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I. INTRODUCTION

Derek Gladin, the biological father of fifteen year old K.D.S., did
not remedy his parental deficiencies in the seven year period following the
removal of K.D.S. from his custody. As a result, his parental rights were
terminated by court order on June 8, 2010. While the father was offered
numerous services to address his deficient parenting skills and lack of
insight as to the significance of K.D.S.’s severe mental, emotional, and
behavioral health issues, he failed to remedy his parental deficiencies and
never established a bond with this child. Eventually, the court suspended
visitation between K.D.S. and the father.

The court of appeals correctly concluded that substantial evidence
supports the trial court’s order terminating the father’s parental rights.
That decision does not conflict with any published precedent, does not
raise an issue of substantial public interest that warrants review by this
Court, and does not raise a significant question of law under the State or
Federal Constitutions.

1I. IDENTITY OF RESPONDENT

The Department of Social and Health Services (DSHS) is the

Respondent in this appeal. DSHS asks the Court to deny review of the

father’s motion for discretionary review.



III. COURT OF APPEALS DECISION

A Commissioner of the Court of Appeals (Division 1) affirmed the
trial court decision terminating the father’s parental rights in a ruling
entered March 9, 2011. The Court of Appeals subsequently denied the
father’s motion to modify the Commissioner’s ruling on May 11, 2011.
The father is unable to demonstrate that review should be granted under
RAP 13.4(b) and DSHS therefore asks this Court té deny review.

IV. ISSUE PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

1. When substantial evidence supports a trial court’s order
terminating parental rights, and when the appellate decision affirming that
order does not conflict with any Supreme Court decision, does the father
fail to establish a basis for review under RAP 13.4(b)(1)?

2. When substantial evidence supports a trial court’s order
terminating parental rights, and when the father does not raise a significant
question of law under the Constitution, and presents no issue of substantial
public interest, does the father fail to establish a basis for review under
RAP 13.4(b)(3) and (4)?

V. COUNTERSTATEMENT OF THE CASE

K.D.S. is a fifteen year girl with fetal alcohol exposure, attachment

disorder, attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), post traumatic

stress disorder (PTSD), mild mental retardation and a mood disorder. RP



249,292, 417. At the time of trial, K.S. functioned at a five or six year old
level and educationally performed at the level of a special education
preschool/kindergarten student. RP 215, 250.

K.S. resides at S.L. Start Children’s Home, a specialized group
care facility in Spokane, Washington. RP 294. Because K.S. engages in
extreme sexual and aggressive behaviors, as well as occasional self-harm,
S.L. Start provided one-on-one line-of-sight supervision in the residence at
all times. RP 295, 298-300. K.S. does exhibit positive behaviors, and
enjoys discussing animals and coloring. RP 295-296.

The Department removed K.S. from her mother’s care in late
November, 2002 due to the mother’s active drug use and inability to keep
the child safe. RP 18, 74. At that time, the father was considered for
placement, but was not able to care for K.S. and her special needs. RP 74.
K.S. has remained out of either parent’s care since that time. RP 491.
Prior to removal, the father only cared for K.S. full-time for one brief
period in September 2001, when he violated the existing parenting plan
and moved the child with him to Seattle. RP 75.

The trial court entered a dependency order as to the father, on
August 5, 2003.' RP 75-76. An amended dependency order was entered

on August 25, 2003, and a dispositional order was entered on August 29,

! The dependency court determined that the father was not capable of adequately
caring for K.S., pursuant to RCW 13.34.030(6)(c).



2003. RP 75-76. The findings of dependency and disposition were upheld
on revision on March 2, 2004.? The father appealed to the court of appeals,
and that court affirmed the dependency finding and the dispositional order
requiring him to submit to a sexual history interview and polygraph, but
the court remanded the issue of restricted visitation.’

In 2002-2003 the Department identified the father’s parental
deficiencies as questionable allegations of sexual abuse between himself
and K.S.%, a lack of insight regarding the care of K.S., resistance to case
management and assistance from the specialists, doctors, service providers
and the Department and a chaotic, unstable 1ifesty1e that included multiple
evictions and inconsistent employment. Attachment A.

Prior to the dependency finding, in June 2003, the father completed
a substance abuse evaluation with Chambers and Wells. The evaluation

did not recommend substance abuse treatment, but did suggest a

? The separate Findings of Fact supporting the dependency orders, Pet. Ex. 2 and
4, were not made part of the record at termination. Additionally, the Order on Motion for
Revision of Commissioner’s Decision, which affirmed the Dependency Order, is not
formally part of this record for review.

? See the Unpublished Decision in this matter under COA cause number 54052-
1-L

* In June of 2002 the father was investigated for sexual abuse allegations against
K.S. by the Whatcom County Sheriff’s Office. The father declined to participate in a
polygraph or interview and no charges were ever filed. The dependency court
determined that “based upon the evidence presented, the court cannot find at this time
that the father has sexually abused this child or that this is an issue that the court can
consider in terms of its decision [on dependency] today.“ However, the unresolved
nature of the allegations coupled with K.S.’s sexualized behaviors resulted in a
dispositional order addressing the concerns by requiring a sexual history interview, as
recommended by a completed psychological evaluation.



psychological evaluation due to the father's defensiveness score on the
Substance Abuse Subtle Screening Inventory and his behavior during the
evaluation. RP 79. The father also participated in three different domestic
violence/anger management assessments; again no ftreatment was
recommended. RP 80.

Dr. Evan Freedman completed a psychological evaluation of the
father on June 21, 2003. RP 206. Attachment A. The father’s 1.Q. score
placed him in the low average range of intellectual functioning. Dr.
Freedman opined that due to his low intellectual functioning, the father
would have greater difficulty retaining information necessary to perform
some tasks in parenting K.S., leading to more frequent errors and
difficulty processing complex information. RP 208-209. Dr. Freedman
also stated that the father was not aware of the impact of his behﬁviors on
himself and others, which would inhibit his ability to see his own
challenges and seek out support for his deficiencies. These difficulties
would also diminish the father's ability to interact effectively with the
variety of medical, mental health, and educational professionals needed to
meet his daughter’s special needs. RP 210, 222.

In his evaluation, Dr. Freedman diagnosed the father with a
personality disorder NOS with paranoid, antisocial and borderline

personality traits. RP 220-223. According to Dr. Freedman, the father’s



cognitive deficits and personality disorder were “not going to change.” Id.
The psychologist further indicated that K.S. did not relate to her father as a
parenting figure. RP 217-218. This lack of attachment, combined with
the father’s antisocial traits, the possibility of sexual abuse, K.S.’s
significant developmental disabilities and extreme vulnerability, resulted
in a poor prognosis for change, even with services. RP 217-218, 221-23,
230. Dr. Freedman estimated that a return of K.S. to the father would
place the child at “moderate to high risk.” At the conclusion of the
evaluation, Dr. Freedman recommended the father complete a sexual
history interview and polygraph, anger management and basic and
specialized parenting instruction. RP 78, 81, 224-225.  These
recommendations were adopted by the‘court in the dispositional order.
RP 78.

Between 2003 and 2005, the father participated in parenting
classes including and individualized parent coaching with Ms. Amy
Glasser. RP 77, 81. Throughout her instruction, Ms. Glasser observed the
father’s inability to grasp the severity of K.S.’s significant cognitive and
emotional deficits. /d. The father continued to insist that K.S. grasped
concepts that she did not understand. RP 184-185. Ms. Glasser was
concerned that he did not fully understand the level of K.S.’s severe

special needs and would not be able to anticipate K.S.’s needs or to



respond safely and appropriately to her frustrations and behavioral issues.
RP 188. Attachment B. Ms. Glasser ended her instruction after 14 or 15
sessions without noting a resolution of the father’s parenting deficiencies,
but believing that she had done “the best she could.” RP 188.

Following his participation in parenting instruction in 2005, the
father failed to participate in further services, and did not maintain regular
contact with the Department or K.S.’s service providers. RP 84-87.

Throughout the case, visitation between K.S. and her father was
problematic. Whenever K.S. learned that her father was going to visit, she
did not react. RP 305. During visits K.S. would not talk with her father
and her behaviors escalated; she would only calm down when he left the
room. Id. K.S.’s behaviors after visits were also volatile, including
aggression, biting, scratching, pulling hair, swearing, removal of her
clothes and inappropriate sexual behaviors with herself and staff. RP 104,
325.

In December 2008, the father had his last visit with K.S. RP 108,
303. The court then suspended visitation until the parties could meet to
develop an approach to visits that would minimize these behaviors. RP
90. The father missed this meeting and was late for the second meeting,
such that the therapist and the case manager had left by the time he

arrived. The father did not schedule another meeting. RP 101.



Since March 2009, the Department has only received two phone
calls from the father. RP 89. These calls focused on his perception of
injustices, on the past and demonstrated the father’s difficulty addressing
the current issues surrounding his daughter. RP 89. During one of those
two phone calls, the father did request a visit with K.S., whom he had not
seen since December, 2008. RP 89, 101. The assigned social worker,
instructed the father to obtain a lawyer and make that request to the court,
which had previously suspended visitation. RP 90.

During the termination trial, the court heard testimony regarding
the long-term housing and services available to K.S, at S.L. Start. RP 329-
30. Staff there are able to communicate closely with other professionals
and providers and are willing to work with K.S. and the Department to
transition towards an adoption should such a home be identified. RP 329,
331. Other behaviorally challenged children like K.S. have successfully
been placed and adopted from the S.L. Start program. RP 330. It would
be more likely for K.S. to be adopted, even though it would be a challenge
to find the right fit, than for K.S. to ever be returned to the father’s care.
RP 107. If K.S.’s legal status were “legally free” it would be easier to
identify an adoptive home for her and to work towards placement. RP

107-108.



Because of the eight years K.S. has spent outside the parental
home, the lack of regular or unsupervised visitation, the father’s failure to
complete services, K.S.’s extreme special needs and the father’s
unresolved parental deficiencies, the expert testimony at trial concluded
that it was highly unlikely that the father would be able to successfully
parent K.S. with any amount of support or treatment. RP 231.

The ftrial court entered orders terminating the father’s parental
rights on June 18, 2010. The father appealed arguing that substantial
evidence did not support the trial court’s findings: that the continuation of
the parent-child relationship clearly diminishes K.S.’s prospects for early
integration into a stable and permanent home, that the father was unfit to
parent, that termination is in K.S.’s best interest, and that the trial court
appropriately refused to consider alternative remedies to termination.
Additionally, he raised the issue of whether RCW 13.34.190 was
unconstitutionally vague in its application resulting in a violation of the
father’s due process rights.

The commissioner at the court of appeals rejected the father’s
arguments and affirmed the termination order in a decision entered March
9, 2011. The court of appeals denied the father’s motion to modify the
commissioner’s decision. The father now asks this Court to accept review

of that decision.



