for 2 hours,
supsrvised by tha Depariment or its designee. at the child's disgretion. The Depariment will have
the authority fo liberalize the visifs to include Ingreasing the frequengy. the duration, or decreasing

the need for supervision,

If siblings are not placed together, DSHS/Supervising Agency shal& pmvlde sibling visits or contact
as follows;

¥

[X Visitation may be expanded upon agreement of the parties.

Attorney/GAL Appointments: Attorney and guardian ad fitermn appointments are as follows:;
X attorney (] guardian ad litem for _Kaitlynn Sarah Munson . {Name].
[Z] attormey [ quardian ad fitern for ' ) " [Name.

Shelter Care Hearing Order (BCOR) - Page 8 of 10
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" [Tattorney [] guardian ad iitem for [Name),
] atterney [ guardian ad fitem for __ . ' [Name].

‘34 Services:

1. DSHSfSupervrsmg Agency shall offer or provide and the parent/guardian/oustodian shall
participate in the following agresd upon exarninations, evaluations, or immediate services;

] The mother agrees o and shall parficipate in the following:

The following services were recommended by the Department for the mother but were not agreed
to and are therefore not ordarad:
ij The father agrees to and shall participate in the following:

The following services were recommended by the Department for the father but were not agreed
to and are therafore not ordered; .

. The alleged father ) [name] shall participate in the following:

/

The following services were recommended by the Department for the alleged father but wers not N
agreed to and are tharefore not ordered:

BL The guardian/legal custodian shall participate irr the following:
e seckivm 7.\

B DSHSISupervls ng Agency shall provtcle and the child shall partiolpate in the following
examinations, evaluations, or immediate seryices:

S _geckn Z.|0

1 Per attached service plan.

i Other:

i

3.5  Education: . T

@ m DSHS/Supervislng Agency or its dasignee shall immediately and within seven school da y§
timely enroll the child in school and request transfer of records, T% a0 sdvee] weeitd
DSHS/Supervising Agency or {ts designee shall provide the child's school with a certified
copy of the Order and Authorization Re Health Care and Education. ‘

Shelter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 7 of 10
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oy (Name) va‘) al s appointed as the child's educational liaison to carry
' out the responsibilities describad in Laws of 2013, ch. 182, §5, The educational liaison
must completé eriminal background checks required by DSHS/Supstvising Agency.

36 Parental Coaperation:

The parents shall cooperate with DSHS/Supervnsmg Agenoy and provide a current address and
phone number to the soclal worker at all times. Within wo weeks of the antry of this order, the
parents shal} provide additional information necessary for placement and notice purposes
including: .

(d) The names, addresses, and phane number of any relatives or other suitable persons who
may be placement resolreas for the child.

(b) The names, addresses, phone numbers and other ldentnfymg mformat:on of any alleged
pareni(s) of the child,

(c) Any known information regarding possible membership in or descent from an Indian tribe.

(d) Information necessary to determine fihanclal ellgibnl:ty for setvices or foster care.

{8y Other:
The parents shall sigh and malntain current releases of information during the course of these

procesdings for exchange of information between all eveiuators and service providers,
DSHS/Supservising Agency, CASA/BAL, Juvenile Court, AAG, and the parents’ atforneys.

3.7  Paternity:

4 The alleged father(s) shall cboperate In the
establishment of patemtty and shall comblete all inferviews, papen:vork and genetio
testing within " days of the entry of this order. . (

. The mother shall cooperate in the establishment of paternily and shall complete all
interviews, papetwork, and génetic testing within days of the entry of this order.
The child shaH be made available for genatic testing,

If paternity has not been established regarding the child; the court authorizes the
King County Prosecutor's Offioe to proceed In the King County Superior Coutt, Family
Law Division, on the tasue of paternily, curreént and past child support, and costs.

oo o

3.8 Release of Information:

All court-ordered service providers shall make all records and all raports avallable to DSHS,
attorney for DSHS, parent's aftomay, the guardian ad litem and attornay for the child. Parents
shall sign releases of Information and allow all court-ordered setvice providers to make all records
available to DSHS and the guardian ad litem or attarney for the child. Such information shall be
provided Immedlately upon request. All information, reports, records, etc., relating to the provision
of, participation in, or parfies’ interaction with services ordered by the court or-offered by DSHS
may be subject to disclosure in open court unless specifically prohibited by state or federal law or
reguiation, .

