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[. THE DSHS AND THE REVIEW OFFICER MISSTATE THE
RECORD REGARDING HEATHER SILVA’S HEARSAY.

The State’s brief (RB) includes a “Counter statement of the Facts” at RB
2-30. RAP 10.3(a)(5), which requires “[a] fair statement of the facts . . .
without argument,” is violated throughout the State’s “Counter statement”,
particularly regarding Heather Silva’s hearsay out of which this entire case
flows—her handwritten note on page four of Tyler’s assessment. AR 691.

Ms. Silva’s notation lists three different statements apparently attributed
to “Karrie”, each separated by a dash, written accurately as follows:

“Tyler manipulated an other person into sexual unsavory things —

he is “humping” him — We don’t feel comfortable w/ others being

alone w/ Tyler”

By misquoting Silva’s note, both the AAG and RO support their own views
of the record. The misquotations primarily concern the second dash.?

The State’s first misstatement regarding Silva’s note is that “Ms. Brooks
reported to Ms. Silva” the words of the note. There is, however, no
testimony that Ms. Brooks “reported” to Ms. Silva. The most to be said from
AR 691 is that Ms. Silva wrote certain things after hearing Kerri speak.
Neither Ms. Silva nor Tyler testified at the hearing, and the only testimony
regarding AR 691 is from Ms. Brooks. RP 5:202:2-217:24.

A. The State’s misquotation of the record. At RB 4, the AAG wrote:

Ms. Brooks reported to Ms. Silva that Tyler “manipulated another
person into sexual unsavory things—he is humping him and we

* Both the AAG and RO also replaced “w/” by “with” and added a period at the end.
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don’t feel comfortable with others being alone with Tyler.” AR at
65,FF 11, AR at 691; 2 RP at 115 11. 1-10.

The AAG made five errors in purporting to quote Silva’s handwritten nota-
tion: (1) changing “an other person” to “another person”; (2) omitting the
quotation marks around the word “humping”; (3) replacing the second dash
by (4) adding the word “and”; and (5) omitting capitalizing the “W” in “We”.

The effect of the AAG’s error is to attempt to add certainty to the
hearsay of Heather Silva’s handwritten notation at AR 691.

@ By replacing “~ he is “humping” him — We don’t feel comfortable”
with “—he is humping him and we don’t feel comfortable”, the AAG
attempted to link the term “humping” with the idea the appellants were
uncomfortable having others alone with Tyler—suggesting the appellants
knew Tyler might be “humping” others if left alone with them.

@ By misquoting “an other” as “another”, the AAG obfuscates the
identity of the person Tyler manipulated. Kerri Brooks testified she promp-
ted Tyler to tell Silva about being 18-19 years old and having been present
when a 9-year-old girl cousin had “just happened to disrobe” in his presence.
S5RP 210-211,° AR 417; 5RP 210:22-23. The AAG would like to suggest
that 23-year-old Tyler, AR 687, manipulated residents into “sexual unsavory

things” when the incident with his cousin had occurred 4 to 5 years earlier.

3 The transcript, SRP 210:6, states (emphasis added): “he said he -- e had just happened to
disrobe”. This writer has listened to the audio CD, and the actual testimony for April 21,
2010, at 5:26:57 was (emphasis added): “he said he -~ she had just happened to disrobe”.



® By removing the quote marks from the word “humping” the state
attempts to add certainty to the meaning of Silva’s uncertain hearsay. 2RP
138:12-15. One purpose for putting quote marks around single words/terms

»* Because Silva

is “to note an unfamiliar or unusual term on first reference.
did not testify, her meaning in using the word “humping” is unknown. AR
702 shows her uncertainty: “Possibly will need evaluation for sexually
inappropriate behavior. Monitor behavior to see if behavior is appropriate.”
She could have meant the “possible” need for evaluation was due to Tyler’s
manipulating his cousin to disrobe, coupled with the uncertain meaning to
her of “humping”. We may presume Silva, in not reporting to APS, did not
have reasonable cause to believe sexual abuse or assault of a vulnerable adult

had occurred. 1RP 81:12—15, 82:14—16. See also, Bills, 2RP 137:19-24,

B. The Review Officer’s misquotation of the record.

The RO also misquoted Silva’s hearsay, AR 691, in FF 11, AR 65:
“Tyler manipulated another person into sexual unsavory things
— he is ‘humping’ him. We don't feel comfortable with other
[or others] being alone with Tyler.”
The RO also made five errors in her purported quotation: (1) changing
“an other person” to “another person”; (2) replacing the second dash by (3)
adding a period; (4) replacing double quote marks around “humping” with

single quote marks, and (5) misreading “others” to be more likely “other”.

The RO’s errors also attempt to add certainty to Silva’s hearsay showing

* http://garbl.home.comcast.net/~garbl/stylemanual/qthrur.htm.



a willingness to misread the record. The effect of the first change the RO
made to Heather Silva’s note is addressed, supra, at 2.

@ By replacing the second dash with a period, the RO obscures Silva’s
notes as three separate statements separated by dashes, finding it easier to
read it as fwo related sentences. Since Silva did not testify, changing what
she did in fact write is arbitrary and capricious treatment of unclear hearsay.

® By replacing double quote marks around “humping” with single
marks, it would appear the RO attempted to enhance Silva’s credibility by
showing her notes to be grammatically correct. And making “humping” an
inner quote would also tend to reduce any suggestion Ms. Silva had used the
quotation marks around “humping” to denote an unfamiliar term, see n. 4.

® By misreading’ the word “others” to be more likely “other”, the RO
tends to suggest that Appellants’ lack of comfort with Tyler being alone with
other residents was because they knew Tyler had been “humping” Tommy
rather than due to reasons unrelated to sexual conduct. SRP 216:14-25.
[I. THE STATE MISSTATES MANY PORTIONS OF THE RECORD.

Space does not allow full response to the State’s misstating the record.®

3 The misreading can only with difficulty be seen as unintentional-—the word “others” is
quite clear and the word “other” does not fit well grammatically. Even if the RO’s
misreading/uncertainty is considered reasonable, it is further proof of the inherent
unreliability of Silva’s hearsay note at AR 691.

8 Misleading: at RB 10, 1RP 45:1-6 (see 7-9); at RB 19, 4RP 158:3-15 (see
158:16-159:12); at RB 15, 5RP 87:13 (see 14-19, 47:1-8). Wrong: at RB 11, IRP
114:9-116:25 (see 133:14-135:2); at RB , IRP 76:1-4 (see 119:18-25); at RB 15, 5RP
78:2-25,53:1, 54:1-20 (see 44:10-44:17), at RB 19 5SRP 61:1-7, 64:4-23 (see 64:22-23).



1. The State, RB 4: ‘At the conclusion of the assessment on March 27,
2009, Ms. Silva’s recommendations included therapy, medication
modification, and further psychiatric evaluations for ‘sexually inappropriate
behavior’. [AR 702].7”

a. The record: In actuality, Heather Silva recommended several
distinct things, separated by several lines each:

Initially 2X a month then 1X a month when stabilized
Behavioral therapy for anger management

Symptom Education
Psychiatric Evaluation & Medication Modification
Possibly will need evaluation for sexually inappropriate behavior.

Monitor behavior to see if assessment is appropriate.
Talk to Nancy Meyers (owner of Pathfinder House) to see if
behavior necessitates call to APS & report if needed.

b. The State’s error: It is difficult to conceive the AAG’s statement

is an honest, let alone fair, statement of the facts. RAP 10.3(a)(5). Heather
Silva at AR 702 made only two unqualified recommendations: anger man-
agement and psychiatric evaluation for medication modification—the very
things for which Tyler was taken to Sunrise Services in the first place. 6RP
21:3-22:10, 8RP 56:15-59:7, 7RP 129:23-130:18; AR 570; 687-688.
Unlike the State’s less than fair characterization, the third recom-
mendation is that Tyler possibly will need an “evaluation” for sexually
inappropriate behavior—and not a psychiatric evaluation as the AAG further
misstates. Tyler’s behavior was also to be monitored and reviewed with Mrs.
Meyer—prior to any evaluation. Only then would they know if an evaluation

were recommended for sexually inappropriate behavior.

7 Citations in the RB to the findings and conclusions of the RO, AR 61-107 are disregarded.



Silva’s report does not conclude that any of Tyler’s behaviors were in
fact sexually inappropriate. And thus, her hearsay statement can not be seen
as her statement that sexually inappropriate behavior had occurred.®
2. The State, RB 5: “Ms. Meyer said [to Bills] that Tyler was ‘dry hum-

ping’ Tommy. [2RP 126:15-127:5; 151:12-24].” RB 6: Bills “learned from
Ms. Meyer . .. ‘Tyler had been caught dry humping [Tommy] . . .[AR 530].”

a. The record: “Were those your words, the dry humping in quotes,
or were those Nancy’s words? A: I can’t recall at this time. Q: Well, is there
any significance to the fact that there are quotes around the words “dry
humping”? A: Well, yes, there are significance. I believe that is what she told
me. But unfortunately, I did not document that in my other notes.” 2RP
126:24-127:6.

b. Furtherrecord: Q: And you don’t recall the exact words she spoke
to you, correct? A: I can only vouch for what is in my notes. 2RP 141:13-15.

Now, . .. you’re telling me you don’t remember what [Nancy] actually said
about the inappropriate touching, did I understand you correctly? A: No. 1
~ cannot recall at this time what she specifically said. 2RP 126:25-127:4.

c. The State’s error: (1) Bills deferred to her notes. The State does

not make the “fair statement of the facts” required by RAP 10.3(a)(5). Ms.
Bills’ only spoke with Nancy for 10 minutes April 14, 2009, 2RP 117:4-7,
19-21, after Tyler’s 50-minute session, 2RP 119:18-23, with Nancy present.
2RP 117:13-15. Bills’ notes of the conversation 33 minutes after speaking
with Nancy, AR 525, indicate nothing of a sexual nature but do quote Nancy
as saying Tyler “inappropriately touched members of the household.”

Ms. Bills testified on direct Nancy told her she had caught Tyler and

Tommy in “sexually inappropriate conduct”. 2RP 118:1-3. But when asked

¥ Nancy testified she had not seen Silva’s assessment until receiving discovery in July, 2009,
ORP 112:25-113:2,8RP 90:11-12 and Bills never testified she advised Nancy of its contents.
2RP 103-234. Silva’s recommendation to review with Nancy was thus not followed.



a few questions later if Nancy had used the words “sexually inappropriate
conduct,” Bills replied they were not Nancy’s words, they were in fact her
own words. 2RP 119:1-4, 120:2—4. She said she would have to review her
“event slip” for April 14 (AR 525) to “accurately state what [Nancy’s] words
were or what [ interpreted her words to be for that time,” 2RP 119:4—7. And
she later stated she could only vouch for what was in her notes. 2RP 141:15.

Two days later on April 16, 2009, Bills filled out a Critical Incident
report, Ex 6, stating Tyler was caught “dry humping” Tommy. AR 530. Bills
could not recall if “dry humping” was her words or Nancy’s, but she believed
Nancy had told her, though she had not documented it in the notes she made
contemporaneously with her conversation with Nancy. 2RP 126: 23-127:6.

(2) The AAG led Bills into mistaken testimony. The AAG then asked a
series of leading questions to get Bills to say there could have been no other
source of the quoted words “dry humping” than Nancy Meyer. Bills went
along uncritically with the AAG’s leading questions, telling her what the
AAG wanted to hear. The AAG asked who Ms. Bills had spoken to about
the “incident” as of the time she had written AR 529; she said her clinical
director, APS and Nancy Meyer. After excluding the director and APS as the
source, the AAG then asked the leading question: “So that information would
have necessarily have come from Nancy?” 2RP 127:17-18. The objection
was sustained, but Ms. Bills got the message. When the AAG asked, “So

what is your understanding then of where you could have gotten this



information?” 3RP 128:7-8, Bills cooperated: “My understanding is that
Nancy did say “dry humping” to me and that it was in my memory bank. And
that is why [ used, um, the term and put it in quoteé.” 2RP 128:12-14.

Ms. Bills’ compliant responses to the AAG’s “straw man” leading
questions were, however, incomplete—one of the risks of asking leading
questions on direct. In fact, a mere two hours after speaking with Nancy
Meyer on April 14, AR 525,2RP 122:19-22, Ms. Bills had also spoken with
Wesley Fullerton—oprior to filling out the critical incident report on April 16.

(3) Ms. Bills “memory bank’ had faulty wiring. More importantly,
Bills admitted she had read Tyler’s Initial Assessment, AR 687-702, just that
morning prior to meeting with Tyler at 2:00 p.m. and then speaking with
Nancy. But Bills claimed she hadn’t remembered the word “humping,” AR
691, by the time she met with Tyler later that day, 2RP 142:1- 144:2—even
though she was concerned about “humping” when she had first read the
assessment. 2RP 134:9-135:110, 2RP 114:19-120:4. It strains credulity to
claim great concern about Tyler’s behavior upon first reading the word but
then to have forgotten the word hours a few after re-reading the assessment
as she prepared for her very meeting with Tyler.

Bills’ strongest statement was she “believe[d]”— though she did not
document—Nancy told her of “dry humping”. 2RP 127: 4-5. But she

undermined that weak belief in later testifing, “I don’t assume anything.



Anything that is in my notes are things that have accurately been reported to
me and that [ then document.” 2RP 152: 15-17. No amount of fawning over
Bills’ supposed credibility can hide that her memory bank had faulty wiring.

(4) Bills’ own mind created “dry humping” out of “humping”. When
Bills read the word “humping” she assumed (and in fact believed) it meant
some type of bodily contact in which one person was “thrusting upon another
person” in a sexual manner. 2RP 135:1-10. Ms. Bills defined “dry humping”
in the same terms: “Dry humping is thrusting -- one person thrusting upon
another person with clothes on.” 2RP 151:12-20. To Ms. Bills, “humping”
and “dry humping” meant the same and were interchangeable. When she
read “humping” in the Initial Assessment, she took it to mean “dry
humping”—and the term was in her memory bank from that point forward.

Bills testified falsely that Nancy told her about catching Tyler and
Tommy in “sexually explicit conduct”. Bills pointing at Nancy as having
said “dry humping” should be equally suspect. The state’s bald claim that
Nancy told Bills the words “dry humping” is not a fair statement.

3. The State, RB 6: Ms. Bills spoke with Nancy about “reporting the
incident of sexual abuse . . . [2RP 118:3-4]".

a. Therecord: “[S]he told me that, um, she had caught Tyler and her
son Tom in, um, sexually inappropriate conduct with each other. And I then
asked her if she had reported this to the authorities . . .” 2RP 118:1-4

b. The State’s error: Everybody—even the RO— except Devora Bills,

knew Nancy was in Disneyland when the incident occurred. Cf. AR 65. Itis




not a fair statement of facts to claim Nancy told Ms. Bills about “the incident
of sexual abuse” when Bills in the same breath testified Nancy said she
caught Tyler and Tommy herself (though Nancy was two states away).

4. The State, RB 6—7: Ms. Meyer called Fullerton “to report . . . there had
been an incident where Tyler had ‘humped’ Tommy. [3RP 140:11-141:25.]”
RB 7: “[T]here had been an incident of ‘dry humping’ between Tyler and
Tommy. [AR 712].”

a. Therecord: “[W]hat, if anything did [Nancy] tell you? A: She told
me that Tyler needed to move from her home. And she mentioned an incident
that had occurred between Tyler and her son. Q: And what was that incident?
It was described that Tyler had [groped] and humped [Tommy] with his --
with their clothes on. . . . [T]hrough his clothing. Had rubbed his genitals
against him. It was indicated, though, that they were both clothed.” 3RP
140:19-141:7

b. Further record: 3RP 141:8-21; 3RP 142:12-16, 144:16—-145:4.
See Appendix B.

c. The State’s error: The State selects one word, “humped”, out of

context, disregarding contradictory information and Fullerton’s tendency to
ascribe words to Nancy he subsequently admits she did not say. Much of
Fullerton’s testimony is thus questionable. In fact, of all the sexual words he
ascribed to Nancy are his own. Why should he be believed? What becomes
clear is that he had an idea in his mind and attributed to the Meyers words he
used to explain his own thoughts to himself.” And when cornered, he tried
to explain his way out of it, both on direct, 140: 24-141-17; 144:16-145:12;

and on cross, 178:11-179:3; 179:11-180:20; 208:14-19.

° In addition to making up words and changing his testimony, discussed infra, Fullerton’s
style of speaking and testifying was not conducive to effective communication. He often did
not answer questions directly. And he often used the passive voice, “which frequently leads
to ambiguity and uncertainty.” McClintock v. Gould, 2013-Ohio-5117, 5N.E.3d 1027 (Ohio
Ct. App. 4th Dist. Lawrence County 2013). And that is just what happened here.

10




(1) The first time Fullerton quoted Nancy, he said she told him
Tyler “groped . . . through [Tommy’s] clothing”, “humped . . . with their
clothes on”, and “rubbed his genitals against him.” 3RP 140:21— 141:7.

(2) When asked if Nancy used the word “groped”, he acknow-
ledged that word came from Devora Bills. 3RP 141:8-17. Had he not been
asked further questions, his false testimony would have stood. On cross, he
not only claimed he wasn’t quoting Nancy, he admitted it was possible he
attributed to Nancy what Bills had said. 3RP 208:5-210:3.