V1. STANDARD OF REVIEW

A decision by the court of appeals on accelerated review of an order
terminating parental rights is subject to review by the Supreme Court only by
a motion for discretionary review in accordance with RAP 13.5A. The
Supreme Court will apply the considerations set out in RAP 13.4(b). RAP

13.5A(b). Discretionary review will be accepted by the Supreme Court only:

(1) If the decision of the Court of Appeals is in conflict with a
decision of the Supreme Court; or (2) If the decision of the
Court of Appeals is in conflict with another decision of the
Court of Appeals; or (3) If a significant question of law under
the Constitution of the State of Washington or the United
States is involved; or (4) If the petition involves an issue of
substantial public interest that should be determined by the
Supreme Court.

RAP 13.4(b).

The father seeks review under RAP 13.4(b)(1), (3), and (4).> As
shown below, he fails to satisfy any of these criteria. The commissioner’s
ruling is entirely consistent with well-settled Washington Supreme Court
decisions and there is no conflict between that decision and any prior
decision of this Court that warrants review under RAP 13.4(b)(1).

Moreover, the motion does not involve any issue of substantial public

5 The father contends review is also warranted under RAP 13.4(b)(3) because
his motion involves the State’s burden of proof regarding the termination of the
fundamental rights of parents and children, which he claims raises a significant question
of law under the Constitution. Mot. at 2, 10 and 12. However, he does not support his
claim with argument as required by RAP 13.4(c)(7). This Court should therefore
consider the alleged error waived. In re Detention of A.S., 138 Wn.2d 898, 922 n. 10,
982 P.2d 1156 (1999).

10



interest which should be determined by the Supreme Court. The motion for
discretionary review should be denied.

VII. ARGUMENT WHY REVIEW SHOULD BE DENIED
A. There Is No Conflict With Prier Decisions Of The Supreme

Court As Substantial Evidence Supports The Trial Court’s
Findings That The Father’s Rights Should be Terminated.

The court of appeals decision is based on well settled law, properly
applied to the particular facts of this case. Contrary to the father’s claim,
the court of appeals decision does not conflict with this court’s prior
rulings in In re Dependency of K.S.C., 137 Wn.2d 918, 976 P.2d 113
(1999), or In re Dependency of A.B., 168 Wn.2d 908, 232 P.3d 1104
(2010). It is entirely consistent with various court of appeals decisions
issued before and after the above mentioned Supreme Court decisions,
including and In re Dependency of T.R., 108 Wn. App. 149, 166, 29 P.3d
1275 (Division I, 2001) and In re the Dependency of P.P.T., 155 Wn. App.
257,229 P.3d 818 (2010).

The father contends the court of appeals erred because it relied
upon a long-standing method of proof utilized by the court in In re
Dependency of J.C., 130 Wn.2d 418, 924 P.2d 21 (1996), wherein a
finding that continuation of the parent-child relationship diminishes the
child’s prospects for early integration into a stable and permanent home,

required by RCW 13.34.180, necessarily follows from a finding that there

11



is little likelihood that the father will remedy conditions such that his child
can be returned to him, required by RCW 13.34.180(1)(e). The father
claims this construction has been overruled, sub silentio, by a subsequent
Supreme Court case, In re Dependency of K.S.C., and rejected by a more
recent case, In re Dependency of A.B. Mot. at 9 and 11.  The father’s
challenge is without merit.

This court in In re Dependency of J.C., 130 Wn.2d 418, 427, 924
P.2d 21 (1996, focused primarily on the element of RCW 13.34.180(1)(e)
which requires a finding that there is little “ likelihood that conditions will
be remedied so that the child can be returned home in the near future.” In
doing so, the court determined that this element can be satisfied with a
showing of prolonged substance abuse over time as opposed to a showing
of current substance abuse. Id. at 428. The court then found that once the
“little likelihood” element was satisfied, the “early integration” element of
RCW 13.34.180(1)(f) “necessarily follows.” Id.

In stark contrast to In re Dependency of J.C., the court in In re
Dependency of K.S.C. focused solely on the “early integration” element of
RCW 13.34.180(1)(f). In a footnote, the court acknowledged that while
the mother previously challenged the finding of 13.34.180(1)(e), she did
not include that challenge in her briefing to the Supreme Court and,

therefore, the court was not at liberty to address that challenge. In re

12



Dependency of K.S.C., Wn.2d 918, 927, 976 P2d 113 (1999). ¢ The
K.S.C. court then found that because the parent child relationship was
harmful to the child, substantial evidence existed independently of any
other factor to satisfy the “early integration” requirement of RCW
13.34.180(f). Id. at 932.

The court of appeals decision in this case does not conflict with the
Supreme Court’s decision in In re Dependency of K.S.C. When this Court
in K.S.C. addressed the element specifically raised by the mother, RCW
13.34.180(1)(f), on its own merits, it was not ignoring or overruling /n re
Dependency of J.C. sub silentio, but instead, it conducted a separate
analysis of the facts and issues that were raised by the appellant in that
particular case. There, this Court could not address the link between RCW
13.34.180(1)(e) and RCW 13.34.180(1)(f) because this was not a question
raised by the appellant. The only question raised was the sufficiency of
evidence to satisfy RCW 13.34.180(1)(¥).

Simply because this Court chose to analyze In re Dependency of
J.C. and In re Dependency of K.S.C. cases differently, does not render one

method abandoned or overruled sub silentio. In fact, the reasoning used

SIn re Dependency of K.S.C., Wn.2d at 927, see footnote 3, “RAP 13.7(b)
provides that where the court accepts review of a Court of Appeals decision, it will
review only questions raised in the motion for discretionary review or the petition for
review and the answer, unless the court orders otherwise on granting review.
Accordingly, we decline to reach the issue.”

13



by this court in In re Dependency of J.C. has been cited with authority in
numerous subsequent cases. It has most recently been relied upon in In re
the Dependency of P.P.T., 155 Wn. App. 257, 268, 229 P.3d 818 (2010).
The findings of In re Dependency of P.P.T. are consistent with the present
case.

In In re Dependency of P.P.T., the court of appeals reversed tﬁe
trial court’s dismissal of a termination petition holding that the focus of
RCW 13.34.180(%) is the legal relationship between the parent and child
and whether that relationship impedes the child’s prospects for integration,
not what constitutes a stable and permanent home. In re Dependency of
P.P.T., 155 Wn. App. at 268. The court found that rather than focusing on
whether the children currently live in an appropriate permanent home, the
focus of RCW 13.34.180(1)(f) is the legal relationship between the
children and the biological parent. Id. at 269.

Additionally, the court in In re P.P.T. noted that the trial- court
committed obvious error when it failed to apply Supreme Court precedent
to the effect that a finding that the state has proved RCW 13.34.180(1)(f)
“necessarily follows from an adequate showing that there is little
likelihood that conditions will be remedied so that children can be
returned to the parent in the near future.” RCW 13.34.180(1)(e), In Re

P.P.T., 155 Wn. App. At 268, citing In re Dependency of K.S.C, 137

14



Wn.2d 918, 927, 976 P.2d 113 (1999) and In re Dependency of J.C., 130
Wn.2d 418, 427-8, 924 P.2d 21 (1996). In drawing this conclusion, the
court rejected the argument that this result “reads RCW 13.34.180(1)(f) . .
. out of existence,” by relieving the state of its burden to prove (1)(f) by
clear, cogent, and convincing evidence. Id. at 269. Instead the court noted
that to follow such an argument would be to ignore Supreme Court
precedent. Id. Thus, the court of appeals decision in our present case doés
not conflict with this court’s recent rulings in In re K.S.C. orin Inre J.C.,
and the father’s argument raised under RAP 13.4(b)(1) is without merit.

In another court of appeals case, In re Dependency of T.R., 108
Wn. App. 149, 29 P.3d 1275 (2001), the court again addressed arguments
by the appellant regarding the state’s ability to prove RCW
13.34.180(1)(f). There, the appellant claimed that since reunification was
‘essentially possible or imminent,” the “integration” factor for termination
was not met. Id. at 166. The court disagreed noting that it did not view
reunification as imminent, and it emphasized that “what is perhaps
eventually possible for the parent must yield to the child’s present need for
stability and permanence.” In re Dependency of T.R., 108 Wn. App. 149,
29 P.3d 127 (2001). Consistent with the court of appeals in our case, it
also relied specifically on the precedent set out in In re Dependency of

J.C., that where there is little likelihood that conditions will be remedied,

15



it “necessarily follows™” that the “parent and child relationship clearly
diminishes the child’s prospects for early integration. . . .” Id at 166,
quoting In re Dependency of J.C., 130 Wn.2d 418, 427, 924 P.2d 21
(1996).

Similarly, there is no conflict between the court of appeals decision
in the present case and In re Dependency of A.B. The issue in A.B. was
whether the court needed to make a ﬁnding of parental unfitness prior to
terminating parental rights. In re Dependency of A.B., 168 Wn.2d 908.
232 P.3d 1104 (2010). The father argues that /n re A.B. contrasts With In
re Dependency of J.C., because it requires the state to prove each element
of RCW 13.34.180(1) by clear, cogent and convincing evidence. The
precedent set by In re J.C. never abandoned the requirement that each
element must be proven. Instead, In re J.C. provides that once RCW
13.34.180(1)(e) is proven by clear, cogent and convincing evidence, the
same clear, cogent and convincing evidence also proves RCW
13.34.180(1)(f) because the obstacles for “carly integratioh” into a
permanent home come from the reasons there is little likelihood that
conditions will be remedied. In re Dependency of J.C., 130 Wn.2d 418,
427,924 P.2d 21 (1996).

The trial court in this case found that all six factors of the

termination statute had been proven by clear, cogent, and convincing

16



evidence. It simply, according to precedent, relied on the finding of the
first five elements when it found that the sixth element had also been
established by clear, cogent, and convincing evidence. The court also
relied on additional factors to find that the requirements of RCW
13.34.180(1)(f) were met. The commissioner noted that “Gladin’s
continued legal relationship poses an obstacle to adoption planning. The
court also found that “[t]he record here supports the determination by the
trial court that continuing a legal relationship with Gladin is a legal barrier
to K.D.S.’s chance of adoption and thus diminishes the likelihood of her

b

integration into a stable and permanent home. ” Therefore, the trial court
found not only that the “integration” element of RCW 13.34.180(1)(f)
necessarily followed from the State’s proof offered for the “little
likelihood” element of RCW 13.34.180(1)(e), but also that other clear,
cogent and convincing eQidence was offered to prove the “integration”
element independently.

As demonstrated by the analysis of prior Supreme Court and
appellate decisions, the six elements of RCW 13.34.180 méy be proven
either individually, each on its own merit, or through the proof of the first
five elements, from which proof the sixth element of RCW 13.34.180

necessarily follows. Each approach is valid and requires all six elements

to be proven by clear, cogent, and convincing evidence. In re K.S.C,

17



Wn.2d 918, 976 P.2d 113 (1999) and In re J.C., 130 Wn.2d 418, 427-8,

924 P.2d 21 (1996).

The court of appeals ruling in this case does not conflict with prior
court of appeals or Supreme Court decisions. Instead, precedent first
established by In re Dependency of J.C. in 1996 has been consistently
upheld. If this court thought its prior rulings were unclear or in error, it
would have addressed those issues as they arose during the past ten years.
Consequently, the father has failed to establish a basis for review under
RAP 13.4(b)(1).