3.9 General;

DSHS/Supervising Agency shall have the right to access, inspect, and copy all records partaining
1o the above-named child, mcludmg but not limited to health, medical, mental hialth and
. educational records.

DEHS/Bupervising Agancy may authorize evaluations of the child’s physical or emotmnal
condition, routine medical and dental examination and care, and all necessary emergency care.

DSHS/Supervising Agency shall make reasonable efforts to advise the child's [ mother [_] father
legal guardian or custodian of the status of thie case, Including the date and tims of the
hearing(s) scheduled balow and their rights under RCW 13.34,00D,

Shelter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 8 of 10
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310 Restraining Order:

] " The court slgned a separate restraining arder on this date,
1 The restraining order entered pursuant fo RCW 26.44.063 Is lncorporated into this order.

 Placement of the child with {8 contingent on continued compliance
with the terms of this restraining arder. Faﬂura o comply with any and all terms of this order may
resultin removai of the child. .

The person having physical custody of the child has an affirmative duty to assist in the
anforcement of this rastraining arder and to notify law enforcement, DSHS/ Supgrvising Agency,
and the court ag necessary to request assistance and/or report violations of the order,

311 All parfies shall appear at the next scheduled hearing (see page one).
3.12  Other '

hated: ~'/ 2“?{ 20(8 /6%50

Judgel(}ammiﬁsmne;“
Beth M. Andrus

Presented by: . :
b | hh
Signature
Ueen [ Bostmd 59653
Print Name/Title WSEBA No.
ﬁy Recelved. Approved far entry, nofice of presentaﬁon waived.
Yom Migor  ncdne, f’@w\w @»

Signature of“Child 1 Signature of Child's Lawyer
VICTORUA  FOEDISCH (9T,
Print Name WESBA No

5%) ‘N/(/U / U»M" SR D

ignature Of M it Led [f]/Signature of M@thef's Lawyel [AOT)w@
10 Se, Advised of Right to Cou%‘é\l/&%'m Guaavda T, { %)
e licln Py A

Dw <

Print Name WSBA No.
[ Signature of Father [} Signature of Fathar's Lawyer
[ Pro Se, Advised of Right to Counsel

Print Name : WSBA No.

Shelfer Care Hearing Order (SGOR) - Page 9 of 10.
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"1 Signature of Guadian or Legal Custodi'an [ 1 Signature of Guardlan or Legal Custodian’s Lawyer
[1 Pro Se, Advised of Right to Counsel .

Print Name WSBA No.
] Signature of Chitd's GAL "1 Signature of Lawyer for the Child's GAL
. .
Print Name - Print Name : WSBA No,
Signature of Agency Reprasentative Slgnature of Agency Representative's Lawyer
Print Name Frint Name WEaBA No.
] signature of Tribal Representative [] Signature
Print Name ) Print Name WSBA No,
Lawyer for

Shelter Care Hearing Order (SCOR) - Page 10 of 10
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[CIKing West [_JOICW KING COUNTY, %&N
[TTwhtte Center [IMLK

BKing East [[IKing South )
E]AdgptlosslBRS g =i : SUngigﬁiju 2018
' ‘ RT
BY HEIDIL. STEWART
© DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
GOUNTY OF KING, JUVENILE COURT

No: 18-7-00257-3 BEA -

Dependency of: o

. . - | Order of Dependency Legal Guardian,
MUNSON, KAITLYNN S8ARAH ‘ Karen Ann Delgado

DOB:- 09/19/2004 {OROD) - s

" Agreed as ta Legal Guardian

Minor Child. ' ) - : .
K, Clerk's Action Required. Paragraphs 4.1, 4.3,
4.8 (EDL), 4.14, and the boxes below.

The court will hear: . o

disposition regarding the youth's services with oral testimony on the fact finding date of 3/30/2018 at.
King Gounty Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue, Rm. E-209, Seattle, Washington 28104
‘B4 initial progreas review hearing on, June | 32 A ig; 8:30am at: Kirig County Superior Court,
Room/Depariment; 2™ floor, Jocated at: King Counly Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue, Rm. E-201,
Seatlls, Washington 98104 . . .