(3) When asked if Nancy used the words “rubbed his genitals”, he
said he would have to look at his notes. 3RP 142:12-16. Upon looking at his
notes, he saw that Nancy did not use the words and acknowledged those
words came from Devora Bills. 3RP 144:23-145:12. Had he not been asked
further questions, his false testimony would again have stood.

Fullerton later again attributed the word “genitals” to both Nancy and
Tim. When he was asked if they had used that word, getting a straight
answer from him was like trying to put one’s finger on a tomato seed.
Forced to admit that “genitals” was not in his notes, he finally came up with,
“Um, they used the word ‘pants’,” admitting it also was not in the notes, 3RP
171:17-173:19, he wrote ten months earlier. Yet again, if he had not been
further questioned, his false testimony about the Meyers would have stood.

(4) When asked if he heard the word “humped” from Nancy, he

said “yes,” implying he heard it April 14. 3RP 141:18-21. Butreading notes

11



of his first conversation with Nancy, Fullerton had to admit “humped” did
not come from Nancy. Just as “rubbed his genitals” came from Bills, he had
to admit “dry humped” came from Bills in speaking with her immediately
after he spoke with Nancy. 3RP 144:23— 145:12. Again, had he not been
asked further questions, Fullerton’s false testimony would have stood.

(5) In fact, Fullerton’s contemporaneous notes of his first
conversation with Nancy only say: “it appears that” and Tyler had “some
form of inappropriate sexual contact”. 3RP 145:2-3. An honest reading of
Fullerton’s notes does not necessitate the conclusion Nancy even mentioned
a sexual incident. When asked what Nancy told him on April 14, he said,
“She told me that she had explained to Devora about the sexual incident that
occurred.” But when asked “Did she use the word “sexual” incident?”’, Mr.
Fullerton replied, “I’m using those words.” 3RP 155: 17-23. Again, when
he said Nancy on April 14 “had referenced the sexual incident that
happened,” he was asked, “Again, your words ‘sexual incident’?” He

replied, “Correct. Yes, I’'m saying sexual incident.” 3RP 156:21-23."

' Though his phone call from Nancy and subsequent call to Bills occurred on April 14,
Fullerton did not enter his notes of the conversations (see, c. Further record, at p. ?) for about
24 hours. 3RP 157:16-158:12, 160:3—7. Thus, when he wrote, “It appears that Tyler had
some form of inappropriate sexual contact,” 3RP 145:2-3, regarding his conversation with
Nancy, he had already heard Devora Bills’ understanding that “the incident involved
touching or rubbing of private areas and dry humping.” 3RP 145:7-9. This chronology is
the likely explanation of Fullerton’s vague “it appears that”. He likely superimposed upon
his note regarding Nancy information he had already heard from Bills. Attached Appendix
C and D are compilations from the record that assist in understanding the case chronology.
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(6) Fullerton testified he changed “dry humping” to “mock sex
with clothes on,” 3RP 170:7—14, and “mock intercourse,” id., 170:21—171:1.

(7) And Fullerton injected further confusion into the matter by
revealing that what he understood to have happened was an impossible
scenario. He claimed Tyler rubbed Tommy’s genitals, AR 745, with his hips,
id., from behind Tommy, 3RP 177:21-22, without using his hands, 3RP
171:17-18. Rather than acknowledge the physical impossibility of what he
had described in writing, AR 745, Fullerton evasively said he wasn’t there.
176:17-177:11, 177:24-180:20. Interestingly, Fullerton’s confusion arose
from his testimony that “Tyler rubbed his hips up against — against Tommy
from behind”— but which was not found in his contemporaneous notes, 3RP
176:19—-177:5. Similarly, as noted in item (5), supra, his testimony that he
heard “humped” from Nancy was also not in his contemporaneous notes.

5. The State RB 7: “Ms. Meyer and Mr. Meyer both described the incident
to Mr. Fullerton as sexual contact . . . [3RP 147:7-148:17].”

a. Therecord: “Q: So this last sentence here, ‘The victim claimed the
perpetrator did not use his hands to touch his genital area, but rather rubbed
him with his hips’, that information came from Nancy and Tim? A: Yes. Q:
The previous information, where did that come from — the first two sentences
above that. A: This description, uh, ‘Both perpetrator and victim were
clothed at the time of the incident. No bodily penetration occurred. The
victim did not consent to this act.’ I will say that Nancy and Tim confirmed
this information. Um, ‘Client one allegedly touched the genital area of client
two in the home and attempted mock intercourse’ -- I would -- although
‘mock intercourse’ is my language, [ confirmed this information with Nancy
and Tim on the 15™.” 3RP 145:24, 148:3-17.

b. Furtherrecord: 3RP178:2-179:3;3RP 167:4-168:23,171:7. See,
Appendix B.
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d. The State’s error: The AAG asked questions of Mr. Fullerton

regarding Exhibit 37, the incident report he made to DDD Central Office in
Olympia. AR 745, 3RP 145:20-148:17. The AAG’s citation, however,

is not a fair statement of the facts because, just as Fullerton changed his
testimony on other points, supra at pp. 10-16, so he changed his testimony
regarding what Nancy and Tim told him on April 15.

(1) Ondirect he appeared to quote Nancy and Tim, but he admitted
on cross that Ex. 37, p 1, AR 745, was a “summary” and “compilation” and
it was “not intended to quote anyone.” 3RP 178:19,24-179:3. Perhaps more
importantly, Fullerton admitted AR 745 was “based on the information that
I received from Nancy and Devora Bills.” /d. He didn’t even mention Tim.

(2) It appears his testimony that Nancy and Tim “confirmed” infor-
mation, 3RP 148:13, 16, means not that they made affirmative statements but
that they answered Ais questions about what Devora Bills had told him. As
he stated, “I called Nancy and Tim for some more to clarify information that
I heard and that what Nancy initially told me over the phone.” 3RP 142:5-7.
Though the AAG claims Nancy and Tim described “sexual contact” to
Fullerton, the only actual words Fullerton recorded in his handwritten notes
of their conversation on April 15 that could describe the incident were “not
prolonged,” “rubbed on back,” “helping him,” “dry humping” and “no hands
involved.” 3RP 167:9- 168:23. All the rest was a mixture of Fullerton’s and

Bills’ fertile imaginations, confirmatory bias and unquestioned assumptions.
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(3) As to the term “dry humped” attributed to Tim'' on April 15,

Fullerton’s testimony is also ambiguous. At 3RP 142:8-11, he said Tim

described to me what had happened between Tyler and Tommy. He had

said that Tyler had -- he referred to the word -- to the term “dry

humping” to indicate that Tyler had dry humped Tommy.
The construction of the foregoing sentence is unusual and suggests Tim did
not affirmatively state Tyler dry humped Tommy. Rather that appears to be
Fullerton’s conclusion as to what Tim had said. Moreover, Fullerton did not
ask Tim what he meant by the term he thought he heard. When it was
suggested he didn’t know what Tim meant by the term, however, Fullerton
was emphatic that he knew exactly what Tim meant. He stated, “[ believe
Tim knew that I understood what that meant, and that’s why he used that
terminology.” 3RP 171:3—4. The nice thing about presumption is that one
can avoid having to waste time with verification.

But Fullerton later testified to the contrary when asked if “dry humping”
necessarily “include[d] bodily contact”, replying, “I don’t know.” 3RP
176:12—13. He tried to wiggle out of the contradiction by saying in the
passive voice, “[I]t was edified by saying that Tyler rubbed his hips up
against -- against Tommy from behind.” /d. at 20-22. Fullerton was forced
to admit, however, that such words from Tim were not in his handwritten

contemporaneous notes. 3RP 176:23-177:11.

' See discussion, supra, at p. 11 regarding whether Nancy used the term.
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(4) The AAG says Tim and Nancy described “sexual contact” to
Mr. Fullerton. Fullerton’s notes reflect that it was Bills who had described
sexual contact to him prior to speaking with Nancy and Tim on April 15. 3RP
145:5-9. Fullerton’s predilection for adding his own words and his failure
to ask Tim what he meant when he thought he heard him say “dry humping”
lead to the conclusion that Fullerton’s testimony is not reliable.
6. The State, RB 8: “Ms. Meyer then reported to Detective Hagglund that

when she returned, she learned that Brian stated he had observed Tyler
‘humping’ Tommy. [AR 564].”

a. The record: “B[rian] reported that he observed T[yler] ‘humping’
on THOMAS.” AR 564.

b. Further record: “Did Nancy use that term [“dry humping”] with
you? . .. Ms. Meyer relayed Brian’s report of Tyler humping on Tommy.”
3RP 80:21, 81:11-12.

c. The State’s error: As with Heather Silva’s notes, see pp. 1-4,

supra,the AAG misquotes Hagglund as saying Nancy said “humping” when

his testimony was that Nancy “relayed Brian’s report of Tyler humping on

2912

Tommy.”"” (Emphasis added.) Hagglund implicitly denied Nancy had said

“dry humping” because his answer was specifically in response to the

2" And as with Silva’s notes, the RO also misuses the term “humping on”. Though the RO
correctly quotes Hagglund, AR 69, n. 67, who alone used the term, she also falsely found the
term was used by others. At AR 69, n. 63, the RO used “humping on” regarding “Mrs.
Meyer’s reports to complainants”, by which the RO must mean Bills and Fullerton. In this
way, the RO attempted to equate Hagglund’s “humping on” with Bills’ testimony (“dry
humping” 2RP 128:12—-13) and Fullerton’s testimony (“humped” 3RP 140:24). The RO also
used “humping on” to misquote Morrison, who had said “humping”. AR 83, FF 50 (cf. text
withn. 171, AR 711). By falsely claiming Nancy had said “humping on” to Bills, Fullerton
and Hagglund, the RO attempts—either intentionally or as reflecting her cognitive
dissonance—to harmonize the various terms attributed to Nancy (and Tim). In so doing, the
RO can avoid having to consider that everyone else heard the term “the hump”, 8RP
110:23-111:7, never asking what was meant, and taking it to mean a sexually motivated act.
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question if Nancy had used the term “dry humping”. 3RP 8018-22. By again
misquoting, the state attempts to suggest that everyone was saying the same
thing in purporting to quote Nancy, Tim and Kerri. See, n. 12.

In fact, everyone was not saying the same thing. Was it “humping on”?
Was it “hump”? (Hochreiter, IRP 133:5-7, 135:13-14.) Was it “humped”?
(Hochreiter, 1RP 134:9-12, 149:14-15; Fullerton, 3RP 140: 24-25,
141:18-21, 208:6-10.) Was it “humping”? (Hochreiter, 133:22-23,
184:23-25, 185:18-186:1, [194:25], 207:7, 13, 3RP 106:17-18 [AR 568],
185:18-19 (“I believe everybody used the word ‘humping’ *).) Was it “dry
hump”? (Hochreiter, IRP 120:1-2.) Was it “dry humped”? (Hochreiter, IRP
136:6.) Was it “dry humping”? (Hochreiter, Bills, Morrison, Hagglund,
Fullerton.) Or was it “the hump”, as the Appellants consistently testified?

7. The State, RB 9: Hagglund said Nancy said Tyler “owned up to it” [AR
564; 3RP 117:6-22] and “revealed to her what had happened”. AR 564.

a. The record: “Nancy also stated that Tyler revealed what occurred
to her. Did I read that correctly? A: Yes. Q: And what did she specifically
say? What were her words? A: I don’t recall what she specifically said.” 3RP
97:23-98:3.

b.  Further record: 3RP 99:3-5, 17-100:1. See, Appendix B.
c. The State’s error: The State suggests Nancy told Hagglund Tyler

admitted to sexual conduct. Hagglund, however, not only could not say what

Tyler “owned up to” was sexual, but it could have been in fact not sexual."

1> Another observation regarding Hagglund’s notes, AR 564, is that he used the terms Nancy
“explained”, “stated”, ““also stated”, “‘said’’ and “also said” regarding Nancy’s statements to
him. He also stated his own questions. But when Hagglund wrote of the incident in his
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8. The State, RB 12: Ms. Meyer was interviewed alone in her office on the
first day of the investigation and reported Tyler began having sexually
inappropriate behaviors, ‘since two weeks after he moved in’. [IRP
78:16—-18.”

a. The record: Nancy said “Tyler said that he had been doing this
since two weeks after he moved into the home. Q: Did Nancy say what
‘doing this” meant? A: Sexual inappropriate behaviors--yes. Yes. Q: So Nan-
cy told you that it was--Tyler had been engaging in sexual inappropriate be-
haviors since two weeks after he moved into the home, or is it your under-
standing - A: It is my understanding that’s what she meant.” 1RP 78:11-20.

b. Further record: 1RP 78:25-80:4. See, Appendix B.

c. The State’s error: The most Hochreiter says is her “understanding”

Nancy told her of sexual behavior."* Not only does the record here show the
state’s unfair statement of the record, it reveals the very first point at which
Hochreiter imposed sexual meaning on the case and refused to proceed with
a competent investigation. As soon as Tim heard Hochreiter say Nancy told
her about Tyler behaving sexually, Tim got upset and took immediate

corrective action. He called Nancy to tell Hochreiter she hadn’t said it.

conversation with Nancy, he did not attribute the statements to her as Nancy “said”, etc., nor
did he state his question(s) on that point. Hagglund also spoke to Fullerton within a few
hours of speaking with Nancy. Though he couldn’t recall specifics of that conversation, he
testified, “The incident had been defined in my mind by [the previous] reports [from Davis
and Fullerton] received by the Sheriff’s Office.” 3RP 100:14-101:3; AR 564, 563. Hagglund
apparently dictated his notes almost 4 hours after speaking with Fullerton. AR 565. In light
of (1) Hagglund’s admission that the information he received prior to speaking with Nancy
had already defined the incident in his mind, (2) his intervening conversation with Fullerton,
(3) the absence in his notes of specific references that Nancy “said” when describing the
incident, and (4) his admission he could not say Nancy said Tyler revealed a sexual incident,
it is not clear that Hagglund’s notes reflect Nancy’s words rather than Fullerton’s or Davis’.

4 The words Hochreiter used suggests she failed to ask Nancy what she had meant by what
she had said. This writer cannot recall any instance where an investigator asked the person
interviewed what they meant by significant words they used. See, e.g.: 1RP 45:7-19, 1RP
115:9-116:18, IRP 152:5-22, 2RP 220:3-10,3RP 97:2-20, IRP 128:15-22, 1RP 107:3-5,
1RP 98:23-99:5, 1RP 101:15-23, 103:20-21, 2RP 206:7.
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The incompetency of Hochreiter’s investigation can be seen in that she
did not re-interview Nancy to see if there had been a misunderstanding.
Hochreiter just said Nancy said she had not and never has said there had been
a sexual incident. Hochreiter’s arrogance and bias can be seen from her
comment that Nancy “retracted” what she had told her. Even Hochreiter
admits she “supposes” she makes mistakes, |RP 88:23-25. Had she taken
the time to sit down with Nancy and Tim regarding what may well have been
a misunderstanding, Hochreiter could have ensured her investigation was
based on facts and not just her “understanding”. 1RP 78:20.

But that very morning Hochreiter had already (1) read the complaint; (2)
had one long talk and two other conversations with Wesley Fullerton; (3)
spoken to Devora Bills; (4) spoken to Tyler’s father; and (5) spoken to Det.
Hagglund. 1RP 122:7-126:25. And like Hagglund, for whom the incident
was already “defined in [his] mind” from speaking to others before he met
Nancy, 3RP 100:23-24, so Hochreiter had been talking to other people
before she first spoke with Nancy. With so much gossip from everyone else,
what need did Hochreiter have to ensure she accurately understood Nancy?
1. REPLY TO STATE’S LEGAL ARGUMENT.

A. Assignments of Error.

As the State correctly notes, findings not objected to are verities on

appeal, but its argument is incorrect the objections should be not considered.
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1. Challenging for first time on appeal.

Appellants at every appeal level argued the ALJ’s (and RO’s) credibility
finding was the one error affecting all else. AR 25-26 [145-146]. “This case
presents two divergent pictures. They both can’t be right.” CP 114, AB 25.

There appear to be no rules that apply to judicial appeals from
administrative orders, ¢f. RAP 1.1(a), CR 1, RALJ 1.1(a); nor does RCW
34.05.510-598 address assignments of error. The cases cited by the State are
inapplicable because they are not cases of appeal to superior court. Addi-
tionally, Appellants did submit objections to the superior court, CP 167-168.
The RO’s findings are not verities because almost all are objected to.

2. Alleged absence of argument as to each assigned error.

Again, argument has been made at every level of appeal, supra at 23;
see, AB 27-29, 34-36. Appellants have consistently stated the argument as
to most errors hangs on the issue of credibility. Also, in correcting herein-
above some of the State’s errors in purported factual recitations, further
argument has necessarily been made. The court reviews the entire record,
and the findings as to credibility affects virtually every finding. Moreover,
addressing each specific finding would have been space-prohibitive.