B. The Father’s Motion for Discretionary Review Does Not Raise
Any issue of Public Interest or Significant Question of Law
Under the State or Federal Constitutions.

In passing, the father suggests there is a constitutional question that
arises regarding the State’s burden of proof when seeking the termination
of the fundamental rights of both parents and children. Mot. at 2. Mr.
Gladin fails to specify any specific basis for these arguments beyond what
may be interwoven in his attempts to demonstrate conflict between the
analysis of his case and prior Supreme Court decisions. “Lack of clear
legal argument with cited authority is grounds for dismissing an argument

on appeal.” In re Dependency of Chubb, 112 Wn.2d 719, 773 P.2d 851

(1989), citing Griffin v. Dept’s of Social and Health Services, 91 Wn.2d

18



616, 590 P.2d 816 (1979); State v. Kroll, 87 Wn.2d 829, 558 P.2d 173
(1976).

Mr. Gladin has not demonstrated that his constitutional rights have
been violated. A parent’s right to raise his children without the State’s
interference is a constitutionally protected fundamental right and, as a
result, the court has examined the termination statues under the strict
scrutiny standard. [n re the Welfare of C.B., 134 Wn. App. 336, 139 P.3d.
1119 (2006). The Court has determined on numerous occasions that RCW
13.34.180 and RCW 13.34.190 as written, are facially constitutional
because they advance a compelling state interest and are narrowly drawn
to meet that interest. Jd at 345.” Mr. Gladin’s parental rights were
examined and terminated under this statute.

Substantial evidence supports the termination of the parental rights of
the father. He has not shown any additional basis for constitutional
violations. Thus, the termination of the father’s parental rights does not
raise an issue of public interest, or a significant question of law under the
State or Federal Constitutions.

Further, since the father does not support his claims with argument as

required by RAP 13.4(c)(7), this court should consider the alleged errors

" Citing In re Dependency of K.S.C., Wn.2d 918, 928, 976 P.2d 113 (1999) In re
Dependency of 1J.S, 128 Wn. App. 108, 120-121, 114 P.3d 1215 (2005), review denied
155 Wn.2d 1021, 128 P.3d 1240 (2005).
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waived. In re Detention of A.S., 138 Wn.2d 898, 922 n.10, 982 P.2 1156
(1999), and thus, the father’s insistence that review is warranted by this court

under RAP 13.4(b)(4) and (b)(3) is without merit.

VIII. CONCLUSION
As the father fails to satisfy any basis for review under RAP 13.4(b),
DSHS ‘respectﬁilly requests that the Supreme Court deny his motion for
discretionary review.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this  day of August, 2011.

ROBERT M. MCKENNA
Attorney General

X 2 YIZAS
SARA[ B. TRIMBLE, WSBA #32333,
Ass1sta}rt/Attorney General,

Attorney for Respondent
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EVAN B. FREEDMAN, PH.D. LICENSHD CLINICAL P&YCHOLOGIST H2B06
1513 E STREET, BELLINGIHAM, WA OpaRy
PHONE: 8360/34-7310 EX, 4128 FAX! 36067 1L BOOG

This report Iy & confiedonttud, /)"Qﬁ'b'd'fom1/~/0-/)/‘q/2-'.>'.5/'w/z// document. miay st hp pelesedd
without the veritien consent of the oltent or by cawt oeder, This report iy neither wettien nor
intended for the review of the examtnoe, Iy the Vel the excningd dovs read this repord, he o
she does sovith the knowledge that it m y be disfrassing, detrinentol or anaping,

CONFIDENTIAL PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION
AND PARENTING ABSESSMBNT '

Name: Derck Gladin
Rate ol Bidth: 6/11/66 | RIS

Dales of Tesling and Byaluatlon: 5122703, 05/29/03
Late of Repart: 6/21/03 ,

Logatjon of Bvaluation: Offices of Fvan B. Jireednum, Bellinglum, Washingtoy

Evalustion By: Evan B3, Frecdman, Ph1), “Washinglon Liceose #2306
Assisted By:  Psychometriclan, Dlizaboth Snyder, M8, LMIIC #7507

Lvaluation Methods: Clinical Intui-\’/icw; Mental Status [xam; Weehsler Adull
InteHigense Sealo—7Third liditlon (WATS-)1D); Personallty Avsessiment Inventory (PAL);
the Sentence Com pletion Serieg. Parenting Version; Parent Stress Tadex (ur M,
Gladin's child: the Child Abuse Poteptial Inventory (CAP): observalion o M Gladin
while visiting with hig chlid for.one hour,

LN

Relevant Records Reviewesd: T.ottors from Wendy IKochler dated 05/22/03 and Q5/02/03:
Letter [rom Nuney M. Neal, Allorey at Law, dated 05/21/03; Eetter from Deblie
Scholm to Mr, Gluding dated 12/05/02; Letter to Wendy Koeller from Mr, Giladin, d
12/0%/02; Lettet [rom Wendy Koeliler to Dorele ¢ Hacljo, dated 12/18/02: Fnail
carrespondence belween Wendy Koshler to Pamelq Wiber-&ieoker, duted 12/04/07:
Notice and Summons for Depetidency Proceedings for Kayla 1, Sleasinan, Jatod
L1/26/02; Kidsereen for Kayla 1), Sleasman, dated 120097024 Speech g [anghagy
Assessinent for Kayla 1. Sletsman, duted 11/ 12/97; Nourodovelopinenal Physical
Therapy Agsessment for Kayla 1, Sleasinan, dated 12/08/07: Bellinghan Sthool Disicl
speciad eduealion.reevaluation report for Kayla 1), Sleasman, dited 03/08/01: Mudieal
records received from Dr, Jacabs regarding Kuyla 1. Slenssian, doted 0472509 theoiph
10/28/02; ML Baker School Distriel record review of Incoming Special Bdueation
Students for Kayla 12, Sleasman. dated 03/21702; Discharge Orders wd Pl from
Children's Hospital, dated 04/25/03: Interstate Relative Home Study Flaccinen
“Recomended with Condftions ffom DETTS and Jobn Campbell, duted 04/ 1/03:

afed

EXHIBITE__ )
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Youthnet 90 day assessment, dafed 01/)5/0? st IS ISSP and nlicgution history provi.ded
by DSIIS. '

* Background and. Referml Questions

Derek Gladinis a 36 year-old Cauveusinn man whose child, Kayla Sleasman, is currently
seven years old, Mr. Gladin reporled that the child’s mother had o long history of deng
and aleohol tnvolvement and utstuble preenting, UNowover (here were many allegativns
against Mr. Gladin Involving intrugive behavior and, moxuccwnllm sexual abuse.
Allhough Kayla is presently sevon yewrs old, shie is apparently functioning wl o (hive-(o-
four year-old level, She was reeehily howpitulized at the Chlldren’s Hospital in Seatte
and discharged with a diagnosts of Oppositional Dellunt Disorder, Mental Returdation.
neurobehuvioral disorder due (o aleohol sxposure. i Severe Mixed Reeeptive /
Iixpressive Lm\;,ua% Disorder. Appuultly, glven Kayla's lovel of functon, she will
require a caregiver for the remainder of hier 1o span, Up untl] Kayla waks placed i loster
catum/\pnl?sz wilh her maternal prandparents, Me. Gladin aod Ms, Slcasnian had
chgaged in a parenting plan which included the mother caring (or the ehild duriig the
woeks and Mr, Gladin caring for a the ehiid every other wukcml ahd oite night o \‘,UL\[M
in addition to some hohdays ‘

In preparation for this evaluation, lellory weye received [rom Wendy Kochlur, the sociul
worker assigned Lo this case, as well as Mr, Gladin's altorney. Mr, Oladin’s attornesy,
M. Neil, expressed in hoe letter, dated May 2.1, 2003, her disagrecments with the many
statements regarding this cuse teported by My, Koelder, the cosewaorker. Ms, Kochler
- reported that My, Gladin had initially denied being Kayla's parenl, bowever Mr, Glaglin
“denicd this, as did his altorney. Ms, Koehler alloged v Ber Tetter theut fis 1996, Mr. Gladin
broke into Kayla’s mothers home, and again M, Gladin nnd his atiorney deny (his
allegation. Ms, Koshler all oped that M. Gladin fad “used alcohol prior to Kaylaty
blrth,™ and ngaln Mr. Gladin and his attotney denied this had oeenrred, M, Koehler
stated 11 her letter tht Mr, Gladin refused to pusticipate in seevices, und Mr. Gladin
geported that he was in fuct in (he provess of applylng Tor ancappointment for an nlephol
evaluation and had initially reflased purticipation in scrvices utthe advices ol hig attormey.

Ms. Kochler reporled that Mr. Gladin allegedly Kidnapped Kayla in 2001 Tor about four
months, taking lier {o Seatlle, Agaio Mr, Gladin denied this allogution, statiog that he hiad
only taken his danghler fo proleet her frgu harm, ay she was ot being cared 1ot Ly hér
mother, Mr. Gladin clatmed that he had begun the process to. enroll bar in sehool and 1o
gain custody, My Gladin’s attotney reported that Kayla’s mothor and het own mother
instipated that uflega(ion of kidnapping to prevent Mr. Gladin from sceing his daughter.
‘The allogation of sexunl abuse was also reported by Mr. Olacin a bis atiomey 1o have
been made by Kayla's mother. Mr; Gladin believed thal this was dune, again, to deptive
him of visitation with his daughter. Finally Ms. Koehlersletter reported that My, Gladin
was aware thot Kayla was i the stale’s oure since November 2002 but “elwst not (o, visit
Kayla, stating he wantod to talk (o his altomey.™ M. Gladin actively dented it this wag
the case ond clalined that he was nol of t.ml visitation until recently and has since boen
pmtlclpam g i the vigilation.



'Ihis evaluation was original]y referred by Wendy Koohler, Social Waorker 1, [Fon (he
Bellinghar DCES offices. 1t was hoped that (he evaluation would provide o inenid
health.assessment, ineluding “further explorations of puranoid fendenetes,” There ace
further: quu&hons about nseessary salely measures (o be put n pluce to agsure ot Knyla
wolld be sufe in Mr, Gladin's eate, ns well us strueluee whleh would allow Mr, Gladin o
[ollow a service plan to enable the Deparbment to monitor the salely of his ehild, " There
are othet specific yuestions uround-“personality conflicls” und mope generolly, Mr,
Gladin’s fitness to parent, piven the hist my It s Boped the evalualion will make
recommendations for the hecessily of 2 “sexual devlancy component™ (or this evaluation
as well ag other services or interventions which would hdp to reduce the risk or ¢hild
. gbusc or hegleet by decrcasing ddwlumm and Inereasing strengtls Ta the even Kayla
were placed with My, Gladin, :

Mr, Gladin reviewed the Porensic Informed Consunt Contrael, which explatned the Lk
of confidentinlity regarding the (indings of this evaluation and the Anthorization for
Mutual Release and Bxchanpe of Confidential and Privileged Inforumtan. Me Oladin
had maay questions about both forns ond fuitially relused to sign either until afterhe had
spokm to his atlorsey. Alter a sigoificant period of diseussion, Mr. Cladin did agree to
sign (he Informed Consent Contract, Later i the day e signed the Authovi alion for
Mutual Release and Exclhiange of Confidentinl and Privileged Informatior aler his
attorney joined him during the evaluation. hotly debated the content of the fom wad
demanded significant odits to 16

Relevant 1istory

The ovalugtor notes the M. Gladin wag a poor historian, vnable (0 remember dales and
sequences of events in Iis Tife, and presented with defensivencss regarding praviding
information that would muke for an aceurale evaluation. Mr, Gladin persistently usked,.
“ltow is this information related {o how L abn as 4 parent?” My, Uladin's orientadion m
the history interview and for that matter, the rest of the eviluation, made information

pathering quite difficult and {diosynerasics and inaceuracies umy exist based on s
report.