Additional clerk’s action required: Enter the code(s) that apply.

| About today’s hearing: ) .
Was adequate and timely hotice given to the child’s caregiver? Yes (CGATN) [1 No(GGNATN)[]
Did the court receive a caregiver report? Yes (GGRR) [ 7 No [] )

[] The caregiver appeared. Did the court glve the caregiver an apportunity to be heard? Yes [ 1/ No [

) I Hearing
14 Petition: A pefition wés filed by DSHS alleging that the above-named child is dependent, and the
court held & hearing on _#% 23 2018,
12  Appearance: The following persons appeared at the hearing;
1 Child, Kaitlynn Munson - X Child's Lawyer — M. Bradley, TDAD
X Guardian or Legal Custodian X Legal Custodian's Lawyer — G, Levy,
) SCRAP

X DSHSISupervising Agency Worker Y Agency's Lawyer ~ K, Zehnder-Wood

1.3 Basls: The parfies submitted an agreed order, The child is 12 years old or older and the court

has appointed counsel,
1. Findings |

Or of Dependency (OROI, ORDYMT) - Page { of 8
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Except where otherwise indicated, the following facts have been established by a preponderance of

~evidence:

2.1

22

Child's Indian Status: [ On this date [X] On 1/24/2018 the court asked each pam'cipan§ an'the
record whether the participant knows or has reason to know the child is an Indian child.

The petitioner < has [ has not made a good faith effort to determine whether the child is an

Indlan chlid.

X Based upaon the following, there is not a reason to know the child is an Indian
child as defined In ROW 13.38.040 and 25 U.S,C. § 1903(4), and the Fedetal and
Washington Stafe Indian Child Welfare Acts do not apply fo this proceeding:

The guardian Is aternal aunt and she has denied that the paternal family has Native
American ancestry. The mather was barn in the Netherlands and is degeased. Ng
maternal family has been {ocated, The {giher is deceased. The Department has no

reason fo know that the child may be e[lgnble for enrollment in a federally racognized

Indian Tribe.

Facts: The following facts'estabnshing dependency have been [ agreed upon;

. The family is comprised of the paternal aunt and legal Guardian Karsn Delgado (DOB:

12/30/1968), her husband Kelth Delgado (DOB: 11/14/1970), their hiological child James Delgado
(DOB: 06/268/2000) and this child, Kaitlynn Sarah Munson (DOB: 09/18/2004), On 8/22117, King
County Superior Court granted Guardianship (of person and-estate) of Kaitlynn to Karen Delgado
par under cause number 17-4-04280-1 SEA. Ka;tlynn & blological mother Jeannie Lynn Crawford
passed away fram breast cancer on 12/25/2016 in Sequim, Washington Kaitlynn's bialogical |
father Craig Edward Munson (DOB: 12/24/1984) died on 05/31/2017 in Sequim, Washington.
Kaitlynn's brother, Nathan Edward Crawford (DOB 10/12/1981), died in a car accident on
03/26/2012. The whereabouts are unknown for Kaitlynn's brother Jeremy Wayne Crawford
(DOB: B7/22/1880).

After the death of Kaitiynn's parents, she remained in Sequim to complete her school year, On,
06/20/17, she moved in with her paternal aunt Allsen R, Dershem (DOB: 01/02/1956) and her
husband Troy Dershern (DOB: 04/19/1962), however they did not have any legal authority of her
at the time, Karen Delgado was in the process of gefting Iegal guardianship. Kaitlynn moved mto
the home of the Delgado family in Seplamber, 2017

On 12/30/2017, Mr. Delgado contacted Gentral lntaka to report that he and Ms. Delgada have
had "red flags" and were concerned that Kaitlynn may bave previously been sexually abused hy
her father (now deceased) and possibly a brother. He reported concerns that Mr, Dershem has
poor boundaries and reported Kaltlynn may have had a sexual relationship with Mr. Defshgm. A
referral fo law enforcement was made,

On (117012018, the Department received a second Intake with concern that Mr. D.e‘rsherﬁ may

" have been sexually abused Kaitlynn, SW Maria Nguyen spoke with the Delgados following this

intake. Mr. Delgado reporied that they may nobbe able ta remaln caregivers for Kaitlynn and

were concarned about her needs and their ability to provide her with the level of care she nesds.
The departmant offered Family Voluntary Services to assist in addressing issues such as getting
Kaitlyn to school, which the Delgados accepted. The Delgados expressed concern about :
Kaitlynn's hyper activity, mental health, and concerns about her gexualized behavior