3. Compliance with RAP 10.4(c).
Error is assigned to at least part of almost every finding. RAP 10.4(c)

states in relevant part: . . . the party should type the material portions of the

text out verbatim or include them by copy in the text or in an appendix to the
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brief.” (Emphasis added.) The state acknowledges the rule is not mandatory.
Since virtually every finding was challenged, AR 62-90, reference to that
portion of the record is not cumbersome (except insofar as the RO’s findings
arerather lengthy). Moreover, the Assignments of Error were drafted in such
a way that in many cases the verbatim language of the finding in question
was stated in the assignment itself. The nature of the appeal, based as it is
upon credibility, does not require textual analysis of the findings. The
thoroughness of the Assignments makes clear the facts appealed. The
appellate court reviews the whole record. If the State’s witnesses are not
deemed credible and the Appellants are, see AR 89-90, 331-332, then all
findings to the contrary would fail. Nevertheless, Appellants cure the defect
here in Appendix A, is a 28-page listing of the material portions of the
Findings to which error is assigned. In re Marriage of Stern, 57 Wn. App.
707,710, 789 P.2d 807 (1990). Any inconvenience to the court is obviated
and the State, not having addressed the challenged findings, is not prejudiced.

B. Grounds for Review under RCW 34.05.570(3).

As noted by the State, grounds for judicial review are set forth in RCW
34.05.570(3). The State does not address the unlawful decision-making
process of (3)(c), but only the erroneous interpretation of law of (3)(d).
Appellant’s argument is that the RO violated both, which overlap here.

1. Unlawful procedure or decision-making process—(3)(c).
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Appellant’s Brief (AB) 29-32, addresses the RO’s use of the wrong
standard (substantial evidence) and limiting her “de novo” review to issues
rather than also facts. Appellants also addressed the RO’s refusal to consider
issues raised by Appellants in her purported “de novo review” of the record,
AB 32-34, in particular Appellants’ sexual words chart. AB 34-36."

Evidence ofthe RO’s disregard of Appellants’ arguments are her failure
to include in her Review Decision and Final Order, AR 25-61, significant
portions of Appellant’s Response to the Petition for Review: Attachment A,
Objections to Findings & Conclusions in [nitial Order, AR 273-282, referred
to at AR 26; Attachment B, Origin of Sexual Words Used, AR 195-203,
referred to at AR 29, 33. She also omitted Appendix A, 2009 Chronology of
Events, AR 194, as well as the Contents and list of Attachments, AR 141-44.

The RO’s failure to address Attachment B in particular shows she paid
no attention to the evidence regarding the State’s witnesses’ creative and
prolific use of sexual words. How else can one explain the RO’s claim that
Bills’ lie that Nancy caught Tyler “humping” Tommy—-while Nancy was at
Disneyland—was just a misunderstanding? FF13 at AR 65. If Bills had been
prosecuted for false swearing, RCW 9A.76.040, her “unqualified statement
of that which [she did] not know to be true [would have been] equivalent to

a statement of that which . . . she [knew] to be false.” RCW 9A.76.080.

5 This document, Attachment B, AR 195-203, was mis-labeled Attachment A at AB 34.
It was submitted to the trial court as Revised Exhibit B, CP 169-179, to add record citations.
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Significantly, the State’s argument fails to address the key evidence, see,
AB 30, the RO used the wrong standard. Substantial evidence was the
explicit standard as to whether the RO “left unchanged,” amended or struck
ALJ findings, AR 62, or made her own*“additional findings”. AR 62, 97-98.

2.  Erroneously interpreted or applied law—(3)(d).

AB 29-34 also shows the RO’s unlawful procedure or decision-making,
in not considering the whole record “anew” by disregarding Appellants’
issues, AB 32-34, was the result of an erroneous interpretation or application
ofRCW 34.05.464. The State claims the Appellants were not prejudiced. RB
40. Yet failure to consider the Appellants’ issues clearly prejudiced them.

3. Not supported by substantial evidence—(3)(e).

The order is not supported by evidence that is substantial when

viewed in light of the whole record before the court, which includes

the agency record for judicial review, supplemented by any

additional evidence received by the court under this chapter;
RCW 34.05.570(3)(e). Throughout the appeals in this matter, Appellants
have raised the issue of the insufficiency of the evidence. Appellants’
Response to State’s Petition for Review (AR 29-61 [150-193], 195-203,
273-282); Response to State’s Renewed Objection (AR 111-112);
Appellant’s Trial Briet (CP 114-136); and Appellant’s Brief (AB 1-12,
25-29, 34-36). “The well-settled test for substantial evidence is a sufficient

quantity of evidence to persuade a fair-minded person of the truth or

correctness of the order.” Campbell v. Bd. for Volunteer Firefighters, 111
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Wn. App. 413, 418, 45 P.3d 216 (2002) (internal quotations omitted).
Though Campbell declined to adopt the federal formulation of the test which
considers any evidence that “fairly detracts” from the evidence in support of
the order, id., it cannot apply to contradictory statements by a single witness.
Perhaps a better way to state it would be that a “fair-minded person”
would not accept one statement from a witness as true when the witness
made known false statements with the same confidence. Thus, review of the
whole record would necessarily include review of a witness’ entire cross-
examination as well as direct. And some contradictions or false statements
would be such that the very credibility of a witness would be undermined.
The present case provides significant examples of witnesses saying two
different things, which has been argued at every appeal. Foremost is Devora
Bills’ false claim that Nancy Meyer told her she had “caught” or “walked in
on” Tyler “humping” Tommy. Though Nancy was in California, Bills was
adamant that Nancy was the one who caught them. See, AB 27; CP 129-130;
AR 4042 [AR 165-67]. And though Bills told Fullerton about “rubbing of
private areas and dry humping,” 3RP 145:3-9, two days later she accused
Tyler of rape, stating that because she was unsure what had occurred, she
checked “rape” when she could have checked “sexual assault”, AR 529. See,
AB 28; CP 129-130; AR 42-43 [AR 167-69]. And she waffled on whether
Nancy said “humping”. AR 43-44[AR 169-170). See also, supra, pp. 6—10.
Would a fair-minded person believe Bills regarding Nancy when Bills
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was so obviously wrong and disregarding of truth and accuracy on other
important things? The same question can be asked about Fullerton, who kept
testifying about things he had to retract, supra, 10-16. And Hochreiter, AB
34-36, AR 34-35, 45-46, 49-51, 54-58 [156-158, 170-172, 176-179,
183-190] demonstrates creation of “facts” to suit her beliefs, incompetent
investigation and circular reasoning such that a fair-minded person would not
be persuaded of the “correctness of the order”.
4. The order is arbitrary and capricious—(3)(i).

This also has been argued at every level of appeal of the Final Order,
AB 29-34, CP 120-126, supra, 3—4, the clearest example of which was the
RO saying Bills had misunderstood Nancy, supra, at 22. See also, the RO’s
misquoting Silva, supra, p. 4. The RO’s refusal to consider the Appellants’
challenge to the ALJ’s findings was also arbitrary and capricious. AB 32-34.

C. Appellants are entitled to attorney fees on appeal.

The agency action was not substantially justified, RCW 4.84.350(1),
because it was based on inadequate investigation, presumption and falsehood.
I[V. CONCLUSION. Appellants request the Review Decision and Final
Order be reversed, that Appellants’ license be reinstated, that the findings of

neglect and abuse be reversed, and that-Appelaats-be-awarded attorney fees.

, WS 4758
ants
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MATERIAL PORTIONS OF TEXT - RAP 10.4(c)
Assignments of Error are italicized - Text of identified Finding indented

1. That Nancy “ran” a home housing ‘“several” residents with sexual deviancy
problems.” FF1

During her time with that agency she ran a 24-hour, secure community
protection home which housed several residents with sexual deviancy
problems.

2. That Brian told Kerri something inappropriate occurred “‘between” Tyler and
Tommy. FF6

Brian came upstairs from the basement and told Ms. Brooks, who was in the
kitchen, that something inappropriate was or had been going downstairs
between Tyler and Tommy.

3. That Kerri went downstairs and “sent Tommy upstairs.” FF6

Ms. Brooks went downstairs to talk to Tyler and sent Tommy upstairs to talk
to his father.

4. That Kerri and Tim were told by Brian, Tyler, “and/or” Tommy about any sexual
activity that had occurred. FF 7

Ms. Brooks and Mr. Meyer were told by Brian, Tyler, and/or Tommy that
Tyler had rubbed his private parts against Tommy, either while they were
dancing or under other circumstances, in a manner that could be described as
“dry humping” or mock intercourse.

5. That Kerri and Tim were told about that Tyler had rubbed his private parts
against Tommy while . . . dancing or under other circumstances. FF 7

[See previous entry. ]

6. That Kerri and Tim were told about anything that could be described as “dry
humping " or mock intercourse. FF''7

[See previous entry. ]
7. That any sexual contact occurred between Tyler and Tommy. FF 7

[See previous entry.] The contact did not appear to involve any touching
with the hands or any contact under the clothing or skin-to-skin. The contact
does not appear to have been forced, although the Appellants testified that
Tommy could not consent to any sexual contact. Tommy could not consent
to any sexual contact. Mr. Meyer testified that Tommy had the mental age of
an eight-year-old child and was “asexual.”
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8. That Tim told Ms. Hochreiter that Tommy said he did not like Tyler rubbing
himself on him. FF 7

Mr. Meyer also told Ms. Hochreiter that Tommy said he did not like Tyler
rubbing himself on him.

9. That “the” or “this” sexual “incident” or “contact”, as stated in FF 7, and also
in other places as “it”, “this act”, etc., occurred. FF' 5, 7,8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17,
18,19, 21, 23, 25, 26, 27, 30, 34, 37, 44, 45, 47, 49, 50, 52, 54, 55, 56, 61.

[See separate pages at end of Attachment]

10. That Nancy scheduled appointment for Tyler as a result of learning of “the
incident”. FF 9

Mrs. Meyer learned of the incident when she returned home on February 27,
2009, ... Mrs. Meyer followed up on the information by . . . scheduling an
appointment for Tyler with Sunrise Services, a community mental health
agency.

i1. That Kerri told Heather Silva the following words as a single statement: “Tyler
manipulated another person into sexual unsavory things - he is ‘humping’ him. We
don't feel comfortable with other [or others] being alone with Tyler.” FF 11

Ms. Brooks told Ms. Silva: “Tyler manipulated another person into sexual
unsavory things -- he is ‘humping’ him. We don’t feel comfortable with other
[or others] being alone with Tyler.” [See also Reply Brief at page ]

12. That it is more likely than not that Kerri made the above statement, even though
Kerri denied making it. FF 11

During her testimony, Ms. Brooks denied making this statement, but it is
more likely than not that she did make this statement.

13. That Kerri used the word “humping ™ with anybody. FF 11, 25

[FF 11] Ms. Bills recalled that Mrs. Meyer had used the term “dry humping”
to describe the conduct. . . . Mrs. Meyer was out of state on the day Brian
came upstairs to tell Ms. Brooks of the interaction between Tommy and
Tyler. [FF 25] Ms. Brooks was told: “Tyler’s humping Tommy,” The word
“humping” was Ms. Brooks’ word . . . she used the words “dry humping.”

14. That Kerri used the words “sexual unsavory’ with Silva. FF 11

Ms. Brooks told Ms. Silva: “Tyler manipulated another person into sexual
unsavory things . . .
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15. That the handwritten note on Ex 20 was made by Silva “during " the part of the
interview dealing with possible criminal conduct. FF 11

During the part of the interview dealing with possible criminal conduct, Ms.
Brooks told Ms. Silva: . ..

16. That Kerri told Silva Tyler was “humping’ another person. FF 11
Ms. Brooks told Ms. Silva: “. .. he is ‘humping’ him. . ..”

17. That Exhibit 20 says they didn't feel comfortable with “other” being alone with
Tyler. FF 11

The report of that appointment is Exhibit Dept. 20. . . . We don’t feel
comfortable with other [or others] being alone with Tyler.

18. In omitting from her finding that Heather Silva recommended that Tyler’s
behavior be monitored to see if assessment for sexually inappropriate behavior
would be appropriate. FF 12

As part of her recommendations, Ms. Silva wrote that Tyler might need an
evaluation for sexually inappropriate behavior, and suggested that someone
should talk to Mrs. Meyer to see if his behavior should be reported to APS.

19. That Devora Bills spoke with Nancy “before or after” her April 14, 2009 session
with Tyler. FF 13

In a private conversation, before or after the session, Mrs. Meyer told Ms.
Bills . . . she spoke to Mrs. Meyer at 2:50 in the afternoon, after her
counseling session with Tyler.

20. That Bills testified Nancy told her “they” had caught Tyler. FF 13

Mrs. Meyer told Ms. Bills that they had caught Tyler and her son Tommy
engaging in sexually inappropriate conduct.

21. That anyone “caught” Tyler and Tommy doing anything inappropriate. FF 13
[See previous entry. ]

22. That Tommy engaged in any sexual conduct . FF 13
[See previous entry. |

23. That Tommy engaged in any inappropriate conduct FF 13
[See previous entry. |

24. That Tyler and Tommy were engaging in any sexual conduct. FF 13

[See previous entry. |
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25. That Devora Bills accurately recalled that Mrs. Meyer had used the term “dry
humping” to describe the conduct. FF 13

Ms. Bills recalled that Mrs. Meyer had used the term “dry humping” to
describe the conduct.

26. That Nancy Meyer used the term “dry humping”. FF 13, 19

[FF 13, see previous entry.] [FF 19] Mrs. Meyer essentially confirmed that
Tyler had been caught “humping” Tommy . . . Mrs. Meyer told Detective
Hagglund that Brian said that he saw Tyler humping on Tommy.

27. That Nancy mentioned an incident between Tyler and another female resident.
FF 13

She also mentioned an incident between Tyler and another female resident
who was no longer in the home, although the nature of that incident was not
specified.

28. That when Brian came upstairs he told Kerri of any interaction between
anybody. [FF 13]

Brian came upstairs to tell Ms. Brooks of the interaction between Tommy
and Tyler.

29. That the only thing Devora Bills misunderstood from Nancy was that it was
Nancy who had “walked in on Tommy and Tyler while the contact was taking
place.” FF 13

Ms. Bills misunderstood at least some ot what Mrs. Meyer told her, since
Mrs. Meyer was out of state on the day Brian came upstairs to tell Ms.
Brooks of the interaction between Tommy and Tyler. Ms. Bills thought Mrs.
Meyer had said that she walked in on Tommy and Tyler while the contact
was taking place. The remainder of her testimony is consistent with what the
Appellants told the Department witnesses.

30. That anyone walked on Tommy and Tyler while “the contact” was taking place.
FF 13

[See previous entry. |

31. That the remainder of Bills " testimony was consistent with what appellants told
the Department witnesses. FF 13

[See previous entry. ]

APPENDIX A - Page 4 of 28



32. That any risk from Tyler mentioned by appellants was sexual. FF 13

She also said: He hasn’t done it with the guys who are bigger or more
functioning than him.” They were not concerned about the other residents
since they were older, bigger, and functioned at a higher level, and thus were
not at risk in their view.

33. That any information from Nancy required a report to APS. FF 14, 19

[FF 14] Ms. Bills reported the incident to Adult Protective Services, which
forwarded the report to Residential Care Services. Ms. Bills based her report
on information that she received from Mrs. Meyer. [FF 19] As a result of the
reports to APS and RCS, a referral was made to local law enforcement. The
basis of the referrals was Mrs. Meyer’s reports to complainants that Brian
had reported Tyler humping on Tommy.

34. That Bills made her APS report 43 minutes after she spoke with Nancy. FF 14
She made her report about 43 minutes after she spoke to Mrs Meyer.

35. That the critical incident report Ms. Bills filed was based on what Nancy had
told her. FF15

April 16,2009, Ms. Bills filed a critical incident report with the North Sound
Mental Health Administration based on what Mrs. Meyer had told her.

36. That Nancy told Devora Bills Tyler had raped Tommy. FF 15, R529

[See previous entry.] [On the Critical Incident report, at AR 529, Bills
checked the box for “Rape” to describe Tyler’s conduct.]

37. That Nancy told Devora Bills Tyler had been caught “dry humping” Tommy. FF
15, R530

[See entry for Assignment 35.] [On the Critical Incident report, at AR 530,
Bills wrote, “[Nancy] reported that Tyler had been caught ‘dry humping’
[Tommy].”]

38. That Nancy told Devora Bills Tyler had touched Tommy's groin area through
his pants. FF 15

[See entry for Assignment 35.] [On the Critical Incident report, at AR 530,
Bills wrote, “Tyler had also been reported to touch through his pants in the
groin area.”]

39. That Nancy told Devora Bills Tyler had done similar sexual things to another
resident. FF 15

[See entry for Assignment 35.] [On the Critical Incident report, at AR 530,
Bills wrote, “[Nancy] reported that a similar incident took place with another
roommate”. |
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40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

That Nancy told anyone that Tyler had groped Tommy through his clothing. FF 17
Mrs. Meyer . . . said Tyler had groped Tommy through his clothing . . .
That Nancy told anyone that Tyler had rubbed his genitals against Tommy. FF 17

Mrs. Meyer . . . said Tyler . . . had rubbed his genitals against him.
That Fullerton heard the word “humped” from Nancy. FF 17

On April 14, 2009, Mrs. Meyer called Mr. Fullerton . . . He heard the word
“humped” from Mrs. Meyer.