Developmental story

Mr. Gladin reported thal he was born on (/11766 in ()Mmd Goemuny, Tle Lelieved that

he was the product of a notmal gestation and delivery and (hat he reached ull

developmental milestones al appropriate times, Tlorosided in Germuny for
approximately two yoars until his fumily moved to the United States contitued to

- move frequently until he was approximately five yeats old. AL the age of five, hiy family

settled in San Disgo, Califomia where he Tived until 1993, when he again reloesled 1o

Poinl Robetts, Washinglon, aud then shortly to Bellinghunn, Washington,

Family }listory
Mr. Gladin’s mother and father were married st his birty ond semained mareied until his
father commilied suiclde in 1973, Atthe time of the suieide, hig Mther was living in a
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dilferent state and had been absent [ron the Family for several yeurs, Thercfore, no
family member witnessed the aeeident. Mr, Gladin stated Qat lie vever develop o
relationship with his father, as his father had suffered From “nerves” and ot .stbly ot

Traumatic Stregs Disorder fron two tourg in the Vietam Ware Mr. Gladin's lother wags

possibly hospitalized at the Veterans Adnilulsiration hospitals however My, Gludin
refused to provide information on this fopie, M. Gladin was ratsed by Wis mothor and hig
sisler, Jenhy, who was two years his ofder. [1s sister is n social worker i Califormia, and
by lis repor they speak on the phone flequently ond have a close refutfonship, He hay
three hall-sisters from his mother’s marringo prior to marrying his father. e reported he

“had relationships with his half-sisters wid that hoe visited with them approximately twics a

yoar, Mr Gladin’s mother is a tetired psychologis(, und hag remarried sinee the death
Mt Gladin’s fatlicr to a Mr. Lee Woodlund, who is an altomey, Mr. Gladin's inother
remarricd when he wag approximalely nine yeurs old and was divoreed by (he e he
WS upploximmdy 16 yearg old, He deseribed higstepfathor as o “hard worker, has goad
communication skills” and they continue to have n rolationship, nlbeit visitiog only
oceastonally. Tlo reported a strong refulionship with his mother, wim p: sently resides i
Californiw. ‘They speak on the phone often and visit occasionally, e deseribed ber ag
“hard worker, honest, cann&, persott, educuled and sl Mr. (Hn(lin denied llutthmu
ware atty drig and aleohol issues or menlal health diagnoses in his lumily other than his
(i uthm who commltmd sufeide.

/\bmc Iistory
Mr, Gladin denlod that he had ever experitnecd any Torm of ubuw

Selioa] Jllswly

SR

Mt, Gladin attended school in Galiformia, 1l¢ allotded Blementmy School at Parkdule

Lane, [le was diaggnosed wilh dyslexia in clementary sehool and was placet in spocial
aducation curticulum throtghout elementaty school and for 4 shor( tine i Junior high
until he was returncd Lo o mainstroamed euwriculum track. He altended two years of

Jumorhi&h at Oaks Junfor Uigh and afler his family moved tou new acea, le atunded

two years al Persian Junfor igh, Tl attended San Diego High School, und ufler hiy
Pamily moved, he attended Patrick Tenry High School in the tenth grade. e reported
teceiving below-average pradey in sehool and donied partictpation Inuny extracurricular
activities. 1le also denied recciving any disciplinary actions.

M. Gladin reported that he teft school during the tenth grade begause lio had boen
working and “wanled lo make money,™ 1Te atlended CGross Mont Juior College part-
{imo approximately two years afler he had Jeflhigh school and enyolffed Iy ¢ourses sueh
as general education and art, Mr, Gladin attended o techoloal college for upptoximalely -
gix months in a smog and auto mechanie cotlifleation program. He conipleted the

progeam but did pot get his smog license hecause he moved lo Wirshinghon and there was
not o smop-licensing program L]lcl C.

Work IHistory,

Mt Gladin tepotls o vocational history which includes multiple Josit hm.s of shont
duralion in multiple ficlds. T1ls first job waus at the age of 10, when he bepan svorking
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with lis steplather Tandseaping for the summer. Mr, Gladin reported i wotk history
consisting of salos, telemurkeling, restanrant work, seneral labor [or constuetiong
compnies, and wotk as an aulo mechanic. Al the ape of 11 he held a paper rowle fur
several years and moved up to selling subscriptions door-to-door. A the age of 10 he
worked nla toy store as o helium deliverer and salesmam. He way then employwd ot u U
slation for several years, while al (he same tinte befug employed as a prep cook apd
dishwasher at @ pizvza place, {le was employed ay » secutily puad for six monthd and
then eployed at o gas stalfon as a mechunie for soveral yoars, Ue ehattged vorutions ut
that Ut and began working for several construotion com panies a8 1 pensral taberer fop
apptoximutely three yoars, 1le returned to work as an aulo meehunio {or approximately a
yewr while gl the samo time he was employed os a doot-to-door salesnian and g
telemarketer. As a telemarketer he would sell sunroom add-ons and (imeshares,

Mr. Gladin moved Lo Washington afier he was hired as o marine hechunie at a Potnt

Roberls, Washington company. He was employed for upproximately aie year and thep

began his owi automotive repait shop for one year, He found cinployment with

- Whateom Foreign Auto Repair where le was o ployed for approximately ope year, Al
this time, hie bopan selling timeshaces agaln and moved to Ue: John's auly wpair, and gold
eat wash products for Dr, John on the sids. Tle was hen cmployed for Construetion
Super Cily Scrvices as a general laborer, und then moved to Seslile, Washington, where
he was employed by DSIT Cladding Compay us @ metal teehnician for one year. |le
thett waas employed at Zach Salas Serviees 1s a genoral laborer wnfi] ho found
eimployment with Washinglon Nalional Morlgage as u telematkelur, 1o has been

“employed by Washington National Mortgage for three months, wid he placs (o continue
his employment, as he enjoys the flexibility of Iis work. 1le continugs o do smal)
mechunical and home repairs on the side. ' '

Health Uistory ' .
Mr. Giladin denicd that he had ever experienced any major illyestes or hewd Injurius. At
the agu 0’36 he had his wisdom teeth pulled and af one timo fruetured g toe his lett

foat. IIc denied-that he consuned any preseription tedication ar oyversthe-counter
medication. : |

Treat nent Hstory

M. Gladin denlod that ho had ever received any ghemical dependency {reatnent,
chemical dependency ovaluations, psyehological or mental heatt) treatment . or
psychological abd moental healh evalvations,

Drug apd Aleohol fistory

Mt. Gladin appeared very defensive regarding bis previows dey ruse, and it was ynelear
to this evaluator whothuet he was bl ng tuthful. Tle stated thag his st aleolio)
consutption was at the age of 15 and thal he consumed aleohol mintally until he was
over the age of 21, and (hen he began having a beer vocusionally at parties or wine with
dinner, Tle reported that he had not donsumed any aleobol for e Just month and o halr
and that never in hig Jile had he been involved with the “over-corsum ption ol wleohal™,



¢

TIa deiiied thut be had over umd marijuana, methamplof mmnu,‘ coeaine, haroin,
mushirooms, of LSD or any olber illisil dwug,

Relationship Hislory

Mr, Gladin's first relationship wos when he wos 15 years o 1d when he reporiedly mel a
woman from Turkey, Ile slated that this relatlonship was very shorl-term, but he
‘considered her lils (irst girllriend, e then met o young woman named Jeiny whie wis ¢
girlfriend of his for o short time. Appurcutly, she had wanted {o have vex will hin and
lic was riot yet interested in suel intimaey and ho broke off te rul alionship. To then met
April, whoi lie dated for stx months and bad hs first sexual expericiee with when he
waug 17 and she was 16, After be caking up with /\pu il he metand dated & wonan nned
Llizabeth, who was 20 when be was 18, and weiil oi (o date daother seornn. Smal. who
was 26 when he was 24, e was in a refationship casually with Sarali for approxtinately
one yeor, Aller his relationship with Saruh ended, he reportod (hat be did not have any
serious relatlonships Tor a long while'and dited one woman, Victoria, who he considered
a friend with whom lie hud inmate relations, Afier Victoria, he was in soveral short-

term relationships until he met Charmaine, who reslded in Canada, They wore i )
l‘Cln[iohship lor ‘nippl'oximalely one year wiyd Charmaine moved in with him for U{?J/hl
months. ‘Thoe relationship ended when he did not accompany her nfter she was pronroted
at ber job and relocated to Otlawa, Canada. Apparently, Charinaing hod wanted to marry
hitm and have a child, buf by his report, he was not reidy, '

M, Gladin met Ms. Sue Sleasman at 4 coffve shop whon she wag 18 aid ho was 20 _\,u Y
old. They were togelher for o short time before moving in together, and she begmg
pregnant thice mouths into the relationship, Mr, Gladin elalmied that $he did not fnforn
him of the pregnancy until she was three months along, Thete davghter, Kayly, was bom
on 7/28/95. He reported that the relationship with Ms. Sleasmun dateriorated bucanse sl
“liked lo go oul al pight with her friends and enjoyed gelting deunk.” Mr. Gladin stated
that Ms. Sleasman had ro celationship with ket mother when fliey niet and prior (o Ms,
Sleasman turning 18, she hud hersolf emanelpated due to the volatile relationshlp with her
nother, Mr, Gladin’s claimed that bis posi twaml“luom ¢ on Mu. Blepsman brought Der
back {n Lotch with her mother. Mr. Cladin eventually regretted this rountBeation as he
believed that Ms. Sleasinan’s mother was very “controlling™ and eventually “got in the
way™ of his relationship with Ms. Sleasinan. e deseribed Ms. Sleasinan’s miother by
stating, “she uscd to be a witch, aud now she 15 u born-again hypouritical Chirisiion,™ He
‘admitted that the two argtied and engaged i verbal Hghts but dented that he aver
physically abused Ms. Sleasmari. The relatlonship between Mr, Gludin aind Ms,
Steasman ended poorly ulter several conllluls regarding childeure and nianaping the
“houschold chores, '

P relationship with Ms. Slmmman encod approximately two years afler Kayla's bisth,
On the Jast night of Mr. Gladin and M. Steasman’s relatonship, M, Sleastian left tha
~ hosme and moved in with lier mothier, Shortly thereufter, Mr. Gladin received an evistion
notiee and resteaining order againgt him. Agafn uecording lo My; Gladin, the regtr aining
order indicated that Mg, Sleasman had made him oul to ba w “violent, ovil perso™ and fwe
had made her “fear for her Hfe™ 'The restraining order was eventually dropped when it
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became non-cohducive to cxuhangingpmcn tal cure for Kaylw. There is some indication
that fin 1996 Mr, Gladin broke into Ms, Sleasmim’s mother's home by “cuiting a hole in
the laumirymom floor through a erawl smuf’ however, Mr, Gladin ullplmhmlly denlus

(thut (his 18 truo and a stalement was made in a fetler from Ms. Neal, dated 05/31/03 1o thia
affect,

'Yhe couple has been involved in o long custody biritle over Kayla, Paternily (eaty wure
comploted ndicating that Mr. Gladin was in Jaet the father of Kayla, 'Ihis patemity test
lins came upder question, as Ms. Sleasman and her mother appurenty used the (et that
fhe test was corapleted ag an indisotion that Mr. Gladin did not believe be was the futhet.
Howaver, he denied that he had requested the test to be done aid stufed, “I always knew 1
was Kayla’s fther” and that it was the Sleasman®s that were falsilying the situntlon,

Mr. Glilin reported that he had been in several shorl-tery relationships sinee hiy
relationship with Ms, Sleagmun but no long-ferm commitments.