. The Delgados had Kailtlynn assessed at Evergreen Hospital on 1/9/2018 and Kaitlynn was

transported to Smokey Point Behavioral Hospital to address her trauma and abuse,

Or of Dependency (OROD, ORDYMT) - Page 2 of § )
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_ 5. The Delgados do not feel capable at this time of bexng able fo meet Kaiflynn's emotional and
hehavioral needs, particuiarly with their teenage son in their home,

8. Kalflynn denied fhe sexual abuse by Mr. Dershm and charges were not filed. Kaitlynn has
disclosed sexual abuse by herbrother Jerery when she was a young child, Based Upon mora
than 2,000 text messages between the youth and Mr. Dershém, the Delgados beheve that she
was vicbmlzed by him. )

!

7. Kaitlynn was placed in protective custody by Marysville police after her release from Smokey

" Point Behavioral Hospital, and CPS raceived an intake at that point. The Delgados wars not
caned to plck her up from the haspital upen her release.

8. On01/23/2018, FTDM held at King East office to discuss a plan for Kantlynn The Delagas stated
they could not care for Kaltlynn any longer. .

9. On 1/23M18, SW contacted staff at Kamaikan Middle School where Kaltlynn attends. SWwas
informed that Kaitlynn has had no behavioral issues of concern untll after Winter break when she
stopped showing up for classes. She is not on an IEP or & 504 plan. They ara not aware of any
diagnosis In her history or In her'etlucational records for autism or Asperger's. They did state
that at the beginning of the school year, they had fo help regulate her emotions, hut there have
been no issues sihoe that time.

10. The youth does not have a parant ar guardian willing to care for her at this tnme Court
" intervention is required for this youth.

11, The youth is currently on the run and the Departient is making efforts to locate her, The youth
was served with the petition, notice and summens and case schedule prlor o her disappearance,

2.3 ' Slatutory Basis The child Is dependent zccording to RCW 18.34.030(6), in that the child;
X (c) has no parent, guardian or custodian capable of adequately carlng for the child, such
that the child is in circumstances which constitute a danger of substantial damage fo the
child's psychalogical or physncai development.

2.4 Placement ‘
X It is cufrently contrary to the child's weifare to retum home. The child should be placed or
remain in the custody, sohtrol and care of B4 DSHSlSuperwsmg Agency the following
reasons:
X there s no parentor guardian avallable to care for the Ghlld and
B the parent or guardian {s unwilling o take custody of the chlld

B The child should be placed or remain in: ’ 2
Licensed care:
because there Is no relative or other sultable person who Is willing,
appropriate, and available to care for the child, with whc»m the child has a
refationship and is comfortable,

2.5 Reasonable Efforts:
' > DSHS/Buperviging Agency made reasonable efforts to prevent or eliminate the need for
removal of the child from the child's home; but those efforts were unsuccessful bacause:
Specific services have been offered of provided to the parent(s), guardian or

Or of Dependency {OROD, ORDYMT)~ Page 3 of ¢
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2.6
27

2.8

The Court finds:

3.1

X

legal custodian and have falled to prevent the need for out-of-home placement and

make it possible for the child to refurn home. The following setvices have been

offered or provided to the child and the child’s parent(s), guardian or legal cusfodian:

> as listed In the soclal study (GFE); and

X The Department offered in-Home FVS services including EFT and IFPS,

the child had mental health counseling through YES, the child had in-

, patient counseling through Smokey Point Behavioral Health Services.

Additional Reasonablé Efforts Findings: Both parents are deceased.

Sibling contace NA

Chilcl’s school:

1.
2

]

The court found that the child should be remaved from the home pursuant to RCW
13.34.130{1)(b) and placed into ouf-of-home care. A placerant that allows the chifd to
remain in the same school he or she attended prior to the start of the dependency
pracseding [ is [ is not practical and [] is [ is not in the child's best interests.

"The child meels the ciiteria for appointment of an educational liaison. DSHS/Supervising

Agency recommendls that the court appoint (name) caregiver as the chlld’s educational
liaison, .

I The parents are not able to serve as the educatuonal liaison because: Parents are
deceased. .

The parent or guardian/custodian was informad of the right-to appear in court for
presentation and entry of this agreed order of dependency.

The parant or guardian/custodian appeared before the court for entry of thls arder,

The parent or guardian/custodian walved his/her right to be present in court for entry of this
order by submitting the attached Waiver of Right to Appeatin Court.