That Tim ever used the term “dry humping”. FF 17, 18

[FF 17] Mr. Meyer used the term “dry humping” to indicate what Tyler had
done to Tommy. [FF 18] When Mr. Fullerton asked them to clarify what had
happened, Mr. Meyer told him it was dry humping. “Dry humping” was Mr.
Meyer’s phrase.

That Fullerton learned from Nancy or Tim that Tyler was a perpetrator. FF 17

“Both perpetrator and victim are clothed at the time of the incident and no
bodily penetration occurred. The victim did not consent to this act. The
victim claims that the perpetrator — the victim claims that the perpetrator did
not use his hands to touch his genital area, but rather rubbed him with his
hips.” That information I got from — on the 15th clarifying what had taken
place with Nancy [Mrs. Meyer] and Tim [Mr. Meyer].

That Fullerton learned from Nancy or Tim that Tyler touched the genital area

of Tommy in a way that could be described as “mock intercourse”. FF 17

46.

47.

Provider was originally informed of the incident by their AFH resident and
the victim at the end of February. Description of the incident. Client one,
Tyler, allegedly touched the genital area of client two in the home in
attempted mock intercourse with him in some fashion.” “Mock intercourse”
is my language.

That Fullerton learned from Nancy or Tim that Tommy was a victim. FF 17
[See previous entry.]

That Fullerton learned from Nancy or Tim that Tommy said Tyler had touched

his genital area (in any manner). FF 17

48.

[See previous entry. ]

That Fullerton’s incident report (insofar as it was a mandatory report) was

based on what Nancy or Tim had told him. FF 18

Mr. Fullerton contacted the CRU, and filled out an incident report based on
what he was told by the Meyers.
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49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

19

55.

19

56.

37.

19

That Det. Hagglund ever told Nancy what had specifically been reported. FF 19

On April 21,2009, Detectives Hagglund and Meyer [no relation] interviewed
Nancy and Tim Meyer at Pathfinder House about the incident which had
been reported to APS and RCS.

That Det. Hagglund ever told Tim what had specifically been reported. FF 19
[See previous entry. |

That Det. Meyer interviewed or even spoke to Nancy. FF 19
[See previous entry. |

That Det. Meyer ever told Tim what had specifically been reported. FF 19
[See previous entry.]

That Nancy confirmed Tyler had been caught humping Tommy. FF 19

Mrs. Meyer essentially confirmed that Tyler had been caught “humping”
Tommy

That Nancy confirmed Tyler owned up to humping Tommy when confronted. FF

Mrs. Meyer essentially confirmed that Tyler had been caught “humping”
Tommy and that he “owned up to it” when confronted by Mr. Meyer and Ms.
Brooks.

That Nancy told Hagglund that Brian said he saw Tyler humping Tommy. FF

Mrs. Meyer told Detective Hagglund that Brian said that he saw Tyler
humping on Tommy.

That Brian was aware of an incident between Tyler and Tommy. FF 19

The detectives tried to interview Brian but he said he didn’t remember the
incident.

That Devora Bills had obtained reportable information from Nancy Meyer. FF

Detective Hagglund spoke to a person at Sunrise Services. He learned that
the information they had obtained was not from a client, but from Mrs.
Meyers. Ms. Bills was asked by Detective Hagglund why she had failed to
report the incident.
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58. That Hagglund did not interview any resident. FF 19

The detectives tried to interview Brian but he said he didn’t remember the
incident. . . . The detectives did not interview Tyler or any other resident.

59. That the reason given by Det. Hagglund for ending the law enforcement
investigation was absence of “clear evidence”. FF 19

The law enforcement investigation ended because there was not clear
evidence of sexual assault.

60. That the complaint from Tyler’s father was the second complaint. FF 21

The second complaint came in April 2009 from Tyler’s father Joel
concerning how his son was being treated after the incident between Tyler
and Tommy.

61. That Nancy testified at 8:20-21 she could not recall whether Hochreiter asked
her questions [on April 23]. FF 23

At the hearing, Mrs. Meyer could not recall whether Ms. Hochreiter asked
her questions. n. 78: Transcript Vol. 8 p. 20-21.

62. That there is any implication or inference that Nancy testified dishonestly as to
having been interviewed by Hochreiter. FF 23

Between them, they interviewed Mrs. Meyer, Mr. Meyer, Ms. Brooks, three
of the residents (Tyler, Brian, and Mike) and Tyler’s father. At the hearing,
Mrs. Meyer could not recall whether Ms. Hochreiter asked her questions.

63. That Kerri said to Ms. Crawford that *Tyler admitted to her that he rubbed his
genitals against Tommy in mock intercourse.” FF 25

As to the reported incident, Ms. Brooks said that Tyler admitted to her that
he rubbed his genitals against Tommy in mock intercourse.

64. That Kerri told Ms. Crawford that Brian said “an incident was occurring
downstairs ", FF 25

Ms. Brooks told Ms. Crawford that Brian had come upstairs and told her an
incident was occurring downstairs.

65. That after Brian came upstairs Kerri “called Tommy up from downstairs”. FF 25

She went over and called Tommy up from downstairs and asked Tommy
what had occurred.

66. That after Brian came upstairs Kerri “asked Tommy what had occurred.” FF 25

[See previous entry.]
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67. That Ms. Brooks was told: “Tyler's humping Tommy.” FF 25
Ms. Brooks was told: “Tyler’s humping Tommy.”
68. That Kerri said to Ms. Crawford: “Tyler’s humping Tommy."” FF 25

[See previous entry.] The word “humping” was Ms. Brooks’ word, not Ms.
Crawford’s word.

69. That Kerri called Tyler upstairs. FF' 25
Ms. Brooks then called Tyler upstairs
70. That Tyler asked Kerri, “Did Tommy rat me out?” FF 25
and Tyler’s comment to her was “did Tommy rat me out?”
71. That Kerri told Tyler that something was inappropriate. FF 25
Ms. Brooks told Tyler that it was inappropriate,
72. That Kerri told Tim that anything sexual had occurred. FF 25
and then she told Mr. Meyer what had happened.

. That Kerri had any basis after talking with Tommy, Tyler and Tim on February
, 2009 to believe anything sexual had occurred between Tyler and Tommy. FIF 25

o~
N W

Ms. Crawford asked, Ms. Brooks why she did not report the incident to the
CRU 1-800 number. Ms. Brooks responded that both men were fully clothed,
so she did not think it constituted sexual assault.

74. That Kerri stated on her own and not in answer to Ms. Crawford's question as
to why she did not feel whatever Brian had deemed inappropriate had been a sexual
assault. FF 25

[See previous entry. ]
75. That Kerri used the term “dry humping”. FF 25

Ms. Brooks did not use the words “mock intercourse” — she used the words
“dry humping.”

76. That Kerri told Ms. Crawford about any sexual abuse. FF 25
[See previous two entries.]
77. That Tim found out about any sexual activity between Tyler and Tommy. FF 26

Ms. Hochreiter interviewed Mr. Meyer at the adult family home. He told her
that when he found out about the incident between Tyler and Tommy he got
pissed.
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78. That when Tim got “pissed’" it was about sexual activity. FF 26
[See previous entry.]

79. That Tim thought or said to Ms. Hochreiter that Tyler had done anything sexual
to Tommy. FF 26

Mr. Meyer told Ms. Hochreiter that he did not want to report what Tyler had
done because he felt that a report of sexual misconduct would create
problems for Tyler in the future,

80. That Tim thought Tyler had done anything reportable. FF 26
[See previous entry.]

81. That the behavior by Tyler that Tim told him he would not tolerate in the home

and that was “complete bullshit” was sexual misconduct rather than mockery of
Tommy. FF 26

he thought that he had dealt with the incident by telling Tyler that such
behavior would not be tolerated in their home. He said he told Tyler: “This
is complete bullshit.”

82. That Tim used the term “dry humping ™ with Ms. Hochreiter. FF 26
Mr. Meyer used the words “dry humping.”
83. That Tyler disclosed any sexual incident. FF 26

He told Ms. Hochreiter that he had taken protective actions after Tyler
disclosed the dry humping incident.

84. That protective actions taken by Tim and Nancy had anything to do with sexual
misconduct. FF 26

[See previous entry.]

85. That Tyler’s impulsive actions that Tim told him had to stop were sexual in
nature. FF 26

he told Tyter that his impulses had to stop

86. That any talk Tim had with “the guys” about inappropriate touching was in
response to any incident of sexual touching between residents and/or Tommy. FF 26

[See previous two entries.] he had a talk with “the guys™ about inappropriate
touching.

87. That any sexual touching occurred between residents and/or Tommy. FF 26

[See previous entry.]

APPENDIX A - Page 10 of 28



88. That Tim ever discussed with or showed Ms. Hochreiter the concept of “‘dry
humping”. FF 26

Mr. Meyer did not tell Ms. Hochreiter what he meant by dry humping, but he
showed her. Dry humping as he used it is thrusting the pelvis forward as if
in intercourse, and that is what Mr. Meyer told Ms. Hochreiter that Tyler had
done to Tommy. He demonstrated, including bodily contact with another
person.

89. That Tim demonstrated “dry humping” rather than the dance called “the
hump”. FF 26

[See previous entry.]
90. That Tim told Hochreiter that Tyler had “dry humped” Tommy. FF 26
[See previous entry.]

91. That Tim’s demonstration of the dance ‘“‘the hump’ included any contact with
another person. FF 26

[See previous entry.]

92. That Ms. Hochreiter never heard anyone mention Elvis in her investigation of
Pathfinder House. FF 26

Ms. Hochreiter never heard anyone mention Elvis.
93. That Tim said or implied Tyler's impulses were sexual. FF 27

Mr. Meyer said that Tyler told him he got these impulses and couldn’t help
acting on them.

94. That either Tim or Kerri told Ms. Hochreiter there was physical contact between
Tyler and Tommy. FF 27

Both Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks told Ms. Hochreiter that there was physical
contact between Tommy and Tyler.

95. That Tim’s demonstration of an erection with his finger and saying Tommy had
never had an erection was proof that Tim was talking about a sexual incident
between Tyler and Tommy when Tim was responding to and refuting Ms.
Hochreiter's claim that something sexual had occurred. FF 27

Mr. Meyer’s demonstration of an erection (using his finger) that Mr. Meyer
and Ms. Brooks were talking about a sexual instance.
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96. That Kerri was present when Tim demonstrated an erection with his finger or
when he demonstrated the dance “the hump’ and that thus she knew there was
sexual contact between Tyler and Tommy. FF 27

[See previous entry.]

97. That Nancy learned from Tim and Kerri something sexual had occurred between
Tyler and Tommy when she was in California. FF' 27

Mrs. Meyer told Ms. Hochreiter she learned of the incident when she
returned from Disneyland

98. That any earlier statements of Nancy conflicted with her testimony that nothing
sexual had happened between Tyler and Tommy. FF 27

[See previous entry.] At the hearing Mrs. Meyer testified that there was
nothing going on. This conflicts with her earlier statements

99. That Tyler’s statements to Ms. Hochreiter were reliable when he was known to
be a liar and had a motive to defend himself from Ms. Bills " accusation that he had
raped Tommy. FF 29

When Ms. Hochreiter interviewed Tyler, he told her that Tommy continued
to come downstairs and come into his room. He also told her that he was not
the instigator. He told her that Tommy did lap dances on him and nobody
would listen to him. Tyler used the term “lap dance.”

100. That, if any thing called “lap dances” occurred, Nancy, Tim or Kerry had ever
been told about them. FF 29

[See previous entry.]

101. That the term “lap dance” meant the same thing to Iyler as it did to Ms.
Hochreiter. FF 29

[See previous entry. ]
102. That Tyler meant the term “lap dance” to be sexual behavior. FF 29
[See previous entry. ]
103. That there was unwanted sexually inappropriate behavior in the home. FF 29

According to Ms. Hochreiter, the same problems existed if Tommy was the
instigator because there was unwanted sexually inappropriate behavior going
on in the home.
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104. That an obligation to report suspected abuse arose when Brian came upstairs
and said there was something going on in the basement. FF 30

Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks would have had an obligation to report as soon
as Brian came upstairs and told Ms. Brooks that there was something going
on in the basement.

105. That Nancy said Tyler “preys on vulnerable people out in the community.” FF
30

Mrs. Meyer told her that Tyler “preys on vulnerable people out in the
community,”

106. That Tommy wearing boxer shorts, constantly adjusting himself, touching
himself and his shorts describes sexual behavior. FF 31

Ms. Hochreiter also interviewed resident Brian. He told her that Tommy can
be sexually inappropriate. He said Tommy would come downstairs wearing
boxer shorts, and was constantly adjusting himself, touching himself and his
shorts.

107.  That Tommy exposed his genitals to Brian due to the way he wore his
boxer/basketball shorts. FF [31]

There was conflicting testimony regarding whether Tommy wore boxer
shorts, or basketball shorts. It does not matter which he wore, what matters
is that Tommy was exposing his genitals to Brian, and Brian did not want to
see that. He would sit on a chair in Brian’s room and his shorts would gape
open and Brian would see things he did not want to see.

108. That if Tommy exposed his genitals due to the way he wore his boxer/basketball
shorts, it was not sexual nor intentional. FF [31]

[See previous two entries.] Ms. Hochreiter testified that “sexually
inappropriate” were Brian’s actual words.

109. That if Tommy exposed his genitals by the way he wore his shorts was
communicated to Nancy, Tim or Kerry. [FF 31]

[Implicit in FF 31]

110. That if Tommy was incapable of consenting to any sexual contact, FF 7, he was
not capable of sexual behavior. FF 31

He told her that Tommy can be sexually inappropriate. He said Tommy
would come downstairs wearing boxer shorts, and was constantly adjusting
himself, touching himself and his shorts. . . . Ms. Hochreiter had three
residents describe to her the sexual behavior that occurred more than once
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111. That Brian or Mike described to Ms. Hochreiter what a lap dance was so that
she knew what they meant. FF 31

“Lap dance” were Michael’s actual words. According to Michael’s father,
Michael had spent a [ot of time in bars in his past, and he knew what a lap
dance was.

112. That Brian’s thinking Tommy's touching himself was inappropriate meant
Tommy's actions were sexual. FF 32

Brian also told his mother that Tommy would dance around and touch
himself-- touch his privates. Brian felt that Tommy’s touching himself was
inappropriate.

113. That Nancy and/or Tim believed Tyler had initiated any sexual action toward
Tommy. FF 33

Tyler told him that he did not initiate the sexual incident that occurred with
Tommy. And that Mr. and Mrs. Meyer would not believe him.

114. That Nancy told Hochreiter different things on different days. FF 34

The adults in the home (Mrs. Meyer, Mr. Meyer, and Ms. Brooks) were
telling Ms. Hochreiter different stories on different days.

115. That Nancy told Ms. Hochreiter that Tvler had been behaving in sexually
inappropriate ways since two weeks after he came to the facility. FF 34

Mrs. Meyer first told Ms. Hochreiter that Tyler had been behaving in
sexually inappropriate ways since two weeks after he came to the facility.

116. That Tim and Kerri told Hochreiter different things on different days. FF 34

The adults in the home (Mrs. Meyer, Mr. Meyer, and Ms. Brooks) were
telling Ms. Hochreiter different stories on different days.

117. That Nancy and Tim told Ms. Hochreiter they did not keep sugar on the table.
FF 35

Mr. and Mrs. Meyer told Ms. Hochreiter that they did not keep sugar on the
table, because the residents would eat it all of the time if it was out.

118. That Nancy and Tim told Ms. Hochreiter they only allowed one glass of milk
at breakfast. FF 35

They told her that the residents have one glass of milk in the morning
because their drinking of milk was out of control.
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119. That there is ample evidence in the record that food was unreasonably
restricted by the appellants. FF 35

There is ample evidence in the record, corroborated by consistent and similar
reports from current and former residents, as well as their family members,
to support a finding that access to food was unreasonably restricted by the
Appellants.

120. That raising the voice is yelling. FF 36

Ms. Brooks testified that she raised her voice to speak with Tyler in order to
get his attention. Raising her voice is yelling.

121. That Kerri told Brian he was living in Mr. ands Mrs. Meyer's house. FF 36

She also testified that she explained to Brian that he was living in Mr. and
Mrs. Meyers’ house.

122. That the developmentally disabled adults were reliable reporters or witnesses.
FF 36, 37

[Implicit in FF 36, 37]

123. That developmentally disabled adults were more reliable reporters than Nancy,
Tim and Kerri, as well as professional Jeannie Tull. FF' 37

[Implicit in FF 37]

124. That Tim “got in scuffles” with Mike and “does not know how to calm
himself.” FF 37

Michael told Ms. Hochreiter that he got into scuffles with Mr. Meyer and Ms.
Brooks. “Scuffles” was the word used by Michael. He said that Mr. Meyer
gets very upset and does not know how to calm himself.

125. That Ms Hochreiter wrote the SOD on April 30, 2009. FF 38

On April 30,2009, the Department completed its adult family home licensing
investigation and Ms. Hochreiter wrote a 7-page Statement of Deficiencies
(SOD).