Cultyral and Spivitual Backeround

M. Gladin was taised with a small amount of Christlanity but did not feel that religion
wis “forced down my throat,” [le slated that his mother was rajsed Cutholic however did
not raise him in the Cotholie Church. He hay attended Christ the King chureh and
occusionally Llilletest Chureh and now only occasionally attends.chureh. The reportud
having a close relutionship with God and (hat “CGod nmlws tho decisions i my hiv md

- whatever happuns i due to God’s will,”

Criminal llistory

Mr, Gladin denled that he had any arvesis other Uhan udriving while Jm Jeeise wns
suspendod. He stated that he reeeived that DWW arrests beeause by had outstanding
{ickets, rcsuiungin his liconse being revoked, without himn knowlog the tdekets were
oulstanding., He claimed that he had belfeved that (e tekets had beed poid.

Presentation uncl_”j_\{lmu_ggl Stalug

Mt. Gladin presents as a Cageagion male appuaring stated oge. He presented on lime Jor
" the ovaluglion, oriented to person, place, und Ume, and appeared to engiga in all sspecty
of the evalualon in a willing, although defensive manner, Qverall 1 s noted '
throughout the evalualion that Mr, Gladin preseofed fimseCas a “salesnian. who might
have been attempting to conyinee a pofential buyer to cowmil (o wsube, His verbal style
is somewhat perseverative, although he does respond o allempls al Hinit-seiting und

direetion.

Mr. Gladin denies any significant mental health conceerns, including symptoms of
duplussicm, anxicly, panic ullaeks, or nourovegetative sighs of exnotionn| disteess, 11is
affect is noted {o be cuthymile although defensive, with congrient, slightly Jattened und
- compulsive tmood. As nated above, although his spoceh wos articulate and cleuly
understood, he tended (o be somewhat longwwichd and perseverative, There was no
aggressive or depressive thought content noted, and M, Gladin dented intrusive
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menmories, [lashibacks, ru,ulruntJughlm‘uus Jmlhmzmtlom, or delusions, Iloe and progs
motor skills appeared to be within normal Hmits, us did gait, however tiere way a slight
supgesion of minor developmiental delay in Mr. Gladin's presentation, Eye contnel was
noled {o be wilhin normat limits, Tnsight appenced tobe fair, butimlguwutm)d Dlapl)se
control were difficult to evaluate due Lo the many inconsistencles and diggreements in
the history. Nonetheless, during the evaluation, judgiment and finphlse conlrol o ppe aredd
to be normal, Long- und short-lesm memory appeared {o be intact, and concenlmtion and

“atfention were within normal limits. Mr, Gladin denied 'my Jristary of seHshurn Dohavior

or suicidal ideation In the past or present. -

- When asked about his libido, M. Gladhs reporied that his interest had been codiced due

1o his eurrent legal buttle and other hassles, as was deercased due o his age. Alihougl it

~bad not been the Intentfon of interviewer (o eliclt fuethur material around his sexual

inlerests, Mr. Gladin responded to the question with some norvonsness wnd defonylvenasy
anl wwt ot at some length ubout how he saw xchmonslnm as more imporlant thas s
and saw his sex drive as notmal in every way.

Indellectual Functioning

Wachslor Adull Intelligence Seale, < Third Ldition (WAIS-111)

(315

M. Gladin was administored 13 subtests of the Weehsler Adult Intellioney Seale - Thive

- Edition (WALS-IL) Trom which his JO and Index seores woro dertved, The TFull Seule 10

jis the aggregate of the Verbal and Pecformancs scores and is usually considerel to he (he
most reptesentative measure of global inteflectual Tunctioning, Mr. Gladin s generil
cognitive ability is in the Low Average A0 ofintellectunl functioning. ug menured by
the Weehsler Adult Intelligence Seale ~Third Fdition (WAIS-IL). Uis averalf | hinkiny
and reasorting abilitios exceed those o[‘cpptuxummly 9% of adults his ape (US1Q = 87,
9‘5% Confidence Interval = 83.91),

Verbal and Performance Ahilities

'The Verbal score is a tieasuyre of acquired knowledge, vorbul re m»umg" :md
Lmnpwhcnsmnol verbal information. His verbi reasoning abiliticy, as measuted by (he
Verbal 1Q, are In the Low Average range and above those of nmwm\lnmLcIle Woflls
peets (VIQ = 88, 95% Conlldence Inferviil = 83-93), On the verbal reasoning siblusts,
Mr, Gladin obtatned his highest seote on the Similarities, Digit Spay and Information

sublests and his lowest score on the Letler-Number Sequenciug sublest, i perfmance

on these subtosts dilfers slgnifeantly relilive 1o eael olther axl suggest that thizge are e
ateas of most pronounced slrepgth and weakness, respectively, in Mr. Gladin’s profile of
verbul reasoning abilitles, His weak performance on (he Letter-Numbor Sog erising
sublost Is below that of most of his peers. The Verbal Comprebertston Tndex (VC1) s
similar (o the Verbal 1Q In-that It provides a measure of verbal aequired knowledyge and
verbal reasoning. However, it does not fuclude the measures of abilities relnlod to .
working memory, such as holding information to perform  spocilic task, ‘Fhegetore, the
Verbal Comprehension Index may be cousidered i purer ineusute of yerhal
comprehension than is the Verbal 1Q. In Mr. Gladin's case, his Vetbal Comprebension
Index seore is gencrally comparable to his Verbal 1Q seore. On tasks meastiehg verlal
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knowledge, Mr. (1[ndin s perforthance IS(‘Ompmdhlbio that of his peers. His ability 1o
uudcxsiand and regpond (0 verbally presented niaterial is better than that o 27% o wtburs
ig ago (VCI =91, 95% Lonhduﬁcc Interval = §6-97),

I'lie Performance seore ]H()Vldb& ar fndication of an individutl’s nonverbol teasoning,

spatial processing skills, attentiveness to detail and visual-motor integeation. 111

nohverbal 1‘cnsonmgleulLUc.s, as measured by (he Potformance 1Q, are in the Low
Average range and betler than those of approgimutely 18% of his peers (1€ =0 %6, 95%
Confiderico Interval = 80-94), On the nonverbal reasoning sublests, Mr, Gladin abtalned.
his highest score on the Block Design sublest, s performance dilfers sighificantly from
Bis Nonverbal subtest mean seore Lmd supgests that this is the area of host pronoungal

- strengthiin Mr, Glad nsplohlc of nonverbal reasonlng abilities, The Percoptun]

Oxgnuimlmn Iidex (POI) is actually a purer measurs ol nonvelbal repsoniing, tha is the
Pérformance 1Q. The POL measures [uid reasoniup, spatiol processing, alfentlveness (o
detail, and visual-motor intogration. However, i does ot measure the ndividual's speced
in processing information or performing simple tagks rofated to that infotmation, Tn Mr,
Gladin’s case, his Perceptual Qrgavization Tndek scare Js gonipatable 1o his Derfotmunce
10 score, Mr. Gladin's nonverbal reasoning nbilitics are compitable to those of his paers.
Iis performance on the Pereeptunl Organ mllou felex exeeeds thal of 37% of his age-
mutu,(l’() 95 95% Confidence Interval ~ 88-103),

ITis ability to (hink wilh words is contparnble 1o his ability to reason without the wse of
words, Joth Mr. Gladin's verbal reasoning ,md nonverbal.reasoming abililies arg also 1n

the Low Average rahge,

Working Memory Abiljtios

The Working Memoty [ndex (WML1) pmvulu; information re ’,L\xdmg ot idividunl g
abifity to attend (q verbally preseuted information; W proeess Informaton in menory, wnd
(hen to formulate a response. Conypared to hig peers, Mr, Gladin may expetivice somo
difficulty in holding information to petlorm a speeifio task. Difficullies with working
memory may make 1hc processing of complex informution more tine-consuming for M,
Gladin, drain his mental encrgics more quickly os conipared to other adults his uge, and
perhaps result in more feequent errors on s vadely of Teaening tasks. e performed belter
than 9% of his age-maies (WML = 80; 95% Confidence Intorval =74-88), On the sublests
which compose tlm Working Memory ndex, Mr. Gladin obtained his Righest sore an
{he Digit Span sublest. -His ability 1o process and slore Infotmation (e.g. numbers)
simultuncously and to verbally express this information according to n apeeified sequence
may be a relative steenpth compared to his overall level of working memory abilites,

Processing Speed Abilities -

The Processing Speed Index (PS1) provides o moasuré of an individual’s ability Lo
procoss simple of routine visua) informalon quickly und <,ﬂtcienﬂy i to quickly -
perform tagks based on that information. Mr. Gladin®s skill in processing, WS\,MI material
without making crrocs js below (hat of hig peers, His porformence on the Procussing,
Spoed Tadex was better than only 18% ol his ape-mates (PST e 86; Y5% Con 1‘1(1(-“,4;,
Interval =79-97), A relalive weakness in processing speed niy make the fug




comprehending novel information more tme-consining and dilftealt foe Mr, Gladip,
Mr. Gladin®s abilities on the sublests that compose the Processing Speed Tidex are all in
thc- Below Average 1o Average range, His performance across these subtests varfus Hifle.

suggesting that g abilities are comparable neross 1his domain,

Brnotional Punstioning

"B -

Persollity Assessment Inventory (PAI
Mr, Glndin complotod the Personality Assessment Tnventory (PAT) aselfudminislercd

- inventory of adult personality desiphed to ugsess-for psychopathalogy, diggnusts an

treatment needs. The PAT provides a-number of valldity indices that are designed to
provide an assessment of factors that eould distort the results of wsling, Nuch faclor
could {nclude faflyre lo complete test items properly, corelosshess, reading diffloulioy,
confusion, cmggemtion, malingering, or defensiveness, ot this protocol, the number of
uncomplefed ftems Js within acceptable Hinils. Also evaluated fs (he extent o which the
respondent altended uppropriately and responded consistently Lo the content of test items,
Mr. Gladin®s scoros suggest that he did nltend appropriately (o item content and
responded in a consistent fashion (o similar ftems.