The parent or guardian/custodian had actual notice of the right to appear before the court and
chose not to do so after stiptlating fo this agreed order. The other partles fo the order have
appeared and advised the court of the parent's/guardian’s knowledge of the right ta be present

‘for entry of the stipulated order, and his/her understanding of the legal el’fects of this order as

set forth in RCW 13.34.110.

The parent or guardianfeustodian understands the terms of the order hefshe signed, including
hisfher responsibliity to participate In remedial services in the below dispositional order,

The parent or guardian/custodian understands that entry of the order atarts a propess that
could resuit in the filing of a petltion {o terminate hisfher parental rights if he/she fails to somply
with the termg of the dependency or dispositional arders ar fails to substantially remedy the
problems that necessitated the children’s out-of-home placement.

The parent or guardian/custodian understands that entry of this agreed order of depsndency
s an admisslon that the child is depandent with the meaning of RCW 13.34.030. The parent
or guardian/custodlan understands that hefshe will ndt have the rrght to challenge this
determination in a subsequent proceading.

. The parent or-guardianicustodian knowingly and willingly stipulated and agreed to enfry of

this order and did so without duress, misrepresentation or fraud by any other parly.
. Conclusians of Law

Jurisdlctlon The court has jur!sdxcnon over:

Or of Dependency (OROD, ORDYMT) Papgedofd
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3.2

3.3
34
3.5

, 3.6

4.1
4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

B 3 the child ' X the guardian or legal custodian

Notme The followmg have receivad timely and proper notice of these proceedings:
The X guardian or legal custodian 4 child if 12 or older. .

Default: N/A, v , b ‘ ~
Dependengy: The child should be faund dependeht pursuant to RCW 13,34.030.
i‘ernﬁnation petition: N/A. ‘

Qther:

. V. Order
Dependency The child Is dependent pursuant to RCW 13.34,030(6)(c).

Soclal study:
DSHS/Supervising Agency has conducted a social study, a report of which was ﬂled and
provided to the parties. . .

Disposition hearing:
A disposition hearing is set for the date and fime on page one regarding youth 3 services,

Placement;

1 The child is placed In the custody, contro! and care of DSHS, which shall have the

authorl{y to place and maintain the chilld in:
‘ Licensed cara: )
Xl because there is na relative or other suitable person with whom the chnld has
a relationship and who is willing, appropriate and avallable to care for the
~ child.

The Dapartment has authority to return the chiid to ihe guardian upon agreement of the
youth, gudrdtan and Department

i

X DSHSISupemsmg Agency Is authorized to place the child with a relative or suitable adult
who is willing, appropriate and available, upon agreement of the youth and reasongble -
notice fo the legal custodian, subject to review by the court,

SewlcesW%”ﬁmﬁé,ﬂMM S&/’A/A’ 7 ﬁ%&/ﬁﬂ/ﬁﬂé/g&i&/fé

X Services for the parentsiguardians/legal custodians anterad pursuant fo RCW 13,34, '130
[any evaluation must comp!y with RCW 13.34.370}:

IX? as followss:

Family Preservation Services with emphasis on understanding children experiencing
loss, death, and depression ,

Family Functional Therapy sither upon placement with the' legai custodian or when
placement with the legal custodian Is iImminent, untess agreed othaerwise by the
Deparfrrient and legal custodian

Or of Dependancy (OROD, ORDBYMT) - Page 5 ofg  ~
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o . ‘
'qy\\ﬁ?p *the youth’s engagement in counseling and following recommendations from the mental
“B\OKQ* health evaluatioh are at her discration in consultation with her social worker and attomey
¥ The child is 12 or older and T_] agraes {o the sarvices [] was notified of the
. " services [X] hag been appointed an attorney.
46 [ ' -Educational Lialson ‘ ' .
' Gareglver is appointed as the child’s educational lialson to carry out the responsibilities
describad iIn RCW 13.84.046, The educational liaison must complete criminal background
checks required by DSHE/Supervising Agency. o
47  Viglation: \ C ' o
1 If disposition Is heard separately, reserved pending dispositional hearing.
d The specific visitation plan between the child and Legal Guardian shall be:
as follows: Visitation between guardian and child will be one time per week for two
hours, at the youth's discretion and as arranged with the careglver. The level of
supervision will be as agreed by the youth and guardian, Including unsupervised. The
Department can file a motion if there are any concerns warranting a higher lavel of
’ supervision. .
i Visitatlon between the legal custodian and the youth may be expanded upen agreerdent of
the youth and guardian, and upon approval of the Department. .
48" Restraining Order:‘NIA
4.8 Parental Coopetation: 4
[ The legal custodian shall cooperate with reasonable requests by DBHE/ Supervising Agency
and provide DSHS/Supetvising Agency with Income and asset information necessary to
gstablish and maintain the child’s eligibllity for medical care, evaluations, counseling and
- other remedial services, foster care reimbursement, and other related services and benefits.
410 Health Care: . - S
DSHS/Supervising Agency with custody of the child shall have full power to authorize and provide
all necessary, routine and emergency medical, dental, or psycholagical care as recominended by
" the child's treating doctor or paychologist, subject to review by.the court, as needed.
411  Release of Information:

The Department is ready and willing to refer the guardian to mental health services if she
feels It would be beneficial at any point. ‘

< DSHB/Supervising Agency shall provide and the child shall participate Inthe following
examinations, avaluations, or sevices: -

Routine medical 6are .
Mental health evaluation, including an assessment for TF-CBT*

Grief counseling if not sufflciently addressed in mental health counseling®

All sourt-ordered sarvice providers shall make all records and all raports available to DSHS,
attorney for DSHS, legal custodian's attorney, the guardian ad litem and attorney far the child.
.Legal custodian shall sign releases of information and allow all court-ordered service providers to

Or of Depsndency (OROD, ORDYNT) - Page 6 of 9
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make all records avallable to DSHS and the guardian ad {item or atforney for the child, Such

information shall be provided imriediately upon request. Allinformation, reports, records, etc,, “

Telating to the provision of, participation in, or parfies' Intaraction with services ordered by the

court or offered by DSHS may be subject fo disclosure in open court unless specifically prohlbnted . :
by stale or federal law or regulation. , .

412  Repoits:
DSHS/Supervnsmq Agency shall submit a report for the next review hearing fo the court and to
the parties in a timely manner. )

413 " Termination Petition:
444 Al parties shall appear at the next scheduled hearing (se page one).

445 [ Other: The permanent plan for the child is to return home to the legal custodian:

DSHS Is autharized to consent to travel by the child with their licensed foster parent/relative ’
caregiver/fother sultable person placament for up to two wesks within Washington State or to
other states within the United 8tates, If the travel will Interfere with schaduled visits between the
child and a parent, DSHS shall give 10 calendar days' notice to that parent so that a plan for
make-up visits can be mage. The licensed foster parent/relative caregiver/other suitable person
placement may consent to emergency medical and dental care du'ring these rips,

Dated: 3’!"’-'5! 1% : m W | '

" IudgelEommissioner Beth M. Andrus

Or of Dependenc:y {OROD, ORDYMT) ~Page 7 of 8 o : .
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Prezented by:

uG sistant Aftoftiey Ganem!
WEBA#40746

Notlse: A petition for permanent termination of the parent-child relationship may b filed if the
shild is placed vut-of-home under an order of dependency. (RCW 13,34.180.)

Copy Recelved, Approved for Entry; Notice of Presentation Wal

oz

RATTLYNN GARAH MUNGON
Child

A 3 r0C 7

' E WAE,
Le uardi{/

WARK BRADLEY WEBA# 7 %,g

7 Z%/

AMBERLY I, EADIE
DSHS Social Worker

Or of Rapendunsy {(OROD, ORDYMT)  Page § of 8

KAREN ZEH ANGOD WSBA #40748
ﬁ,- Aﬁmﬁ?’(
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AGREED DEPENDENCYIISPOSITIONAL STATEMENT
WAIVER OF RIGHT TO APPEAR IN COURT FOR PRESENTATION
AND ENTRY OF AGREED ORDER OF DEPENDENGY

if the father, mother or legal guardianfeustodian agrees o dependensy and desires to waive presentation
and not appear in court for entry of this order, the following certification shall alae be glgnad,

The undergigned daclares that:

[ have read or haen told the contents of this Agread Order of Dapendency and Disposition, and |
agroe that the order is acvurate and should be signed by the court. [ understend the terms of the order
belng entered, including my responsibility to particlpate In remedial services as provided in the
dispositional order. : .