126. [n insinuating that Nancy was not directed by Ms. Crawford to call the
Department hotline and the CRU, as well as to relieve Tim and Kerri of all duties in
the AFH. FF 39

Mrs. Meyer called the Department’s hotline later that day reporting an
allegation of non-consensual touching involving a resident. She also made
a separate call to the CRU to report that Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks were
verbally abusing residents of the home. At the hearing she claimed that she
did this because Ms. Crawford told her to do so.
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127. That Nancy did not testify at the hearing that she was aware of allegations
involving sex when Ms. Crawford advised her to call the CRU. FF 40

She could not recall if Ms. Crawford advised her to report anything about
sex. Yet, Mrs. Meyer called the CRU on April 30, 2009 to report
non-consensual touching involving a resident. Her report to the CRU is more
credible than her testimony at hearing.

128. That Nancy admitted in Ex 12 that Tyler rubbed his private parts on her son
Tommy. FF 44

On May 12, 2009, Mrs. Meyer sent a letter to the IDR program manager
requesting IDR in which she admitted that the incident that occurred in their
home on February 23, 2009, “most likely” involved resident Tyler rubbing
himself, “including his private parts,” on her son Tommy. She wrote that the
incident was reported to Ms. Brooks by resident Brian.

129. That “this issue” R557 was sexual abuse rather than impulsive behavior. FF
44

[See previous entry. ]

130. That the meeting with the mental health therapist was not planned or “‘in the
process” before Nancy went to California. FF 44

She stated: “After we became aware of this issue, we made an appointment
with Sunrise Community Mental Health to see if Tyler would qualify for
mental health services, and made an appointment for him.” n. 155: At the
hearing Mrs. Meyer testified that Tyler’s meeting with the mental health
therapist was set before she went to Disneyland. Transcript Vol. 8 p. 58. This
is in direct conflict with what she wrote in her letter which is Exhibit 12.

131. That Nancy's statement about future reporting was based on anything other
than the SOD, Ex 7, 8. FF 44

Mrs. Meyer wrote: “It is my opinion that neither abuse nor criminal assault
occurred, however this incident does constitute inappropriate behavior
between residents/household members. . . .However, in the future we will
report matters of this nature to APS.

132. That Nancy and Tim did not take steps after February 24, 2009 to keep Tommy
upstairs and not allow Tommy to be alone with Tyler. FF 44

Mrs. Meyer also wrote: “From the time we became aware of this incident, we
also took vigorous steps to separate Tommy from Tyler until Tyler moved
out.” Mr. Meyer testified at the hearing that they took no special steps ‘after
February 23, 3009, as a result of the incident. Mrs. Meyer also testified to
this. This directly contradicts what she wrote in Exhibit 12.
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133. That what Nancy wrote in Ex 12 was directly contradicted by the testimony of
Tim and Nancy. FF 44

[See previous entry. ]

134. That Nancy did not testify as to which incident she discussed with Devora Bills.
FF 45

The incident was brought up during his appointment with Devora Bills,
Mental Health Therapist.” When asked by her attorney what “incident” she
was talking about, Mrs. Meyers answered: “I don’t recall.”

135. That Tim yelled at Mike when Mike had soiled his bed. FF 46

This discussion was animated, and my husband is a big man, hard of hearing,
and speaks loudly. You need to hear him to understand that he is loud
without yelling.”

136. That emphatic, animated, loud speaking is yelling. FF 46
Emphatic, animated, loud speaking is yelling.

137. That Tyler told Ms. Morrison the truth about him and Tommy and that Tommy
did anything to Tyler. FF 50

Tyler told Ms. Morrison that Tommy had been the instigator of the incident
in February, and said that Tommy had pulled him down on the ground and
started humping on him and wouldn’t let him up for some time.

138. That Ms. Morrison’s leading questions and demonstration did not give Tyler
ideas of what to say to her. FF 50

Ms. Morrison asked for clarification of what Tyler meant by “humping.” She
said: “Tyler, when you say humping, do you mean that Tommy came up to
you, grabbed your body with his hands and held it against you, and thrust
into you like this?” Ms. Morrison had her arms out and gyrated her body,
including her pelvis. And Tyler said “yes.”

139. That there is basis in the record that Tyler said Tommy snuck up behind him
and grabbed him on any other occasion than in response to Ms. Morrison's leading
questions and demonstration. FF 50

Tyler said that on at least one occasion, probably more than one occasion,
Tommy had snuck up behind him and started humping him.
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140. That Ms. Morrison’s reports or the RCPP panel findings were accurate as to
the appellants. FF 51

At the conclusion of her investigation, Ms. Morrison wrote three reports
summarizing the results of her investigation regarding Mrs. Meyer, Mr.
Meyer, and Ms. Brooks, and an additional finding of mental abuse against
Ms. Brooks. These reports were submitted to a RCPP panel on September 28,
2009, which recommended findings of neglect of vulnerable adults against
Mr. and Mrs. Meyer, and findings of neglect and mental abuse against Ms.
Brooks.

141. That it is movre likely than not that [Nancy] made the statements attributed to
her by Ms. Morrison. FF 52

In her testimony at the hearing, Mrs. Meyer denied making most of the
statements attributed to her by Ms. Morrison in Exhibit Dept. 25. It is more
likely than not that she made the statements attributed to her by Ms.
Morrison. Tyler left Pathfinder House at the end of April. Mrs. Meyer
received the Statement of Deficiencies on May 7. Mrs. Meyer testified that
she did not have any knowledge that there was an allegation of sexual contact
between Tommy and Tyler until she received the Statement of Deficiencies.
Yet she told Department representatives that she kept Tyler and Tommy apart
after she learned of the incident. This statement only makes sense if Mrs.
Meyer learned of the allegations before Tyler left the home.

142. That Nancy kept Tvler and Tommy apart because she believed sexual contact
had occurred between Tyler and Tommy on February 24, 2009. FF 52

Mrs. Meyer testified that she did not have any knowledge that there was an
allegation of sexual contact between Tommy and Tyler until she received the
Statement of Deficiencies. Yet she told Department representatives that she
kept Tyler and Tommy apart after she learned of the incident. This statement
only makes sense if Mrs. Meyer learned of the allegations before Tyler left
the home.

143. That Nancy was not aware before Tyler left the home of Tyler mocking Tommy
by “helping” him dance. FF 52

[See previous entry.]

144. That Nancy learned of any sexualized or reportable behavior between Tyler
and Tommy. FF 54

when Mrs. Meyer learned of the sexualized behavior between Tyler and
Tommy, she did not report it to the Complaint Resolution Unit. . . . allegation
of'inappropriate sexual conduct including: immediately upon learning about
it
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145. That Nancy did not make an effort to assure that all of the clients in her home
were safe from any kind of sexual predatory behavior. FF 54

She did not make an effort to assure that all of the clients in her home were
safe from any kind of sexual predatory behavior.

146. That Nancy demonstrated a pattern of neglect to five vulnerable adults who
were residents at the home. FF 54

Between about February 23, 2009 and April 30, 2009 you demonstrated a
pattern of neglect to five vulnerable adults who were residents at the home.

147. That Nancy knew of sexual abuse and did not appropriately report it. FF 54

You failed over time to take any of several opportunities to notify the
authorities of an allegation of inappropriate sexual conduct including:
immediately upon learning about it

148. That hearing an investigator’s allegations is necessarily grounds to have a
reportable obligation. FF 54

... when told of your obligation by a mental health counselor, when told the
incident was reportable by a department resource case manager.

149. That Nancy had any need of putting protections in place concerning unwanted
sexual contact or to ask for help from department staff so as to not neglect the
vulnerable adults ™ health, wellbeing and safety. FF 54

For over two months you demonstrated a pattern of neglecting the vulnerable
adults’ health, wellbeing and safety by not putting protections in place
concerning unwanted sexual contact or asking for help from department staff.

150. That Tim neglected vulnerable adults. FF' 55
Mr. Meyer was also found to have neglected vulnerable adults.

151. That Tim learned that there had been a sexualized or reportable event in his
home on February 23, 2009. FF 55

Mr. Meyer learned that there had been a sexualized event in his home on
February 23, 2009

152. That Tim needed to implement interventions to protect the residents from
potential sexual behavior. FF 55

And no consistent implementation of interventions to protect the residents
from further potential sexual behavior was made.
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153. That Tim demonstrated a pattern of neglect to five vulnerable adults who were
residents at the home. FF 55

Between about February 23, 2009 and April 30, 2009 you demonstrated a
pattern of neglect to five vulnerable adults who were residents at the home.

154. That Tim knew of sexual abuse and did not appropriately report it. FF 55

You failed to take any of several opportunities to report an allegation of
inappropriate sexual contact to the Department’s complaint hotline and to
law enforcement per mandatory reporting law

155. That any inaction by Tim left the vulnerable adults at potential risk of abuse.
FF 55

This inaction left the vulnerable adults at potential risk of abuse.
156. That Kerri neglected and abused vulnerable adults. FF 56
Ms. Books was found to have neglected and abused vulnerable adults.

157. That Kerri learned that there had been a sexualized or reportable event in his
home on February 23, 2009. FF 56

Ms. Brook’s failure to report when she became aware of the allegation on
sexual abuse on February 23, 2009.

158. That Kerri was really nasty to everyone. FF' 56

The finding of verbal abuse was based on Tyler telling her that Ms. Brooks
Was really nasty to everyone, including him.

159. That Kerri chastised Michael about his laundry, and expressed anger at Tyler
when he tried to help Michael with his laundry. FF 56

That he saw Ms. Brooks chastise Michael about his laundry, and express
anger at Tyler when he tried to help Michael with his laundry.

160. That Kerri called Tyler a liar. FF 56
That Ms. Brooks called Tyler a liar.

161. That when Brian dropped something and it broke, Kerri became very angry at
him and told him to go downstairs and followed him downstairs and continued to
criticize him. FF 56

Brian told Ms. Morrison that when he dropped something and it broke, Ms.
Brooks became very angry at him and told him to go downstairs. And she
followed him downstairs and continued to criticize him.
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162. That Kerri called Brian a baby when he cried. FF 56
When he cried, she called him a baby.
163. That Kerri yelled at Brian and scares the wits out of him. FF 56

Brian told Ms. Morrison that Ms. Brooks yelled at him, and that she “scares
the wits out of me.”

164. That Brian's statements to Ms. Morrison about Kerri were spontaneous and
not the result of leading questions or mistaken assumptions by Ms. Morrison. FF 56

[Implicit in FF 56 in three prior entries.]

165. That Kerri demonstrated a serious disregard the health, well-being and safety
of five vulnerable adults who lived at the adult family home. FF 56

Between about February 23, 2009 and April 30, 2009 you demonstrated a
serious disregard for the health, well-being and safety of five vulnerable
adults who lived at the adult family home

166. That Kerri ever became aware of inappropriate sexual conduct in the home.
FF 56

she became aware of the allegation on sexual abuse on February 23, 2009.

167. That any inaction by Kerri left the vulnerable adults at potential risk of abuse.
FF 56

The inaction left the vulnerable adults at potential risk of abuse.

168. That sometime between July 1, 2008 and April 30, 2009, Kerri verbally and
mentally abused three vulnerable adults by ridiculing them and yelling at them. [FF 56]

Sometime between July 1, 2008 and April 30, 2009, you verbally and
mentally abused three vulnerable adults by ridiculing them and yelling at
them.

169. That Tyler had no motive to lie in light of his lying when he is accused of
something and when he had been falsely accused of rape by his own therapist. FF 58

If Tyler told her that someone touched him inappropriately, she would
believe him.

170. That Tommy had been or had told anybody that he had been touched sexually
inappropriately. FF 58

If Tommy told her that someone touched him inappropriately, she would
believe him.
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171. That Tommy had touched Tyler sexually without consent. FF 58

[f Tyler touched Tommy sexually without consent, that would meet Ms.
Tull’s definition of a sexual assault.

172. That there was any humping, lap dances, or rubbing of one’s genitals on
another by anyone toward any resident of Pathfinder AFH. FF 58

[f a resident in an adult family home told her that another resident was being
sexually inappropriate, she would report that. If someone told her that there
was humping going on she would report that. If a resident told her that a
resident was doing lap dances to another resident she would report that. If a
resident told her that a resident was rubbing his genitals on another resident,
she would report that.

173. That any sexually inappropriate acts occurred on February 23, 2009. FF 59

Appellants denied making any statements showing that they were aware that
something of a sexual nature had occurred on February 23, 2009

174. That hearsay by Ms. Silva who did not testify can be the a for any finding in the
hearing. FF 59

This conflicts with earlier statements made by the Appellants to others,
including Sunrise Services employees Heather Silva

175. That appellants made statements to Heather Silva, Devora Bills, Robbie
Hochreiter, Roberta Crawford, and Skagit County Detective Ben Hagglund that they
were aware of any sexually inappropriate conduct in the AFH. FF 59

they concluded that nothing significant appeared to have happened between
Tyler and Tommy, at least nothing more than the type of disagreements that
they often had. This conflicts with earlier statements made by the Appellants
to others, including Sunrise Services employees Heather Silva and Devora
Bills, Department investigators Robbie Hochreiter, and Roberta Crawford,
and Skagit County Detective Ben Hagglund.

176. That appellants’ stories ever changed. FF 59

After Mrs. Meyer received the Statement of Deficiencies, the Appellants’
stories began to change.

177. That Heather Silva, Devora Bills, Robbie Hochreiter, and Roberta Crawford
accurately heard and interpreted what the appellants said to them. FF 59

This conflicts with earlier statements made by the Appellants to others,
including Sunrise Services employees Heather Silva and Devora Bills,
Department investigators Robbie Hochreiter, and Roberta Crawford
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178. That Tommy doing a dance called *“the hump " and doing Elvis impersonations
was a new topic after the investigations began. FF 59

They also began to talk about Tommy doing a dance called “the hump” and
doing Elvis impersonations. Neither a dance called “the hump” nor Elvis
impersonations were given as explanations for Tommy’s conduct in the
earlier stages of the Department’s investigation.

179. That the appellants did not realize the need to explain their use of the term “the
hump” of Tommy’s Elvis impersonations due to the gross distortions and
misunderstandings of the investigators. FF 59

By July 9, 2009, when they were interviewed by Ms. Morrison, and in their
testimony at the hearing, the Appellants denied making any statements
showing that they were aware that something of a sexual nature had occurred
on February 23, 2009, and maintained that the statements attributed to them
by others were either never made or were gross distortions of what they had
said.

180. That the totality of the evidence supports a finding that the statements
attributed to the Appellants by Department witnesses were made and were
accurately documented. FF 60

Based upon the totality of the evidence, he determined that the evidence
supports a finding that the statements attributed to the Appellants by
Department witnesses were made and were accurately documented.

181. That the Review Judge made an independent review of the evidence. FF 60

The Review Judge agrees with this assessment, based on her independent
review of the evidence, and giving due consideration to the ALJs opportunity
to view the demeanor of the witnesses.

182. That earlier misunderstood or misquoted statements are more reliable than
later statements made when all the facts had been revealed to the Appellants. FF 61

The statements made by the Appellants were not hearsay. Some were made
closer in time to the incident, some were made during the time period when
the Department alleges the Appellants should have reported contact between
Tommy and Tyler, and these statements were more credible than their later,
conflicting, testimony.

183. That there was an instance of sexual contact between Tommy and Tyler on
February 23, 2009, or that Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks learned of it that day. FF 61

As told by the Appellants at the outset of the investigation, there was an
instance of sexual contact between Tommy and Tyler on February 23, 2009.
Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks learned of it that day.
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184. That Mrs. Meyer scheduled a counseling appointment for Tyler in response to
an incident of inappropriate sexual conduct. FF 61

Inresponse to the incident, Mrs. Meyer scheduled a counseling appointment
for Tyler

185. That Tim made all three responses listed in FF 26. FF 61
Mr. Meyer made the three responses outlined in Finding of Fact 26

186. That Kerri told Heather Silva of any incident of inappropriate sexual conduct
inthe AFH. FF 61

Ms. Brooks told Heather Silva Of the incident on March 27, 2009.

187. That the Appellants had determined on a course of denying that any incident
of inappropriate sexual conduct occurred. FF 61

the Appellants had determined on a course of denying that the incident
occurred.

188. That appellants had to deny statements they made to others verbally and in
writing. FF 61

This meant that they had to deny statements they made to others verbally and
in writing.
189. That appellants intentionally testified falsely or incorrectly. FF 61

By the time of the RCCP investigations in July, the Appellants had
determined on a course of denying that the incident occurred. This meant that
they had to deny the follow-up precautions they made. This meant that they
had to deny statements they made to others verbally and in writing. At
hearing, this meant that they “forgot’‘ a number of conversations, even while
“remembering”’contemporaneous conversations.

190. That the appellants’ initial statements were at odds with their later statements.
FF 6l

Their initial statements, both verbal and written are more credible than their
later denials.
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ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR 9

9. That “the” or “this” sexual “incident” or “contact”, as stated in FF 7, and also
in other places as “it”, “this act”, etc., occurred. FF 5,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18,
19, 21, 23, 25, 26, 27, 30, 34, 37, 44, 45, 47, 49, 50, 52, 54, 55, 56, 61.