The degree lo which response styles may have affected or distoried the report uf
symptomaiology on the inventory I8 also nssessed. Certalnof these indicittors Tall vutside
of the normal rapge, suggesting thul M. Gladinanay not have apswered ina complotely
forthright manner; My, Gladin®s patiers of responses suggest that he teads o portray
himsell ag being exceptionally fice of common shorteomings to which most individualy
will admil. As o result, he will be quite reluetant to admit to minor faulty, pethaps nol
oven willig to admit these fanlts to limselll e muy be blindly wneritical of his own
b(ulnv‘xox and insensitive to nepative consequences assoclatod with his behavior, tending
1o minlmize the negalive fmpact that bis behivior has on others und oo bitsel £ (uvun
the ligh level of defensivencss, the clinical seale profile poleniially refleets consideralsle
distortion and mintmization of difficultiey in several areas, and the (est remully are
unlikely to be a valid representation of M. Gladins frug exporionce,

- Clinical Featurcs '

Due Lo the overy delensive response style indicatod above, the PAT clinieal profile
revenls no clevations which would indieate the pregence of elinfeud psychopatholopy.
Dendal or defensivencss is Tikely (o be responsible for the generally oulleslres fficlure
that he is reporting, ag he seems to be reluetant to adinil to dysfunclion or problems
ferosy many arcas, Despile this Jevel of dofensiveness, thete wre some areng where Mr,
Gladin deseribed problems of greater infensity (ha Iy Lypl al of dofunsive respondents,
'I'hese areas Include: suspiciousuess; hostility and billeroess; poor control aver anger: and
the impaet of raumétic avents, Due to My, Gladin®s defensive presentation it s (h[(mm
to eldborate on these findings. Towever, it would appear that these (indings sugiest
persopality structure which will make Me, Gladlh guite diffienlt to work wiih, uudctmmo

his Inferpersonal skitls and Himit bis insightinto potential problems which teed to he
addrossed,”
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Allegntion Hisfory

Kayla was taken into protective custody afler her mothor, Ms, Sleasman, hid boen
involved in o high-speed chase with the polles while Kayla was in the cor, 11 s noled that
during the high-speed chase, M. Sleasman was apparently fntoxivated. Ms, Sleasman .
had soveral waranls for hor acest, apparently i olier counties, and wis siresled while
Kaylu was placed In [oster care, Previously, Ms, Sleasman had ongoing contact with [yw _
. ch foreemont in Whatcom Couunly due {o substancy nbuse problems and custodinl
interference [ssues. Appacently Mg, Sleasiman fiequently Teft Kayta with her own motlor
whien she was incarcerated or whon she was having strugples with ber own fib The
Departiment recelved numerous information-only refivinls tegueding Kayla and two
previously aceepted referrals, one unfounded, and one inconclusive on Ms, $leasman,

These are custodial dispulo issues hetween My, Sieagman und Mo Gladin, wnd on one
oceusion Ms. Sleasman alleged (et Mr, Gliadin “ubebucted” Kayla, Mr. Gladin ulfeyedly
kidnupped Kayla in 2001 by taking her with him ta Sealthe for approximately four
months, Ms, Koehler indicated that during that tme, & roommate of M, (ladins
reported that Mr. Gladin bad not eared for Kayla but lind left her with others to eure fur
and feed her, There were ulso po indications that Mr. Qladin had attempted w enrol]
Kayla in sehool or obtain any other services fop her, '

I June 2002 there were allegations of sexual abuse by M, Gladin towards Kagly, D
lo Kuyla’s cognitive and specch Huilutions, the Departinent was tinable oblxin any useful
Anformation. and Mr, Gladin refuged to participate with tho police in any interview or.
polygraph. Kayln was placed in tho stale’s enre in Novamber 2002 und My Ciludin did

- oL visit het untdl 01/3 1/03. e reported that e hud not wanled to bopin isits undil
consulling withan ablorney, This allegalion history wus received from noles providud.by
DSHS and Wendy Kochler, as wriltén in the JSSP. Although a lormal allegation history
‘was provided, all names and reeognizablo information had been blocked oul, leaving the
document inconiprehensible,

Response to Allegation Tlistory , :
M. Gladin categorically denied all allegations which had been made against bim, 11e
reporlod that his child’s mothor or.his mother-u-law had Mbricated many of the
allegntions. Tle denied ever sexually abusing his chitd and claimed (al ot all Umes he
had maintained hiy child's needs above all olso. As noted above, Mr. Gladin donied ever
having broken into his ehild's mother's home, denfed kidnapping the ehild, and furter
denied any inappropriate inteructions with his doughter dudig the visits, us had heen o

alleged by CPS cageworkers.

Toa letter from Mr Gladin's lawyer. Ms, Naney Neal.-dated 05/21/03. 1 was denied thal
M, Gladin had refused to pacticipate in suggested seeviees, kidunpped his daughter or
abused his davghter. Glven the disparitics belwoen the accounts piven by the departwent
and Mr. Gladin it is very diffieult to discern the realily of events, Nonctheless, §f would
appenr that Mr. Gladin's delonsive posture and apparent fack of Insight may have
alfseted Lis perceptions or representations.



Investigation was inconclusive, ' Kayla was admitted 0 Childrons Haspital on 3/31/03

Parenting

Background Infovrmalion

M. Gladin'y ehild has apparently been dingnosed wiily signitleant developmental lolay

and mental retardalion, however Mr. Gladin himsel[ reports that his ehild way din shosed
only with learning disabilitles und recanlly with menlal retardaton; althotgh thig wag
“the first T hear of it Me. Gladin adinitted tat biy ¢hild bad nilssed g prenl deal of
school, a fact ho altributed to his ehlld’s inotler's inconsistencies,

Collaborative Information Regarding Kayla Sleasman ‘

On 11/12/97, when Kayla was two ond a hall, she wes given 4 specel and language
assessment at the Children's Neurodeveloptnental Peogram ut S Josephity Hospital, She
was found Lo demonstrate signilieant defays in reecplive and expressive skill
development as well as articulation skills., Uerwotor skills were nesessed on 12/08/97,
At that time she was diaghosed with decreased motor control i1 wost pross maotor
aclivitics assessments and it uppeaced that most of her motot Jiffieulios Dy “stem oty
problems sho may be having integrating sensory information I order v organize her
motor oulput.” ' '

Medleal records reesived indicate that Kayla has had yepeated urny (ract Infections,

Althouglt there were ullegations regarding sexual abuse from Mr, Gladin in 2002, the

She was initially to stay (here for approgimately one woek, but the e was extesded
until 4/26/03, wlien ghe was discharged. During that tine, Children’s ospital q)d

several more assessimenty ineluding a complete copnilive sereening, medication
Children’s Hospital altempted to assoss sexual abuse fames oy Kavla continned 1o
demonistrate sexualized behayioss while'sf Children’s Haospital, Tiue o Kaylas limited
speceh and cognitive skills, tore wore no speolfic divelosures of sexual abuse noted,
Physical evidence was not present, however Children's Hospital did recommend g tusting
for THV and-other soxually transmitted diveases., - :

assessment and obsetvation of Kayla with her groudparents und iy a elassroom sefling,

Upon discharge from Children's Hospltal ity Seatlle, Kayla wus disguosed with Axds I:
Oppositional Defiint Disorder, Axis 11 Mental Relardution - Muderale, Axis )
Neurobehavioral Disorder « Alcolol Hxposuce, Axis IV: Severs Mixed Receplive /
Expressive Language Disorder, Axis 1V: Admit 30, Discharge 38, Kayla's pge-handed
seore s threo years and 10 months, and it is reporied (hat Kayla wil) require o supogiver
for the rest of hor [ifie; Medieal records received | ndiented that Kayla hus been
parlieipating in nourg-developmental, speceh/language, dnd physteal therupy. Kayla
eels the crileria for a developmental delayed ehild, 1y, Jacolss reported that Kayln wos
anal-rlgk child and had “global delays. including speceh and language pereeplion, as woll
as previous history of fine and gross motor delays.™ Dr, Jacoks requested o Fotpl Alcohol
Syndrome evaluation, 71 Tough the FAS evaluation 1vay negativo. Ur, Jacohs believes
there was some signifcant event lor Kayli in vtero, Tor, Jacobs stated Uhat the mother hiod
been copsunting nleohol while prepnant with Kayla, This information is per e 144

1 ALATIAL AAANT ALY it ot M YT PPt TPt A e 4 F A E b eE s e



providod by DSIIS. /\ccoiclmg {0 Ms. koehlm Kayla 18 believed to huve mild {mn al
nagal dysplasia,

Kayla’s school reported Kayla had sovero delays in cugmlmn lang nn\m. social, pd
motot skills and had been in the Life Skills class ot approxim .\(ciy four dif flerent schouvly
in the past year. Her skill level was tested in'June 2001, and she prosented as three vens
tenmonths on piotire similarities and two years seven months on block building. The
classroom observalion indicated, even with ong-on-one intensive adulf contact, Kayla had
greal difTiculty romaining focused-and engaged iin the activity, Koyla’s short-ter
INCNIOTY Wik mpmtcd[y poot, and when lold “no,” Kayla would have a temper tunieum
(hat included crying, screaming, klcking, and hittng, Jn a Youthnel evaluntion frony
03/05/03, [t was reported that Kayla was prescribed Adderal and Paxil, 1 didd not Ao
from (his assessmont thal Kuyla had made any slgniticant gains sinee her plagenent it
foster care,

Purenting Interview

Mr. Gladin admitled that the pregnaney (or Kayla had been acedentul, however he
reparted an “innet vision™ In which ke saw that he would have u child. e stated thal he
wis opposed to abortion and always wanted children. Tn conflict w carlive statements, he
. Nrther reporled that his child’s developmental problems were delermined dur ng, lm first
year of 1ife, however to him she scemed o be u good baby at home,

During Kayla's {lest two yeurs of life, Me, Qladin Hived with Kayla and the child™s
mother. He reportod tha, @l the time that he could, he gave to his child, walehing her
and taking cure of er, Tle reported that he helped to mitse and wean his ehild and s
mote responsible than the avcmgu futher due to hiy paramour’s diffiodties with
parenting. Ho added that he had atonded parenting elasses prive to 1h .:Lh,\hy § birth,
Trollowing the couplc g sept \m(,mn, he pmuu ipafed {n g parenting plan i vhicl he wis
responsible for Kayla every other wackend nncl onenfght a waoek, a8 well us some
holtdays, Durlng these thmes he reported that Kayla would widke up eqarly aind want Lo
play und go to the park. He stated that be would take heg sailing on his boal and ndded
fhal she would always bo ina l{{t jucket, While Mr. Gladin wuas promipled several tins
to ariculate a consistent sehedule for the child and may have followed o, it wus
diffieult 1o assess, and given hig reports il iy llkely the dally seheduole was iaeonsistent,
Obviously a child with Kayla's disabilities will nead to lmw aconsisient sehodule in
order 1o xmnnmin and conlinue dwclopmcnl.