- 1 understand that entry of this order starls a process that eonld result iy the filing of & petition o
tatminate my relationship- with my child if 1 fall to comply with the terms of this order andfor | fall to
substantially remady the problems that caused the obild's oul-of-home placement,

! understand also that entry of this order is an admission that the child 1a dependent within the
mearing of RCW 13,834,030 and it shall have the same legal effest as a finding by the court that Ihe child
i# dependent by af least a preponderance of the avidence. | understand that | will not have the right In
any subsequent praceading to challenge or dispute the fact that the child was found to be depatident.

| sfipulate and ageee kn entry of this arder, and o s knowinms; and willingly withaut duress,
misrepresentation or fraud by any other party. ‘

1 sartify under penalty of perjury under ihe faws of the state of Washingtor that the foregoing is
trus and comrect ’ > :

Child's Mother - ‘ DatelPlgéa of Signature

Chilg's Father . Date/Place of Signature

. DatelPlage of Signature

Or of Dapendénay (OROD, QROVIT) - Paga § of &
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[IKing West [_JOICW
[CJwhite Center [ JMLK
XKing East [[IKing South
[TAadoptions/BRS

!

"SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING JUVENILE COURT '

A No: 18-7-00257-3 SEA
Dependancy of ‘ . Order of Disposition on Dependency
MUNSON, KAITLYNN. " | RE: services for youth

. ‘ C (ORDD)
Dab: 9/19/2004 ’ B Gontested as to X youth
[ Clerk's Action Required. Para. 3.3 (EDL),
34, 3.9 )

Tﬁe court will hear an Initial Progress Réview on June 18, 2018 (as noted in the dependency order) at:
| 8:30am at. King County Superior Court, Room/Department; E-207 focated at: 516 Third Avenue, Rm. E-
201, Seattle, Washington 98104

Additional Clerk’s Action Required: Enter the code(s) that apply.

About today's hearing: ) A
Was adequale and timely notice given to the child's caregiver? Yas (CGATN) ‘No (CBNATN) ]
Did the court recelve a caregiver report? Yes (CGRR) [ / No [

[] The careglver appeared. Did the court give the caregiver an oppartunity to be heard? Yes 1/ No [[]

1.1.

1.2

R

1.4

l. Hearing '
Dgpen}ienc’y: The court found the above-riamed child to be depsandent on March 23, 2018,
Hearing: The court held a disposition hearing on"March 30; 2018,
Appearance: The following persons appeared at the hearing: ‘
] Child | Child's Lawyer — M, Bradiey, TDAD
1 Guardian or Legal Custodian X Guardian's or Legal Custodian's Lawyer

Gail Levy, SCRAP
B D8HS/Supervising Agency Worker X Agency’s Lawyer — K. Zehnder-Wood
Amber Eadie ’ ~

Basis: The court heard testimony from Soclal Worker Eadia regarding services for the youth.
4 < Fhe sadl v ﬂ%“d
. [ The child is 12 years oid or older and has been appointed counsel. /14 4

and A{of'ﬂf/’f o

+

... Findings and Conclusions

Except where otherwise indlcated, the following facts have been established by a preponderance of
evidence: .

Or of Disposition on Dependency (bRDb} - Page1 of 3
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2.1

22 .

2.3
‘24

25 (.

26

31
'3-2

3.3

Child’s Indian Status: [] On this date [X] On 1/24/2018 the court asked each participant on the
recard whether the participant knows or has reason to know the child Is.an Indian child,

The petitioner X has [1 has not made a good faith efforf to determine whether the child i an

Indian child,

X Based upon the following, there Is not a reason fo know the child Is an Indian child as
defined In RCW 13,38.040 and 25 U.S.C. § 1903(4), and the Federal and Washington
State Indian Child Welfare Acts do not apply {o this proceeding o
See-dependency order.

Placement: Licensad care per the dependency order entered 3/23/2018.
Reasonable Efforts; see dependency order entered 3123/2{118 '
Sibling confact: N/A. ‘ -
Child's school; '

X The court ordered the ehild renoved from the home pursuant to RCW 13.34. 130(1)(b) and
" placed into nonparental or nonrelative care. A placement that allows the child to remain in the
same schoal he orshe attended prior to the start of the dependency procseding [ is
P is'not practical and n the child's best interests, '

;1 The child meets the criterla for appointment of an educational laison, ‘DSHS/Supervising
Agency recomimends that the court appolnt (name) caregiver as the child's educational iaison.