Material Portions of Text (Findings of Fact) for AE 9

5. The incident which is at the center of this case took place on Monday,
February 23, 2009. . . .

7. ... The contact did not appear to involve any touching with the hands or any
contact under the clothing or skin-to-skin. The contact does not appear to have been
forced, although the Appellants testified that Tommy could not consent to any sexual
contact. . . . It is also not clear whether this type of incident was an isolated incident
or had happened between them in the past. Both Mrs. Meyer and Ms. Brooks made
statements to other witnesses, such as Ms. Bills and Ms. Hochreiter that it had
occurred before, although it was not clear what exactly had occurred before.

8. Neither Mr. Meyer nor Ms. Brooks reported this incident to the Department’s
hotline, to anyone who worked for the Department or with the residents, or to law
enforcement. . . .

9. Mrs. Meyer learned of the incident when she returned home on February 27,
2009, and talked to her husband and Ms. Brooks about how things had gone in her
absence. . . .

10. Mrs. Meyer did not report the incident to the Department’s hotline, or to
Adult Protective Services (APS), or law enforcement until April 30, 2009.

11. ... During the part of the interview dealing with possible criminal conduct,
Ms. Brooks told Ms. Silva: “Tyler manipulated another person into sexual unsavory
things -- he is ‘humping’ him. We don’t feel comfortable with other [or others] being
alone with Tyler.” During her testimony, Ms. Brooks denied making this statement,
but it is more likely than not that she did make this statement.

13. ... During the part of the interview dealing with possible criminal conduct,
Ms. Brooks told Ms. Silva: “Tyler manipulated another person into sexual unsavory
things -- he is ‘humping’ him. We don’t feel comfortable with other [or others] being
alone with Tyler.” During her testimony, Ms. Brooks denied making this statement,
but it is more likely than not that she did make this statement. . . . Ms. Bills thought
Mrs. Meyer had said that she walked in on Tommy and Tyler while the contact was
taking place. . . . She notes Mrs. Meyer’s words: “[Tyler] inappropriately touched
members of the household.” Ms. Bills told Mrs. Meyer that it was her duty as a
mandated reporter to report this to the authorities. Mrs. Meyer said that since the
February incident they had not allowed Tommy to be alone with Tyler. She also said:
He hasn’t done it with the guys who are bigger or more functioning than him.” . . .

APPENDIX A - Page 25 of 28



14.  Shortly after the session, Ms. Bills reported the incident to Adult Protective
Services, which forwarded the report to Residential Care Services. . . . She also told
Mrs. Meyer she would be reporting the incident and that Tyler would, as a result, be
removed from her home pending an investigation.

17. Mrs. Meyer mentioned an incident to him, and said that the incident occurred
between Tyler and her son Tommy. The incident described was that Tyler had
humped Tommy with their clothes on. . . .

. . . the incident was described by the adult family home” provider
and mental health therapist by a telephone interview during separate
calls on April 14,2009. The incident was reported after the
perpetrators first visit with a mental health therapist on 4-14. Provider
was originally informed of the incident by their AFH resident and the
victim at the end of February. Description of the incident. . . . Client
one, Tyler, allegedly touched the genital area of client two in the
home in attempted mock intercourse with him in some fashion.”
“Both perpetrator and victim are clothed at the time of the incident
and no bodily penetration occurred. The victim did not consent to this
act.

18. ... Mrs. Meyer told Mr. Fullerton that the incident between Tyler and
Tommy happened in February. He was surprised to learn that it did not happen a day
or two prior to when Mrs. Meyer told him about it. She also told him that after the
incident they would not leave Tommy alone with Tyler. . . .

19. ... On April 21, 2009, Detectives Hagglund and Meyer [no relation]
interviewed Nancy and Tim Meyer at Pathfinder House about the incident which had
been reported to APS and RCS. . . . She denied that there had been any similar
incidents in the past. The detectives tried to interview Brian but he said he didn’t
remember the incident. . . . Ms. Bills was asked by Detective Hagglund why she had
failed to report the incident.

21. .. . The second complaint came in April 2009 from Tyler’s father Joel
concerning how his son was being treated after the incident between Tyler and
Tommy.

23.  On April 23, 2009, Ms. Hochreiter began her investigation of the incident
with a home visit to Pathfinder House. . . . Mrs. Meyer: . . . stated in interview on
4/29/09 she found out about the incident when she returned to the AFH on 2/27/09.
She stated her husband (Staff B) had taken care of the situation. . . .

25. .. . As to the reported incident, Ms. Brooks said that Tyler admitted to her
that he rubbed his genitals against Tommy in mock intercourse. . . . Ms. Brooks told
Tyler that it was inappropriate, and then she told Mr. Meyer what had happened. Ms.
Crawford asked, Ms. Brooks why she did not report the incident to the CRU 1-800
number. Ms. Brooks responded that both men were fully clothed, so she did not think
it constituted sexual assault. . . .
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26.  Ms. Hochreiter interviewed Mr. Meyer at the adult family home. He told her
that when he found out about the incident between Tyler and Tommy he got pissed.
... he thought that he had dealt with the incident by telling Tyler that such behavior
would not be tolerated in their home. . . .

27. ... Neither Mr. Meyer nor Ms. Brooks reported the incident. . . . Mrs. Meyer
told Ms. Hochreiter she learned of the incident when she returned from Disneyland
and immediately contacted Sunrise Services for an appointment for Tyler. . . .

30.  Ms. Hochreiter was concerned that the Appellants did not seem to understand
that they needed to report the sexual incident to the Department. . . .

34. ... At the time of the incident that is the focus of this proceeding, Tyler had
been in the home for about a year.

37. ... Tyler also complained about his treatment by staff after the incident and
after receiving the eviction notice. . . .

44. ... Mrs. Meyer sent a letter to the IDR program manager requesting IDR in
which she admitted that the incident that occurred in their home on February 23,
2009, “most likely” involved resident Tyler rubbing himself, “including his private
parts,” on her son Tommy. She wrote that the incident was reported to Ms. Brooks
by resident Brian. She went on to say that they did not report the incident because
they felt that while what had occurred was inappropriate it did not constitute sexual
abuse or assault. She stated: “After we became aware of this issue, we made an
appointment with Sunrise Community Mental Health . . . Mr. Meyer testified at the
hearing that they took no special steps ‘after February 23, 3009, as a result of the
incident. . . .

45. ... The incident was brought up during his appointment with Devora Bills,
Mental Health Therapist.” . . .

47. ... law enforcement should have been contacted by the home about the
incident on February 23, 2009. . . .

49. ... Brian told her he didn’t remember the incident . . .

50.  Tyler told Ms. Morrison that Tommy had been the instigator of the incident
in February . . .

52. ... Yet she told Department representatives that she kept Tyler and Tommy
apart after she learned of the incident. . . .

54, . .. Ms. Morrison recommended the finding because when Mrs. Meyer
learned of the sexualized behavior between Tyler and Tommy, she did not report it
to the Complaint Resolution Unit. She did not report it to the case manager. . . .

. immediately upon learning about it, when told of your obligation
by a mental health counselor, when told the incident was reportable
by a department resource case manager. . . .
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55. ... You failed to take any of several opportunities to report an
allegation of inappropriate sexual contact to the Department’s
complaint hotline and to law enforcement per mandatory reporting
law . ..

56.  ...Ms. Brook’s failure to report when she became aware of the allegation on
sexual abuse on February 23, 2009. . ..

. .. failing to notify the authorities of allegations of inappropriate
sexual contact. . . .

61. ... Some were made closer in time to the incident, some were made during
the time period when the Department alleges the Appellants should have reported
contact between Tommy and Tyler, and these statements were more credible than
their later, conflicting, testimony. As told by the Appellants at the outset of the
investigation, there was an instance of sexual contact between Tommy and Tyler on
February 23, 2009. Mr. Meyer and Ms. Brooks learned of it that day. They told Mrs.
Meyer of the incident when she returned from a trip on February 27, 2009. In
response to the incident, Mrs. Meyer scheduled a counseling appointment for Tyler,
and Mr. Meyer made the three responses outlined in Finding of Fact 26, Ms. Brooks
told Heather Silva Of the incident on March 27, 2009. By the time of the RCCP
investigations in July, the Appellants had determined on a course of denying that the
incident occurred. . . .
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FURTHER RECORD CITATIONS
Page 11, item 4:

“Q: Did Nancy use the word “groped”? A: Nancy gave me the number of
the mental health worker -- the therapist. Gave me her name in order to
follow-up with more information. She had told me that after that she could
provide me with more information. Um, as to your question, I think with
respect to the word “groping”, I think I may have heard that from when
that -- when that word first was uttered to me, [ know specifically I heard
it from, um -- from the mental health therapist. But I don’t recall
specifically if [ heard that from Nancy. Q: Okay. And what about the word
“humped”? Did you hear that from Nancy? A: Yes, and also from Tim
Meyer on the following day when speaking with him. 3RP 141:8-21.

“Q: Okay. Your testimony also was, um, with regard to your conversation
with Nancy that Tyler had rubbed his genitals against him. Were those
Nancy’s words? The “rubbed his genitals”? A: [ would have to look back
on my notes. . .. Q: So again, my question was your testimony was you
spoke to Nancy on the 14th A: Uh huh. Q: of April 2009. And she
indicated that Tyler had rubbed his genitals against him, meaning Tommy.
And my question is did Nancy use the word “rubbed his genitals” or was
that your, um, own terminology? A: According to my entries here, the first
entry regarding the phone call from Nancy Meyer, it says that, ‘Received a
phone call from AFH provider Nancy Meyer informing of an incident that
allegedly took place between Tyler and another DD client living at the
home. It appears that Tyler had some form of inappropriate sexual contact
with the other client . . .” 7 3RP 142:12-16, 144:16-145:4.

Page 15, item 5:

“Q: Didn’t you say that [Client 1] ‘allegedly touched the genital area’ that
those words were not from my client, Nancy Meyer? Did you say that
earlier? A: That is not a quotation of her. . . . Q: Okay. A: This
information I gathered from Nancy and from the mental health worker. It’s
a compilation of that information. Q: And so the term ‘genital area’ could
be -- could have been from the mental health worker, Devora Bills rather
than Nancy, correct? A: Again, this -- this incident report represents my
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summary of what took place, based on the information that I received
from Nancy and from Devora Bills. Q: Okay. A: It’s not intended to quote
anyone. 3RP 178:2-179:3

Fullerton’s handwritten notes of his April 15 conversation with
Nancy and Tim contain the words: “main room downstairs . . . not
prolonged . . . ‘rubbed on back’ . .. ‘helping him’ ... ‘dry humping’ . ..
no hands involved.” 3RP 167:4-168:23, 171:7.

Page 19, item 7:

“Q: So you did not -- you did not recall what apparently Tyler had
revealed, correct? A: Correct.. . . Q: Nancy also stated that Tyler revealed
what occurred to her. And so what occurred could be something that did
not include sexual abuse, isn’t that correct? A: Yes. Q: So this statement
that Nancy also stated that Tyler revealed what occurred to her did not --
does not -- you cannot say that that means that she said that Tyler revealed
that sexual abuse occurred, correct? A: Correct.” 3RP 99:3-5, 17-100:1.

Page 20, item 8:

A: As I continued my investigation that day, Nancy left the home. . . . And
[Tim] kept asking me. I said [ am finding some problems in that, uh, you
all have told me about an incident between Tyler and Tommy that was
sexual in nature. And those need to be reported to the

Department. And [ said that Nancy said to me that he had said he’d been
doing it since two weeks after moving in. And Tim got upset about that
and said, “She wouldn’t say something like that. I know she wouldn’t say
that.” And then he left. . . . [AJround five minutes later, he returned with a
portable phone in his hand and he said, “Nancy wants to talk to you about
that statement that he’s been doing this since two weeks after he moved in
here.” So I talked to Nancy on the phone and she said, “I didn’t say that. |
would never have said that.” Um, so she retracted what she said. 1RP
78:25-80:4.

APPENDIX B - Page 2 of 2



b 10 | 8bed - SJUBAZ UONEIILNWILLIOD/SMBIAIBYU] JO ABOJoUOIYD)

O XIAN3ddV

'S80IAISS B [BRUSPISSY WOl Jule|dWwod PaAIBddl SOS €95 | €l punibbet SOS Sod [ot Jdv]
'800Z '9 Ae|N UO JB|A | 1O} UOEN|BAS [BNXaSOYIASd PaINpayos v0L | 2¢ d10S s|ilg - asuung | Wwe Ge:0l [o1 1dv]
uonesisiupy
", 8des Jo uonebayly, Wodas 0) xoq Buioayo pue Huidwny yiresH jejusiy
Aip, ptes Buiaey se Aouep Bunonb Lioday Juspioul [BonUD pajly siiig 625 | 9 GG-6vi:¢ punos YuUoN slilg - 8slkung | we 068 [91 1dv]
[625 ‘9 X3 ssedwod 1ng '600Z/CL/E S PaJELS AdaLI0oU) S| sieq] .

"JUBPIdUL UO }NSU0D O} |IBWADIOA }3| ‘UOUS|INS 0) [[ed pauin}ay 6¢. | G¢ uopsiny sig - ssuung | we gy 9] Jdy

"Hodsu Juapiou| 820 (BAUSD PaJY UOLB)INY 6v—Sv.L | LE 6/-8LL'€ aad uopa|Ing [51 Jdy)

“JUBPIDUI JENX3S JO LOJUSW O "UOHEPUSIWOIa
Siiig uo 91edeA 0) 9opou Aep-gg e JajAL Buinb uopa|ing o) Ja)jan 11-925 | v uoajiny AouepN G| Jdy
‘wuewbpnl [eojul ,s|Ig Jopun pue jsanbal -
s ,uous|ind 1e 19}A | 1o} Juswiuiodde axyew o) 410S J0j abessaw yo1 v0lL | 22 62LZ 4108 s|ig - asuung | wd GO [pL 1av]
65l ‘syle
‘sejnuiw OZ—GL ‘Uou8|Ny Wodj |le) Ges | € vl-¢lLZ siig - ssuungs uops|Ing | wd Sy [y 1dv]
abessaw $9G6 | €L
snowAuoue Ya| ‘'SB0IAISS BADSI0Id HNPY O} |[BD PaLINay GZs | € 06-6vL:2 Sdv siiig - ssuung | wd Gy [r1 Jdv]
‘s|ielop 10y Jaquunu s||ig aaeb ‘H4y Joj ajeudoidde jou sem ay 961—-GG1l

JAuswbpn| o, siig o) anp sonou Aep-gg JlAL Bunib a1 pajled ‘Shvylg uops|ing AoueN | wd0o¥ [yi ady]

‘1D S82IAI9S 9A198]0I4 JINpY Bujuinias psuonuaw sj|ig Ges | € Sjjig - eslung Sdv [yt idv]

"SOIIAIBG BAI103101d NPy 01 Lladal apepy G2G6 | ¢ 06-S¥L:Z Sdv sjlig - asuung | wd £¢:¢ [yl 4dv]

©r o paaosdwi yonw AIaA se Joiaeyaq s JojA L pagquosap Aouep, Gzs | € FA R A4 AouepN sijig - osuung | wd QG2 [b1 1dv]
49k yum Buneaws 1siiy wol sajou S|y v0L | 22 6cL:2 19141 s||ig - esuung | wd Q0:2 P Jdy
‘Aouep Joy ebessaw 1o €0L | 12 Aouen s||ig - 8suung | we gy'g Ly
"S)EJU| JO UOISSNOSIP S[ilF S1 UORE}ID PIOJSY "8)BIUI PIP BA(IS ¢0.-489 | 0C [8e-¢ec1E] 18144 pue ruey EBAJIS - @shung PR
, o PI0%%Y 4 0 saBedion | o : . 6002

. ; -ajejjaddy ral Lt B o Co -

v b e T LOVINOD NOs¥3d suwi] ul

: . " uonens - ‘ sjeq

N . . .