When asked to describo the disciplinary .‘a'tx'a(cgitzs Bo uges, Mr, Gladin teported that if e
child doey gomething she is noUsupposed (o do, he puts ker In @ comer, withou! elevision
or toys for a few minutes. Ileadded thal he would then discuss with hor wiid she did
wrong. He donled over hitting or spanking his ¢hild. Mr, Gladia reported (hat be has no
extended fmily fu the aren who can help with pacenting, althaugh he stated vaguely that -
he does have friends with ehildren who are able (o help him, Mr, Gladin edded thal his
gislor does provide support by phone for his paccnting,

When asked what e would do [ the event on of his ehildren wers expelled (rom sehool
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or daycare for fighting, Mr. Gladin \Lm,d hat e would find out what the sttuntion wiy
and why {he fighling had occurred. Ho would set up i appolntment with ke
sehoolteachar or principal (o see about getling hor buck into sehool. He wauld further |
ovaluate other schools or dayeares and (alk to his boss aboul taking e off work @ deal
with the problem. Tleudded that he would speak {o his daughter and hive niedintion with
the school, If nocessary, wnd pochdaps teach the ehifd al home.

If hio wore (o find marijuana 1n the ehild*s voon, Me, Gladin veporied thal he woulld agk
the child if it wore Licrs and where the deug catne ot and-judpe her reaetion, Tl would
ask et 10 she were smoking and explain the nepotive offecls ornmmnmm on both mind-
and body. I her drug use continued o would try to eiwoll hiet in o druy treatient
brogram, talk to other families with stmilar problems, and join a proup (o learn niore
paronting skills iu this area. :

IF hig child were to steal somulnng, frotn «. bLow. M. Gladin stated that e would u\plmn
to hig child why il was not right to steal and return to the slore and explain swhat
happened, pay for iem, and pul the child on resteiction afler explainling to her why her
behavior was wrong, ‘

L[ his child were to bocome sexually active at a young gge, Mr, Gladin sted thaf he
would explain the risk of pregiancy o her and udvise her to walt until aflee murring,u. J e
would also xplain to her (e rjsk of soxuully totsmitted diseases s talk 1o Lee teachors
aboul increasing the amount of sexval education she teceived so that she would boe
sdueated in (his area, Me. Gladin added that he would ave his ehifd ineet with ofher

children who hud children of their own and show her why it was inapproprinte to have
sex out of wedlock,

Par Qll&/_tl___ll]j.[ obscrvnhon -
Mr. Gladin was observed during u gne hour visit wifl his duyghterKayl af the DUFS
olfices In Bellingham, WA. Mr. Gladin ortived for tho visit an (ime and way grected
pasitively by hxsdmb wer, Nonetholesy, (here was the sense ul the begistng and
throughout the visit that Kayla saw her futher ay simply another adult playumle and not
necessarily a speciul relation, 1t was difficult to determine if' this factor was based o her
developmental delay or the nature of their relatlonship. As the visit progressed. Mr,
Gladin opgaged with bis daugliter in g variely of play wetivities suited to hor
dovelopmenta] level, Despite reporls thut there had been u history of oversexuntized
inleractions between Mr, Gludin and-his daughter, no guch behavior was noted duting e
visit. In fact the visit was mostly withoul incident or sighilicant issue.

At ong point Mr. Gladin wis nsked to diree! Kayla to elean up some toys whieh she had
beon playing with, 1le Inmudiately complied and was able to direet Kayln o follow his
divectives, Tlowever, other than this interaction and the noed (o elean up al the end ol the
visit, there was no olher opportumily Lo observe linil ssliing, a none was Leguired during
(he visit, No inappropriate diseiplinaty stratoples were used und Mr, Gladln gencelly
demonstraled patience wilht by daughtor, Me. Gladin appeared 1o undersiind gnd
recogiize his daughter’s speeinl nevds although very few didactie inferactions were
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observed. Sueh interactions will be im porlont in the future lo support Kaylo's develophig
better speech, Tanguage, Hving and coping skills,

Agnoled nbove, Kayla treatod hot father as o playmate and fhere was Hitde Physieal
interaction between them. Perhaps Mt Gladin full uncomloriable demonsrati ng physicnl
afltetion in this setting due (o he allegations of sexunl abuse which had been vyade
against him, Nonelheless, Kayla djd vot demonstigle fear or aversion {rom hey Quther, .
nor did she demonstrale opposition or defiance, Ovorall, the vigit went smoothly g
there were not serious concetns noted. The one problemalic ateg appeared Lo be
atlochment which, as noted above, may have been olfectéd by either developientyl delay
or perhaps lack of mord consisten( reoctt contact between futher and daughlor, The
possibly exists however thal the Tuck of allachmen] arises from other more troubling
faclots, ' ' ' ' N

Collaborative Parent/Clild Observations

[Lis indieated that there hid been several visits betwoes Kayla wewd Mr, Glndin whore
“sextialized talk was prevalen” and Kayla's behavior bepan o teptess aver g period of
(ime antil she was hospitatized on 03/21/03, Apparently, lollowing o visit witl My,
Gladin on 03/07/03, Kuyla smeared fuces over hersel ard hee oo and was engiping i
tantrums where sl would “(ing her hond on the foor, cutting her head o that ghy
required stitehes.” Sho was also engaging In sexually provocative belavlos, -

A Jeller dated 05/22/03 from Wendy Koeblor was reecived repgarding the observation of
Mr. Gladia with Kayly on two separate visils whete shie outliney her coneens ropaling
(hese visits, Sho had conecrns that Mr, Gladin was condeseending ind “teking™
towards Kayla and did not appear (o understand Kuyla's developmentaldelays. "} his way |
indicated by Mr. Gladin usking Kayla to “hotuse baby Gk when she was using hir
normul voice, Ms. Kochler also had conceens that Mr. Gladin il noL ulgge in
appropriate play with Kayla, 8he reported withessing a lack of alfection from My, Oladin
lowards Kayla indicated by greeting Kayla with a “li® and a lack of “Petsonal
inleraction”. Ms. Koobler stated thal there had not buen any “sexilized talk™ obseryed
during these two visits, '
* Parent Related Tosting _
It appeared that Mr. Gladin hnd » very defensive approach Lo e parent-relited tusting
. measures, This phenomenot ocourred it spite ol (he faet thal M, Gladin had buen
carefully instrucled on several oecasions aboil the imporianee of being holiest and e
abilily of the tests used (o diseriminate hetweor honest and dishoes responses. Whike it
~would appear that Mr, Gladin's cognitive function way in part respousible for (e
delensive responding style noted below, it wonld also uppear thal M. Gladin wuy maki g
extreme.efforts to appear moro positive, competent, and capable-than he was tn reulily,
Although defensjve respondig 1s 10! upcommon i parent compefensy eviduations, stich
high Tevels found here are often Ihdleative of addijonal Factors,
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Child Abuse Potential Inventory (CAL): : , ,
Mr. Gladin was administered the Child Abuse Polentinl Inventory, whieh s un instuneny
that has demonstrated prodiclive validity in differcutlating those who may be abmsive by
their children versus non-abusive parents. The CAR prolile generated by Me, Gladln syag
invalid due to a high Faking Good Regponse stylo, It appeated Irom the CAP Valjdily
scales thal My, Gladin’s score was signiltountly affocted by what appeared to be hig
atlempt to give sociolly desiruble responses in order to hide uny hogative personalily
chamcterisies. Others with similar scores often degy minor faulty becauae of exeossive
coneern of consequences of tevealling nopative attifudes or fx oclings, and ore nt(en pling, (0
prosent themselves fn Gavorable light in order to create o positive imuge, Due to the
Clovaled faking Uood subscale score, futther interretution was not possible,

Parent §lress Index (1P81): ‘

Mr. Gladin was administered the PSL 2 measure which surveys the fovel ol stresy prese|
in the parenting system and helps (o Ielentify parent/child systems which upe at sk for the
development of dysfunciional parenting behuviors or behaviorl or ethotional probluns in
the child or parent. Mr. Gladin completed the PSI Tor hiv oue ehild, Kayla, appeared
that the prolile score was signifleantly affectod by a defensive responsy style, Mr.,
Gladin's approach (o the PSI appoared {o be extreme) y defensive, etther hased on denjal,
lack of insight, or an ullempt to misfend (he examiner, Furllicr inferptelotion of the PSI
was not possible, duc to the extrente level of defensive responding.

Sentetios Completion Sctles — Parenting Version; . ,
Mr. Gladin completed the Sentence Completion Seriey - Parenting Version, On ihis task,
the examinee is askod to complete sntericy fro amenly which relate 1o Paramting and
patent skills, Mr: Gladin's responses to the Senlehco Cotnplelion Berjes wete exbresnely
concrete and briele Du to hislow.reading leyvel. it is possible.(hat parkolhe congtletion
was due 1o intellectual skills and geuding abilitios, Nonstheless it would appear (hal M,
Gladln's orientation (o pareating is quile coherete. e is uble {o attieulato Some very
basic parenting responsibilities and able to acknowledge thelr importeies (o (he role ol
parenling, He appears awars of fhe need to attend 1o bis child, fecls his poventing s
“pood,” and is able {o idenlify some very bosic sirugglos of parenting, neluding refisals
(o clean up or listen, '
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Axis T (Clinical Dlsorders)
799.9 Diagnosis Deforred -

Axis 1T (Personality Disordecs) ‘
3019 Personality Disorder NOS with Paranvid, Anlisbeial wne Bovdering
personality traits. ' .

Axis 111 (Health Problems) :
None known -

Axig 1V (Psychosoeial and Bnvitonmental Problems)

Problems with primiary suppott group: history of wastable family siragtusy ond
possible domestic violenee, lnvolved in stregsful attempts (o Buve ofild retimed to his
care, :

Axis ¥ (Globul Assessment of Funetion) Scale of 1 (o 100: 65

Summary.and Recomnjendations

érck Gladin is a 36-ycar-old Caucasian male whose significantly developsmaentally
delayed daughter was placed in care ulter allepations of negleet und fnadeguale g by
the mother. Ttappeats that due (o allegations of sexual abuse sud inconststent Hehavios
on Mr, Gladin's part, the ehild was not placed in his care,

‘Lhis caso is confused by a variely of significant faclors. First und foremost 1s My

Gladin’s defensive response style which invelidaled most of (e assassment meastes

wsed and appeated 1o undermine the validity of the interviews, Mr, Gladin tonds Lo
portteay himselfas heing exoeptionally free of common shortcomings uid Js reluetant to

admil to even minor faulls both about himsell'or his daughicr, Mr. Gladin muy be blindly

uneritical of his own behavior and ingenstiive (o the nepative-consequeioes assoclyiod

wilh s behavior, This stance will Hikely Teud (o minimization of (e negative tnupact hig
" behavior has on othets or himself.