The parents are not able to serveras the educational liaison because:
parents are decaased, youth’s whereabouts are cuirently unknown.

Other: ‘ .

‘ L. Order
Placement: soe dependency order entered 3/23/2018.
Services:

{Services for the guardian are set farth in the dependency order entered 3!2312018)

X DSHSISuperwsmg Agency shall provide and the child shall participate in the
following examinations, evaluafions, or services [any evaluatmn must compfy with
RCW 13.34.370L
o  Routine medical care .
Mental health evaluation, including ap assessment for TF—CBT‘* .
»  Grief coungeling if not sufﬁmenﬂy addressed in [mental health counseling®
o Pertitipade I FET apon redurn (o gupidrte
*the youil's engagement in counseling and fo!lowlng recommendations from the
mental health evajuation are at her discreion in consultafion with her social worker
and attomey ‘

<] The child is 12 or older and [_] agrees to the services [X] was notified of the
services [X] has been appointed counsel.

P4 Educational Liaison: .

(Name) Cgrggi{rer is appointed as the child’'s educational lialson to carry out the
responsibilitles described in RCW 13.34.046. The edusational llalson must complete
crimingl backgrouhd checks required by DSHS/Supervising Agency.

Or of Disposition on Dependency (ORDD) - Page 2 of 3
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3.4 Visitation: as set for in the dependency order entered 3/28/2018.
3.5  Restraining Order: N/A,
3.6 Parental Cooperation: as set for the in the dependency order enfered 3/23/2018.

3.7 Health Care: DSHS/Supervising Agency with custedy of the child shall have full power to
authorize and provide all necessary, routine and emergency medical, dental, or psychological -
care as recommended by the child's freating doctor or psychologist, subject to revlew by the

‘court, as neaded,

3.8 Relgase of information: -All court-orderad service providers shall make all records and all
reports available to DSHS, attorney for DSHS, parent's attorney, the guardian ad litem and |
attorney for the child, Parents shall sign releases of information and allow all courtordered
service providers to make all records available fo DSHS and the guardian ad fitem or attarney for
the child. Such information shall be provided Immedistely upon request. All information, reports,
records, ete., relating to the provision of, participation in, or parfies’ Inferaction with services
ordered by the court or offered by ISHS may be subject fo disclosure in open court unless
specifically prohibited by state or federal law or regulation.

3.8 Reports: DSHS/Supervising Agency shall submit a report for the next review hearing to the court .
and to the parties in a timely manner. '

310 Termination Petition: N/A ‘
311 All parties shall appear at the next scheduled hearing (see page one).
312  Other:-

Dated: }/ 3 0 %’g <
| patrick H. Oishi

sl

Zafen ZehndepWiood, 40746
ssistant Atforney General

r
P

Judgelcemmmm

Notice: A petition for permément termination of the parent-child relationship may be filed if the
child is, placed out-of-home under an order of dependency. (RCW 13.34.180.)

Copy Recelved; Approved for Entry; Notice of Presentatio

i : N P )
Signature of Child Mark Brad utt’s Atiorney ;lgé g

e D08 )

Legal Custodian ' Gail Le
0/

Oiherts, Sanlsy  Par

Agency Reprdekntative ‘ /Kére‘n Zahndg
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ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON - TACOMA SHS
October 14, 2019 - 3:34 PM

Transmittal I nformation

Filed with Court: Court of Appeals Division |1
Appellate Court Case Number: 53328-6
Appellate Court Case Title: In re the Welfare of: K.M.

Superior Court Case Number:  19-7-00473-1

The following documents have been uploaded:

« 533286 Briefs 20191014153234D2060998 7653.pdf
This File Contains:
Briefs - Respondents
The Original File Name was 25 AGOResponseBrief.pdf

A copy of the uploaded files will be sent to:

« brian.ward@atg.wa.gov
« Gregory Charles Link (Undisclosed Email Address)

Comments:

Sender Name: Melanie Wimmer - Email: melaniew@atg.wa.gov
Filing on Behalf of: Julie Ann Turley - Email: juliet@atg.wa.gov (Alternate Email: shstacappea s@atg.wa.gov)

Address:

PO Box 2317

Tacoma, WA, 98401
Phone: (253) 593-5243

Note: The Filing Id is20191014153234D2060998
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