‘awy sjewixosdde sajousp uLINjOD dWll 8y} Ul Soe)] "Pa1oBIU0D Uosiad Sayusp! UWNI0D SWeU e uj Sojlelf

JNIL-31v0 AG LHOS

SjuaAg/uoijedlunwiwoD)/smalAldlul jo ABojouoay)




b JO 2 8B4 - SJUBAT UOIRIIUNWILIOD/SMBIAIBYUYL 4O ABOjOU0IYD

O XIAN3ddV
Svs | 8 XAt Higy 1eaayooH | wd ogigt [ez 1dv]
‘H4v 01106 151y 8ys uaym sajnuiw g 1oy Aouep o) ayodg 1Z2-9211 AouenN 19)8IyooH | wdGz:Zl [£Z 4dv]
€V-Z¥S | 8 TAN 1e0p ‘usbbery JolalyooH | We ozikl | [gzidv]
996 | ¢l L0-00L:¢ uopsjin4 pun|BbeH SOS | we £g:0L fez 1dv}
} YAR! uopiajin4 19)I2JyooH | we g0l lgz 1dv)
996 | €1 eTAN] 49J19.1}20H punibbeH SOS | wegoiol | lczovl
TN 18}18.1420H uopg|Ing | we /G6 [ez sdv]
“1S)1BIYD0H WO} |lew S2j0A POAISOAL pun|bbey 996 | €1 LL—901 ‘c0L-€ JeyalyooH punibber SOS | we 0g:6 lez 4dv}
] \\mmv ‘Gzl ‘ezl siig - ssuung Ja)@JyooH | we L6 lez sdv]
‘uoua|INg Uim e} buol e sey Ja)iasyooH gzl ‘ezl uousjin4 J9)BIYO0H | we 0g-8 £z Jdy
B Gos | €1 L0-00L'¢ uops|ind punibber 508 | wd GeiZL | hizadv)
"UOLI3|INS WOY |lew 32(0A PaAIBYAS pun|bbe 696 | €1 ooLg uous(Ing punibber SOS | weggiLl [1Z 1dv]
‘Ageuq Awwo) 0} &xodg 99-696 | €1 Awwo pun(bbeH $0S 112 1dv}
‘BuiyAue Joaquiswial J0u PINod UBLg Gas | €1 ueug pun|bbeH $0S (12 dvl
- WL ypm matasalul ssaksiy 19 Q Inoge paynsal pun|bbey G9s | ¢l 16—98 ‘v—Ev'E wry 1ahoy SOS | wegQpe liz «dv}
"H4v Buipsebal
suonsanb jesauab Asol ‘NYD 01 Wodas Buipiebas maiaisiu) $9G | €1 86—¥6 ‘€--Zv'¢ AoueN pun|bbeH SHS | we g6 {1z 1dv]
91
Jdy ‘wd gG:| 1B ||ED J8YJOUE puE 3JEWS) SNowAuoue woly juie(dwod
v1 1dy ‘wd oy Buiheias sem ay Bupels abessaw Ysa| sineq Alen $96 | €1 FAS punibbery SOS AueT ‘sine SdY | We 00:6 [1Z 4dv]
‘sine Aue oy sbessaw Yya) $9G | €L Aueq ‘sineq Sdv punibbeH §0S 12 1dy
'$S0q S,uUoMd|IN4 Joj sbessaw Yo €96 | €1 poy ‘ueoungg pun|6beH SOS {21 1dv]
920 syuays Alunog 1beys 295 | €1 Sos S40a/sHSA | wdgze L1 dv]
‘pun|B6ey Joj aUO B 3| 8Y ples oym ‘uols|ind Joy abessaw o €96 | €1 £8—28LE ‘L¥iE uosejin punibbeH sOS | wd /g L1 idy
‘alewsay wody Jurejdwod snowAuoue puodag 95 | €1 Auet ‘sineqg sdv s)ig - esuung | wd gg:| l91 sdv)
, I s ) %M_.Wwwc "x3 I} sebedgilon | - . 600¢
vt 0. -SjuswwoY/sajoN. e oo e e 0 vre b  IOVANOD | o NOsS¥ad | Sulll ul
T R | , uogeyy - e N : ajeQ




¥ j0 € abey - sjusnzuORRIUNWILIOD/SMBIAIB)U] Jo ABojouoy)

O XIAN3ddV

"uoMB|In4 10§ lBWSDI0A Yo punjbbeH 89S | €1 00L:€ uops|in- pun|6beH $OS G0 Aen
‘BuiyiAue usquiswsal jou pip pue anbea sem
9y ey pue sl L pamaiasaiul ays jey) pun|bBen p|o} JelsIyooH 896 | €1 £1-90L:¢ 19]19.14o0H punibbeH s0s | wd 0g:Z [10 Aen]
‘Awwo] Burdwny-Aip JejA | 1ybBnes pey Aouep ples s|ig
‘JuBWIATIoJUS Me| 0) Lodal axew o] asueyd s||ig paJayo pun|bbepy /96 | €1 6¥L ‘¥8-vLE syug - asuung pun|6beyq g0g | wd €| [10 Aew)
195 | € v2i€ | using uea - esuung punibbeq sos | wdel:l (10 Aenl
‘sjuswialinbal pMOY Inoge sjilg yim axods pun|bbeny 296 | ¢l vLe sjiig - esuung pun(BbeH SOS [10 Aen]
£95 | €1 €€ siiig - esiuns punibbeH SOS | We L0:ZL | [LoAen]
‘uaing uep Joy abessaw ya /96 | €1 v2:€ | uvaing uep - ssuuns puni6bey oS (10 Aew]
‘s|llg WoJ el 32107 196 | ¢} £Le punibber SOS siilg - 8suung | we oyl [10 Aen]
'91B0 apIA0Id JOU PINOM LB PUB Wi ey} pJojmeld) 8joim Aduepn 8z6 | & . pioymesd KoueN [10 Aen]
o ‘palanldp JaplQ Juswaoe|d doig wy ) pue Aouepn 1818420 L0 Aey
's|lig Joy obessaw a7 196 | €L siig - esuung puni6beHq 50s | wdplip log +dv]
Sh—L¥S | 8 ueug J8)181yo0H fog 1dv)
SLyS | 8 M laye1yooH 0g 4dy
o plopmel)
19y)a60) Aouep pue wi] o) axodg S-S | 8 ZE-0€€ wiy pue Asuen 19}191400H [62 4dv]
"M3IABI pi02al pasolo Buunp Aouep o0} 9xyodg 0£—62.¢ Aouepn piojmes [62 4dv]
6¢-SC'€ 1a) pioymes) {67 4av]
Sh—L¥S | 8 uelg Jaj21yo0oH (62 sdv]
LS | 8 EY] 19)191Y20H 6z Jdy
['siig o3 ajods swnsaid] 6zZL:L SO0JAIBS BSLIUNG 19}19Jyo0H {8z 4dv)
995 | €} 1911044901 punifbey sos | wd gz 87 Jdv
3131} SEM ays sawl} S—vel
o941y} ||e Joyisboy AoueN pue wi o} payIe} BUS pIes Ja}aIyo0H LpS | 8 ‘LgL ‘g-LgLiL wry is)84yooH lez 1dv]
"818U) SEM SYS S ‘
934} ||e Jay1abo) AouepN pue wi] 0} pay|e) aYs pies JaiaydoH LEL ‘2211 AoueN Jayalyooy | wdGhizl [ez 1dv}
S T T oo, | xa | seBedion | S 6002
LTt SIISWLIODISBION . T - e 10vINOD | - Noswad: - SulL | Ul
L e S : uoneyo L - 9jeQ




b §O b 9bed - SJUBAT LOHROIUNLULLIOD /SMBINIRIUY JO ABojoUOIYD

ey | GC 09-6S:2 uopejin UOSIUOW geinr
€c
€eL | 6C
‘€TL'TLL | ST punibbeH SOS UOSHIOW lzz inr]
6¢
€2l L | S2 0c¢ sing - ssuung UOSLLION ccine
€€ v6—6.1:C gy UOSLION {60 1nr]
9eL 'vel | 62 G1-202C Aouen UOSLION {60 1nr]
vL-€LL | GC L0C-v¥6L:C wiy UOSIIOW [s0 Inr}
£
pe—€€L | 62
‘eCL L | ST G9-19:¢ 49141 UoSION {60 inrl
geL | €€ 55—0S ‘Sv'g Aue UOSIUOWN [60 Inf]
GgelL | €€ Aoty UOSIIO 60 inr
"UOSLLIOIA UM Yeads 0} pauljoap Xy gelL | €€ eve I UOSILION [80 In]
MBIAIBJUL BUOYY yel | €€ Apuwey usbber UOSILIOW {80 inrl
€e
pel | 62
"MBIAIBIUI Op O} BWOY S 31SIS S,uelg 0} JUSAA ‘ezl ‘TVL | sz 6l-111C uveug UOSILIOW 80 Inr
"aWOY 8UO ON VISIA PEOUNOUURUN oLl | sz asnoH Jepuliyied UOSILION 6L unp
‘Bunesw ¥ 10 S9ION vl &al AoueN co unp
"Xe} AQ OS PaAIgdss aH "1B)IJYooH Yim axods pun|Bben 695 | €I LL-90L ‘€0LE 18184490} punibber SO | we gpig Gl Aey
[dweo asioy 1e 1S "8laelieARUN LLIBY] WA O} 1onaT L8G | 2V 78—£8:6 oAl KoueN {zt Aep)
‘Apuauewlad paso|d Jou Japuyyied pun|b6eH pjo} uous)|ng 896 | €1 uopafin pun|bbe SOS | wWe gLl FAR
‘UouS|IN4 woly jrew 82I0A 896 | €l oolLe uojsjing pun|6bey SOS | wd 0z 80 Aely
[[dweo asioy Je Auiay] 'suonebajie jo abpaimouy 1Sl SBM $8-€8:6 191131420
Ajsa} ASueN pue Wy ‘pJojmel) pue Ja)iaiyooH AQ palaallep oS 81:¢ wi| pue AoueN ploymel) 10 Aewy
"puniBBeH yum jlew 81oA Yo} uole)ng 896 | €1 ooL'g punibber SOS uopus||nd 90 Aeny
- pevy , -
, L . openeddy | ¥3| sebedion | . 6002
. SIUGWIWOD/SAON - : ce L Lot o 1 LDVINGD o NOs¥d. | ewnl | ul
. ST T ' uoneyn e S ajeq




g jo | abed - SJUsAZ/UOHEDIUNWILLIOT)/SMBIAIBIU] jJO ABOjoUOIYD)

20O sHHBYS Aluno) Nbexs 29¢ | €L o)y S40Q/SHSA | wdsze L1 gy
"Moda. Juapiou| 82O [BAUSD PBIY UOLS|IN 6v—SvL | LE 6.-8LL€ uop|ing aaa Gl Jdy
[[dwes asioy 1e LUBY] ‘suonebajie jo abpajmouy 1siy sem y8-£8'6
Aj3ss) AoueN pue wi] "pioymelD pue JalsyooH AQ passalep dos g8L€ wiy pue Aouepn pIOMBID) 10 Aepy
'8J8D 9pIA0Id 10U PINOM 1LY PUB WI] JBU) PJOMEID Bj0im AoueN 875 | § AoueN plomeid L0 Aey
J18}124Yyo0H
“teuiaboy AoueN pue wiy o) ayodg SPG-1vS | 8 Z28-0Cv wi pue AsueN piomel)) [62 1dvl
‘M3IABJ Plo2al pasopd Buunp Aouep o} axodg 0£-6Z:€ AoueN pIoOJMBID) [62 10v]
62-6Z¢ sy plomes) 62 1dvy
£e
veL | 62
"M3IAJB}U] OP O} BWOY S JBISIS S,UBLG O} JUSAA ‘ezl ‘tll | sz 62-1212 UOSLION ueug 80 Inf
Sh—LbS | 8 18331Y20H uelg 0¢ Jdy
Sh-LvS | 8 i8)184yooH uelng 62 Jdy
‘BuiyAue Jaquiswal Jou pinod ueug GoG | €1 puni6beH $0S ueug [1Z idv] o
‘sineq Auie Joj sbessaw a7 $9G | €L punibbeH s0S Aue7 ‘sined Sdy {1z Jdv]
91
ady ‘wd gG:| 1e |jED JBYIOUE pue sjews) snowAuoue woly juie|dusod
y1 dy ‘wd oy Buihejas sem ay Bugels abessaw Ys| sineg Aue $9S5 | €L FAS punibber SOS Auet ‘sine@ Sdv | We 006 1z Jdy
‘9(ews) Wwolj jule|dwod snowAuoue puoodsg $9G | €L sjjig - asuung Aueq 'sined Sdy | wd gL gl Jdy
‘abessaw $9G | €L
snowAuoue Yo ‘SaVIAIBS BARDDI0I HNPY O} |20 pauIniay 628 | ¢ 06-SvlLC s||ig - asuung Sdv | wdgriy [b1 Jdv]
"SIOIAIBG BA08}0Id HNPY 0} Jodas apeiy GZS | € 0s-sviLc s|lig - esuung Sdv | wdegge [yL Jdv]
‘|9 S8DIAIBS BANDB10Id }NPY Buluinial pauonusw s)|ig G626 | € siig - esuung Sdv 145 L‘a
- pJO29 o s
4 S uwm__mnw< 1 xg.| ' sabBed:|oA , NOSYd3d 6002 -
SjUBWIWOY/SIION L . _1OVINOD Ag swil ul
“ uoneyd ‘ Ly0s | aeq:

"auwy) djeLIxosdde S9joUBP ULUNIOD B} By} Ul Solfe)] "PaIIeIL0D U0SIad Sayusp! ULINIOD SLBU & Uj Soe)y

JNIL-3LYA AG LHOS NOSH3d

SJUSAJ/uUOHEDIUNWWOD)/SM3IAIBU] jJo ABojouoly)




8 JO 7 abed - SJUBAZ/UOHBOIUNLULIOD/SMBIAIBIU] JO ABOjOUOIYD)

ad XIAN3ddVv
“I8118JUYI0H WOy [lew 82104 paAjedal puniBben 996 | €1 LL-901 ‘€0LE punibbert $OS JoJIalydoH | we 0gs ez Jdv]
€€l ‘szl ‘ezLit sjjig - esuung Ja)iBIyooH | weQL:g ez dv]
"uouB|INg Yim (e} Buo| e sey Js}BIyooH STAR A uoLs|ind JayaIyooH | we g8 €z 4dy
MBIAIZIU| BUOUd veL | €€ UOSILOW Apwies uebber 80 Inf
€y—2vs | 8 9zLiL Ja)121yo0H \mo» ‘vebbery | weQz:L| £z Jdy
zLL | sz 09-652 UoSILON uopsjind 8z Inp
‘Apusuewniad pasolo Jou Jepuyyied pun(bbey pjoy uous|ing 89S | €1 punibben SOS uopging | wegL:0L z\ Kew
"UOMB[INS WO [lBW BDI0A 896 | €L 004:€ punibben §OS uopgiing | wd oz:e 80 Aely
‘punjBbey yum [lew 8910A Yo uoua|In4 896 | €l 0ol€ punibber $OS uoua|ing 90 Aepy
"UOLIB||N- 10} IEWIBDIOA YB| pun|Bbet 896 | €1 o0L:€ punibbeH $OS uopejind G0 Aep
996 | €1 1L0-00}:€ punibbeH s0S uopglnd | WeEGI0L | [ezdv]
o STAMY 18)181400H uopsing | wegpiolL | [ezidvl
TAME 48J131YI0H uolsling | we /GG g2 2dv]
"uous|ing yim e} Buo| e sey se}L1yo0H STARR AR JapaiyooH uosjind | we Ogg £z 1dy
G9s | €l 10-00L:€ punibben $OS uopeng | wdgezl | [1zudv]
"UOUB|INS WO} [leW 8910A PaAIedal pun|BBe 595 | €1 00L'€ punibbeH S0S uous|Ing | wepgiLl Lg idy
‘pun|B6BeH Joj suo e 1ya| 8y ples oym ‘UoUS| N4 Joj abessaw a7 €96 | €1 £8-28L€ ‘LvE puni6beH sOS uousyny | wd /L€ /1 Jdy
[626 ‘9 x3 asedwoo Ing '600Z/¢ L/ S paiels Aposiiooul s) sjed]
"JUSPISUL UO JNSUOD O} JIBLUSIIOA 13| ‘UOHS|INS O] [|BD pauIn}ay 6. | S€ S(|ig - 8suuUng uopling | we g8 gl Jdy
‘gjeoen 0) sonjou Aep-Q¢ e J9jh ] Bulnlb uous|ing o) 18ne 11926 | ¥ AoueN uousjing (51 sdv]
"Hodsu Juapiou| 8oyO [BAURD PBJY UOLB|IN 6v-Sv. | L€ 6.-8LL€ aaa uops|ing Gl Jdy
65l ‘Stiig
'Sa)NUIW 0Z-G1 ‘UOLB|IN] Woy (8D Gzs | € v1-2L1'2 siig - estuns uous|Ing | wd gy vl 1dv]
‘sjielep Joj Jequinu s||ig aAeb !4y Joj sjeudosrdde jou sem ay 961-6G1|
Juswbpnl [eown, siiig 0} 8np aonou Aep-pg J8|AL Buialb ai pajleD ‘Sy—tvyLe AoueN uousyny | wd 0oy 1 1dy
"$S0( S,Uol8| N Jo} sabessaw a7 €96 | €L punibbey SOS poy ‘ueoung /1 Jdy
S ) piovew g | sebeaion (| . | NOS¥3 | 600z
i SjusIWIO)/S3JON ) X e : LOVLINOD | Ag awi) oW
, ‘uonend : ‘ 1y¥0s aied




g JO £ 8bed - SJUBAT/UONEIIUNWILLIOD/SMBINIdIU] JO ABOojouoiy)