The etiology of his defensive postuce is similarly difficult to determine. His overa] _
cognitive abilily, as estimuled by the I'ull Seale 1Q, 1s in (e Tow Average range ol 87,
His Iull Seale score of §7 places him at only thiree points above (he 84 it oll polnt for
Bordeeline lnlollectual Function, 1t would appear that hiy Average skills in Perseptial
Organization and Verbal Conprehension sonmpensite for an overall inlellvetual profle

which would otherwise fall below the eut off lor Bosdertine Inteligelual Function,
Stronger skills in these arcas moy atlow Mr, Gladin (o present as more intellectnily
compelent then he Js in realtty. Lxaminees with Borderine ntelluetval Funetion are
often diffioull (o inferview and may produce invalid test seores duc Lo lack of
underslanding, While Low Average inteliigence may be o fictor horo, it would appeat
that & gomorbld persostality funstion feady t e suspiciotisness, hostility wmd

bDillerwss
and poor control over anger with whideh Mr. Gladin appears (o g rapple.
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Despiie bis ussertions 1o the contrary, Mr, Gladin appoars 1o hiave hud some challenges
consistently attending to his child®s intelloctual, soital, entotional dnd Physieal needs o
has a roporied history of difficulty sclliy lhits and wanaging behavio, Ttalgo 1y be
the case that he has fatled 0-act in a profeotive munaer to delond hiy elikd from e ,
actions of s wife, 1le is able to dofmonsteale some capaeity 1o initiate and follow ohild.
ecntered activity although his ability (o understand and havoage uppropriate expectationy

for his child and her developmental disabiliticg

inquestion. g ability to matntain g

stable environment for the child is difticull to determine and it would nppeur that at Uy
the environment hus been loss then nurlurirg piven some Inappropriage interactlony
reported by collaborative sources, The childs development) delays aud assooialed

volnerablfily and lack of self-proteclive mech;

Anisos put her at fnorcased ¥lsk, My,

* Gladin’s Invalid Child Abuse Potential Inventory ogether with the history Juaves Opeh

the possibllity of risk for physical abuss. [Jowe
negleet and related potential for injury as well o
treatimenl and education for the child,

ver the more serfous coneern iy nrotd
5 inability Lo follow thratigh with necdad

Given'the inferview, Listory, observation, testing and other inforimation available for
this evaluation, risk of returaing custody 1o My, Gladin's care af this thse iy vstimated

fo be moderate to Itigh, While Mr, Gladin wou

I appoue to meet eriteriy forminimiun

pareuting conipetency, his lack of fusight and the history ol ullegations, fukon (ugellicr
-with the history of reports regarding his daughier’s sexvalizad behavior and :
developmental valnerability, significantly inerease visk, Most likely the byt secisario

will be for the childeen 10 remain in alternatve Placement while Mr, Gladin continges
services and assessiments and continus to demonstiyle impm\/ocl commilnisal (o pananting
and pacenting skills. The many factors which serve, (o complicato this suse also mdke
prediction of time frame Tor recovery difficutt. Nonetheless, in order o stppore My,
Giladin so-he may -most elfeelively paront his ohild and réducethe mk ofnegleetorabyse

the following teeommendations are made: -

1. Mr, Gladin shoild be court ordered to s

it to a sexual Wstory inferview and

polyaraph and, if indicated, a sexunl devioney evaluation. Hvalustors should ke -

his intolleclual fupction into account wh

2. Parenting responsibilities should be ner
o competency. Assuming ongolng visitull

o making ronclusions.

eased Ju o stop-wise Tasldon o ihsure
on 1y deemed 1o be appropriate,

- supervised visitation should be expanded in order (o provide opportunites for My,
Gludin and his child to bond und (o allow lor ongoing observation,

3. Mr. Gladin should be relorrod Lo otgoing parenting edueation which fheyses o

the care of eitldren witlt devclopmental

disabilittes. Again intellechul fonetion

should be taken inlo account. Hducution theough maodeling ond vie (o one
instruction may be nocossary. 1 would appenr thal M. Gladin would benelit

from specifie diseipline teehnlquos sucly

as 1-2-3 Magdo os well 4y luther

cducation around child developient, The f portance ol majintaining a consistont
schedule and remuining open to fbedback around paretding should be reinforeed,
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4. M. Gladin®s {ntetest in and miotivation for freatimoent s below uvemgg i
comparison (o adulls who are nol belng secn in y therapeutie setting, aod his
trealraent motivation s a4 great deal Tower fan s typical of tndividualy betuy suen
in troalment settings. 11is responses suagest tal he ts sutisficd with himsell" s o
is, that he {s nolexperieneing marked distress, and that, ug 4 resUlL, he soey ittle
need for changes in his behavior, Ho may-be rather defensive wd po) uetuil (o
dlseuss personal problems; meaning that he may not be willitg (0 make g
commitment o thepapy. Thereloro, ongaging him in the therapeiitic endegvor s
likely Lo represent o Jornmidable problem. While Mr. Gladin does not APPEIE 1o ho
a good candidule fot individual therapy, ahger managennt or domestic vinlenee
treatment will likely be helpful i assisting Mr. Gladin ta gain inle prrsonadl ape
coping skills and improve his spousil telationship.

2. Case manugement services should assist M. Gladin in developing oloar
sohedules, rules, and guidelines for herself and ber child, She should s
encouraged 1o keep a daily plunser that fncludes all upeuiing events aud
activitles, e would bencfit from selling leasible Umelings for completion ol
work and/or sehool-telated activiies. | may be necessary Tor him fo de velop a
behavioral system 'with the help of a case worker hough which Iy nuy belter
absorb new patenting sleategios. '

6. Care providers should work (ogether Lo assisl Mr, Gludin In constiveting
emergency plans, These plans should cover a variely of viteumstancos 1
situations nnd provide step-by-step Instruetions for actions fo be tken neluding
who to call, where to go, and what (o do wlen, Sueh emerygency planning shoul
be designed to Tielp Me. Gladin team {o identily periods of sieess of tnoroises | n
Erejtadi ony which-may-{rigper unger or abuge, :

7. While Mr. Gladin will most tikely be able Lo provide for the basie needs of his
child, she will obviously need others 1o assist ber in developing emotional and
social fungtion. Lherelore, Mr, Gladin®y needs (o comply with all needed servieey
indicated for his daughter on a copsistont busis,



Thank you very much for the oppurtunity (o provide this evaluation. The rosultg of thiy
evaluutioh are bused on the records subinitted nod informution gathered from
collaborative inferviews as well ag inlerview aud feating of the esaninee. 1(ig el feved
that all-information accumudated for, and presented in, s report hug been neeyrntely
reported. 10 correetions aro roquired, please notify (his office umedintely so that

W : -

modiffeations or amendmenls nay be made,

Ihereby deelate under penally of perjury of the Juwvs of Washinzon State (hat the

informalion contalned 111 this report s Gueand cortaet 1o the basLol my knowledpe dnd

belief..
o

Lo
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Livan B. Freedman, Phal),
Licensed Psychologist #2306
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Final Report: Pareriting Program

Client: Derek Gladin

R — e vt e g

1. R;OUTINE'éWZ L

a. Derek will develop and maintain a routine for visits at his home: ‘ | )

b. Derek will have appropriate foods available to Kayla for the home visits.

¢. Derek will have appropriate ac:tmtles available for Kavyla during the the visits.

COMMENTS:
lnmally the visits were at Derek's home which gave us an opportumty to put routines in place that
were within a natural environment however when Derek left his home the visits were back at the
DSHS office. It was more difficult to practice home routines but we did have some rules and
routines. When we stayed at the office Derek developed rules about taking off shoes and coat. He
followed my lead on making a routine with activities (quiet vs. movement oriented) but was at times
he was rigid in his ability to change focus when Kavla got frustrated or lost interest. We discussed
how. it is important to look at her body language as she will not be able to articulate when she is ho
longer able to continue an activity.

Derek was very consistent and safe whenever we went for walks. He kept her safe and interacted
appropriately most of the time. There were a few times he talked to her but she didn't understand
the concepts. | pointed them out and Derek agreed at times that the concepts were too difficult but

’ghe_re were also times he insisted she undersiood.

2. DISCIPLINE

a. Derek will develop and use a "Rule Chart" and will apply appropriate consequences for target
- .misbehaviors. Consequences may include natural consequences, logical conseguences, fime-outs
or redirecting.

b. Derek will relnforce posxtxve behaviors WIth encouraging words, stickers, or time with a spemal
toy.

c. If warranted, Derek will use a behawor/reward system chart fo assist Kayla i m mainiaining safe’
appropriate behavior.

| COMMENTS:
Around the middle of our work together Kayla s behavior became very oppositional and a bit
ggresswe [ was able to see on 1 visit how Derek handles her acting out and he was calm and

showed no frustration but also tended to let her act out longer than useful, This particular instance

-{ was when rules in place and Kayla got upset and acted out. DSHS requested we not use formal
rules and routines as they did not want Kayla to get too upset so from that time on our routines
were not very consistent. Unfortunately we were no longer able to work on handling acting out
behavior because Kayla was no longer challenged to follow rules. Derek did redirect when Kayla
was moving fowards an activity unacceptable but it would have been useful to see how Derek

handles tantrums as Kayla does act out and handling outbursts would have been a useful piece of
the program.

3. UNDERSTANDING OF KAYLA'S SPECIAL NEEDS

Derek will work with the school and other resources to understand Kayla's special needs and apply
what he has learned during the visits. This applies to how to de-escalate, reading body language,
ways to communicate effectively and knowing what information Kayla gan and can not understand
_based on her chronological age and special needs.




COMMENTS: : ' -

This was the largest concern for me during our visits as l believe Derek doas not truly understand
the leve| of disability that Kayla has. Derek insistid she can understand concepts that | do not
ANk she-does— -He and-I-did talk aboutlearning-styles and. he “talked-about-how Kayla learns begt=
from repetitior, which | agree is frue.

4. OTHER

Derek will not talk about "case related” issues during the visits with Kayla.

COMMENTS:
At the beginning of the program Derek tried to engage me in talk about ’che concerns he Has about
the system but by the end of the program he was able to focus on Kayla primarily and was easily

1 redirected to the visit.

Educator notes

In summary, Derek was always calm with Kayla, never looked angry and was able to get down on

her level to play. He is fairly concrete in his thinking and having routines and consistency was

useful for both him and Kayla. There were times | needed to change focus as Kayla was getting

frustrated or bored and Derek didn't always see her starting to get upset.

Derek never displayed any risky behaviors with Kayla and she never showed any signs of fear,

although Kayla doesn't show signs of fear with-anyone,

Derek does need to work on learning more about Kayla's disability and her hmltatlons It is clear

that in order for Kayla to learn and succeed she will require consistent environments to live and

learn in.

Throughout the program Derak got betler at balng consistent and making routines for the visit. He
also got better at focusing on Kayla vs. wanting fo engage me in dlscussmns about his case.

I"There were also 3 sessions that Derek was late (about 15 minutes).

Derek's strength: ability to play on Kayla's level and stay calm.

Derek's weakness: minimizes Kayla's disability and my concern that he wil expec:t her to

understand concepts she can not.
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