d XidN3IddV
"9%EJU| JO UOISSNOSIP S]|iF S} UOHEND PI0JSY "SXEUI PIP BAIS 20/-189 | 02 [8e-eg1:2l BA|IS - 9sUUNG +18]A | pue 118y VAL
‘Bunosw yQ| 10} SBION vl AoueN yal Zo une
['dwed asioy 1e |jus Wey] Yaj 0} JenaT 165 | 21 ¥8-£86 AoueN Hai Z\ Repy
X&)y Aq JOS Paneosl sH Jal1aJydoH yium axods pun|GbeH 695 | ¢l L1—901 ‘'€0LiE punibbeH s08 19)j8JYO0H | WE CY6 Gl Aey
['dwed ssioy 1€ 1Y) "suoieba|le jo abpaimouy 1Sl sem - ¥8—-€£8'6
AJnisa) AouepN pue wi] ‘pIojMBID pUe Ja)IBIYD0H AQ palaAllep dOS 00L€ wi| pue AsueN 189)194400H 10 A
‘BuiyAue Jaquiswal Jou pip pue anbea sem
8y jey) pue ‘19jA | pamaiasalul aYs Jey) puniBBe pio} JaNoiyooH 896 | €I £L-90L:¢ punibbeH s3s 48}181j20H wd 0G:Z 110 AeW)
‘PaJSAlBD 18P0 JuBWade|d Qouw . wiy pue \GQNZ 19)1IB4YQ0H 10 >m_>_
Sh-1vS | 8 veug 18YIBIYO0H (o 1dv]
Sy—-L¥S | 8 MW . _“E_mEuoI 0¢ 1dy
piojmelD
“Jayab0) AoueN pue wi] 0) a30dg Sh-LyS | 8 ze-0¢e€ wyy pue AoueN layaiyooH {6z Jdv)
Sr-LvS | 8 ueug JoyaayooH 62 4dv]
s | 8 49141 J9)12JUyo0H 6Z Jdy
996 | €L pun|6beH $08 48}184420H wd GZ:| | (gzdv]
[SYAMN $89108S BSLUNS 18}18J4o0H gz Jdy
"9J8Y) SEMm aUS sawi) S—vEl
931y} e Jayyabo) AoueN pue wij O} PaY(E} BUS PIES JSNBIYOOH 1pS | 8 ‘LEL 'g-L2LiL wif JajaiyooH lez 1dv]
3131} Sem BYs sawl)
931y} ||e joyiabo) AoueN pue wi| 0} paY|e} BYs ples J8}IBIydoH LEL ‘22100 Aouen JoyaayooH | wdGyizl | [gzdv]
SvS | 8 121 Ly JayasyooH | wdogiZL | [gzdv]
"HAV 01 106 181 ays usym sanuiw G 10} AoueN o) axods 129211 AouenN JepesyooH | wdgeizl [£Z 1dy]
€r—2hs | 8 aziil jeor ‘uabbe Ja)RIYooH | weQziLl | (czudv]
996 | €l GzZiiL pun|5beH SOS 18}81420H | We g0l | [ezuov]
9z1LiL uoyselind JO)BIYO0H | Wegyi0l | [ggudy]
STAN uop9|Ing J8JJOIYO0H | we /G gz Jdv]
. R S| oot | x3 | seBediion R NOs¥3d 6002
SjUBWIWIOD/SAION : " LOVINOD Ag swny ul
o uoneyd 1308 ajed




8 40 p 8bed - SJUBAF/UOHRIIUNWILIOD/SMBIAIBIU] jJO ABOjOUCIYD)

clL | SC 09-66-C uopsjin UOSILION 8¢ Inr
£e
€eL | 62
‘€TL TV | ST punbber SOS UOSILOWN [zz Inr}
62
€2L 'l | S¢ 022 Sjjig - esuung UOSLUOW cclinr
- €e P6-6.L1:C ey UOSIION [60 Inr]
9¢L 'vZl | 62 GL—-202:2 AoueN UOSILION 160 7]
pl—€Ll | ST L0612 . wi] UOSLION [60 Inr]
€€ ;
ve-€€L | 62
‘€TL ML | ST §9-19:¢ 18144 “UOSILION [60 inr]
geL | ¢ G6-0S ‘StiT Aueq UOSLLIOW (60 Inr]
gelL | g¢ Aosy UOSHUIOW 60 Inr
.cow_bo_\,_ Ym yesds o) paulosp eI GgL | €€ 1% 24 MW UOSLLION (80 Inr)
o MBIAJS)UI Buoyd yes | €€ Ajwey uabbery UoS|Iop [80 7}
€e
velL | 6¢
"MBIAISJU| Op O} BWOY §,J3)SIS S,UBLG O} JUSM | ‘€22 'THL | §2 61-1112Z ueng UOSILIOW 80 Inr
‘9WIoY SUO ON "}ISIA padunouueun oL. | sz 8SNOH Jopulyied UOSIUOW gl unr
“UOSILOW UM seads o) pauloep I gel | €¢ I uosIoOW MW 80 Inf
Sr-ibs | 8 Ja)18.14o0H an 0¢ Jdy
ceL | g8 65-06 ‘S¥iT UOSILIOW Asie 60 InF
€€ v6-6.1C UOSLIOW 18y 60 InF
] ‘payeIp JaNS| WAl UsymM sjgelieAeun |iS "dwed 8sioy Je (1S ¥8-£9'6 sy z1 Aew
‘PatsAllep gOS usym ajge|ieAe JoN "dwed asioy Iy ¥8-€8:6 LBy 7 ke
62-GZ'€ pioymes) L8y 62z 1dy
G¥S | 8 zLl Ja}21yooH wey | wd pgigt £z Jdy
e : L . : pI0odY: | : N ) . ;
¥ . SR m_wm__oam__,x x3 | seBediion | - | NOsy3d S 6002
. = _ . .1OVINOD , Ag aung ul
uoneyn - i : 1d0S %ed




g 40 G abed - SJUBAF/UONEIIUNWILIO.) /SMBIAIB)U] Jo ABojouoiy)

a XIaN3ddV

uoneynsn

'$S0( S,U0LI3||IN4 10} abessaw Yo €96 | €1 poy ‘ueoung punibbeH $OS [21 1dy]
"pun|66e Joj BUO e P3| BY pIES oYM ‘UOMR|INS Jo} d6BSSBW Yo7 €96 | €l £8-Z8LEL¥E uoysjiny punibbeH $0S wd L1 | 21 dy)
90O sBys Aunod ybexs z9s | €L S40Q/SHsA SOS | wdggg Ll idy
'SATIAISG a4eD) [BRUSPISSY w0l Jure|dwod paAlgdal §DS €9S | ¢l punibber SOS SOy 9] Jdy
‘awoy auo ON ‘}ISIA paounouueun oLL | sz UOSIOWN asnop Japulyied 6L unp
uonessiupy
" adeu jo uoneba|y, Lodas 0) xoq Buosyo pue Buidwny yijesH ferusyy
Aip, pres Buiney se Aouen Bunonb Loday uspRu; [BIALD Pol Siiig 625 | 9 G6-6vl¢ s|iig - esuung punog YUoN | We 0G:8 gl Jdy
9¢L ‘vl | 6C Sl—10¢:C UOSIUION AoueN 60 Inr
‘Bunesw yqj 1o} SLION vl ~al AoueN 2o unp
[[dweo ssioy je idY] Ha| 01 JeueT 166 | 2V ¥8-€8'6 yai Aouen zL fepy
[dweo ssioy je 119Y] ‘suonebs|e jo abpamouy isii} sem 78-£8'6 19}191Yo0H
Ajiisa) AoueN pue wi] "pJomels) pue 1sisiyooH Aq palaaliep dOS g1 ‘00L:¢ ‘plojmes) wyy pue AoueN 10 Aep
'91e0 9pin0Id 10U PINOM LIISY PUB WI] Jey) PIojMeID B10im AoueN 825 | ¢ plojmer) AoueN 10 Aeyy
"pPaIBAIBP JBpIO Juswade|d doig J13)1814yo0H wyy pue Aouen 10 Aepy
pJojmes)
1ay)aboy AoueN pue wi] o} ayodg Sr—LPS | 8 26-0€¢ 18)191400H wyy pue AoueN [6Z 1dv}
“MBIABI pIoDal pasoo Buunp Aouep o} axodg 0£-62:€ pIOIMBID Aouen 6z Jdy
B '9J3U) SEM BUs sawi
saJy ||e Jo1ab0) AoueN pue wWij o} pay|e} ays ples Ja}eIydoH LeL ‘2211 131181Y00H fouen | wdgpiZl [g2 4dv]
‘H4V 01106 1s1) ays usym ssjnuiw G 10} Aouep o} ayodg 12-921°1 19}1814O0H Aouep | wdgzizl ¢z Jdy
"'H4y Bupiebau
suonsanb [eisuab Apsop ‘NYD 03 podas Buipiebar maiasaiuy $96 | €1 86~V6 ‘€-Zh€ punibbeH 0% AouenN | we g6 12 ddy
"JUSPIDUI [ENX8S JO UOHUSW ON "UOHEPUSWILIOD3]
S||ig uo ajedeA 0} d2n0u Aep-0g e 48|41 Buialb uols|ing 0 Japa 11926 | ¥ uopsjind Aouen Gl 1dy
‘s|lejap 40 Jaquinu sjig aAeb ‘H4y Joj ajeudosdde Jou sem sy 9G1-GG1
JAuswbpn( jeoiuld,, siiig o3 anp sonou Aep-gg 19|41 Bulalb a1 psjed ‘Sr—biLe uops|ind AoueN | wd 0Q:p [pi Jdy]
oo panocsdw yonw AJaA se Joiaeyaq s JajA | paquosap Aouen, cZs | € 25-6v1:Z s|Iig - asuung Aouen | wd 0g:g pl Jdy
‘Aouep 10} abessaw Yo €0l | 12 s||ig - asuung fouenN | wecpg / idy
Soeen v osay: | . ’ o RSN :
i R : mﬂ__m.wwe. x3'| sebed:|oA ¢! NOSyd3dd " 6002
. ... SJUBWIWOD/SBION . ,. L NSO LOVINOD Ag awil ul
| : , 1308 ©o| %ed




8 J0 g 8bed - SJUBAT/UOHEIIUNWILLIOD /SMBIAIB)U Jo ABojouoiyD)

ad XidN3ddv
“UOLIB|INS WO leW 9DI0A 89S | €l 00L€ vopejing punibbeq s0s | wd 0zie 80 Ae
B "punibBen ynm jrew 8o10A Yya| UoKa| N4 895 | €l 0oL uoMa|Ing punibber SOS 90 fey
"UOMB|[N4 10} |IBWBDI0A YB] pun|BbeH 89S | €1 00L:€ .:otgi pun|bbeHd SOS G0 Aen
‘BunpAue Jsquiswal jou pip pue anbea sem
ay jey pue ‘J8|A] pamainisiul ays ey pun|bbeH pjoy Ja)isiyooH 896 | €1 £1-901:€ 12}181YO0H punibbe s0s | wd gz [10 Aew]
"JUSWSVI0JUS M| 0} 1J0dB) BxBW 0) 9dueyd s||ig paJayo pun|bbey 196 | €1 6vL ‘v8—P¥L€ sjg - esuunsg puni6beH g0 | wdgg:l {10 Aen]
195 | EL v | uemng uep - esuung punibbey s0s | wdglil [10 Aeni]
'sjuswalinbal pMOY INOGE silig Uim axods pun|6bey 196 | €l vLg siig - ssuung . u,c:_mmm: S08 [10 Aen]
- 195 | €1 €L sjg - esuung punibbeq SOS | We 0:2L | [oken]
o "S|jig WOy IEW 9010 295 | €1 eLe siig - asuung punibber SOS | WeOoviLL | [o4en]
‘uaing uep Joj sabesssw )y 196 | €1 V1€ | uaing uep - ssuung pun|6bey SOS 10 Aey
- 's|iig oy abessaw Yoy 196 | €1 siig - esuung punibbey soS | wdpiip o€ 4dv)
‘s|g 1o} abessaw Yo 196 | €1 sig - esuuns punifben $0s | wd pLip 0¢ 4dy
995 | €1 48}10.J4o0H uc:_%mz S0S | wdgziy 8z 1dy
995 | €1 10-001:€ uousjing pun|6beq SOS | WeEG0L | [ez.dy)
995 | €1 STAME J8)f0II0H puni6Bey SOS | We D0l | [ezudvl
"18)I9JYI0H WoJ [lew 9910A paAIpdal punibbey 99¢6 | €1 11901 ‘e0L:€ I8)18JUd0H U:EmmmI SOS | weQgs €7 Jdy
G9s | €l 10-00L°€ uopsajing puni6bey SOS | wd GeZL | lizudvl
"UOM8|iN WO [IBW 8210A PBARDS) pun|Bbey G9s | ¢l 0oLe uous|nd punbber{ SO | we Qg:LL {1z sdy]
‘Ayaud Awo | o) exodg 99-695 | €1 Awurog pun|bbeH SOS (1 1dv]
‘BuiyAue Jagwiawal Jou pinod ueug G9G | €1 B ueng puni6bey S0S [1Z sdy]
‘ ‘H4V Buipiebal
suopsanb |esauab Afisopy "‘NYD 01 Lodal Buipiebas malnisiug $9S | €1 86—V6 ‘C-Z¥'€ AouepN punibbe §OS | we go6 {1z 1dv]
gL
udy ‘wd gG:| 1B [jBD JOYJOUR pUB 8|BWS) SNOWAUOUE WO} Juleidwod
1 Jdy ‘wd op:p Bulkeds sem ay Bupels abessaw Yo sineq AueT $9S | €1 FAR> AleT ‘sineq SdV punibbe SOS | we 006 {1z 1]
‘sineq Aue Joy abessaw Yo ¥9S | €1 Aue7 ‘sineq Sdv pun|bben SOS Lz ddy
SR e Pt lxal| seBegion |07 | NOSYad | e002
:  SUdBWILIOY/SBION ) _ . . 1OVINOD Ad awil ul
: “-uoneyn ' . 1¥0s dumc‘




g JO / abed - SJUBAT/UONIIUNUILIOT)/SMBIAIB]UY JO ABojouoIYD

"9jeway woJj Jureldwod snowAuoue puodag $96 | €1 Aue7 ‘sineq Sdv s|itg - dsuung | wd gL loL asil
[ Paniwpe jou Hqyx3]
"600Z ‘9 Aely uo JBIA| 0} uonen|eAs JenxesoydAsd paInpayog 6eL | — di0S§ siiig - @syiung | Wwe ggigl lg1 4dv]
uonBASILILPY
" 8ded jo uopeba)yy, Jodas 0) xoq Bupdayo pue Buidwny yifesH [ejusy
Aip, pres Buiaey se Aouep Bunonb poday juapiou) [eonu) pajly siig 625 | 9 GG-6vLC punog yjioN s|lig - @suung | we Qg'g (9t 1dv]
(625 ‘9 x3 asedwod Ing "600Z/¢ /€ Se paieIs Ajoa.u0oul si sje(] B
“JUSPIOUL UO JINSUOD 0} |IBWISDIOA Ja| ‘UOW|IN4 O] ||BD PauIN}ay 68/ | G¢ uous|in sj|ig - @suunNg | we gg:g 94 1dy
65l ‘GylE
‘s9)nuIW OzZ—G | ‘Uola|IN4 Wol |leD ges | € vi~¢lLe uopa|ind siig - esuung | wd gy {51 1dv]
awbpn( [Bo1UND S|)ig Japun pue 1sanbal
s,uolsIn4 Je 4914 | Joj Jusuwjuiodde exew 0} 41 OS 104 ebessaw 3o voL | 2¢ SA"4 di0S sitg - espung | wd GOig [pL J0v)
o ‘obessaw 95 | €1 N
SNOWAUOUE 18] ‘SIDIAIBG BANDB)0Id }INPY O} |[ED pauInay ces | € 05-Sv 12 Sdv s|iig - asuung | wd Gy [y1 Jdy]
o 11D SB0IAIDS BAIDDI0Id IINPY Bujuinias pauoguaw s(iig GZs | € Sdv Siig - esuung [pL 1dv)
"S9DINISS BAND3)0I }INPY O} Hodal apey Ges | € 06-GriLC Sdv siiig - estiung | wd gg:g [r1 1dv]
T panosdwl yonw Alaa se Joireyaq s ajA L paquasap Aouey, sZS | ¢ 75-5v1e Aouepn s|ig - asuung | wd gz [y1 4dy] ‘
a8lAL yum Bunsaw ysuy wouy seyou s|jig v0L | ¢C 6gl:e 19jA 1 siig - esiung | wd 00:g vl Jdy
‘Aouep Joj abesssw a7 €02 | 12 Aouep s(jig - |asuUuUNg | We ¢y:g 1 1dy
o ‘93ejU] JO UOISSNOSIP S||ig SI UOKE}ID Ploday "ayejul pIp BAIIS ¢0.-/89 | 0¢C [ge—ccL:Tl 1841 pue 1oy BA|IS - dsuung YXA _ma
['paniwpe jou Hqiyx3]
‘6002 ‘9 Aepy uo 19141 104 UoRENBAS jenXasoydAsd peinpayds 682 | — s|ilg - asuung d10S | wegegol 9] Jdy
‘Juswbpnl [e21UNd S[)ig J8pun pue }sanbau -
s,uops||n4 je us|A | Joj Juswiuiodde axew 0} 4 OS 104 abessaw ya v0L | 22 62L:Z s(I'g - ssuung d10s | wdgog vi Jdy
WL Unm maiasiul s JaAaly 1eQ noqe paynss) punibbey G9S | €1 16~98 'v—EbiE wyy 1ohoN SOS | we g6 12 1dy
€€
£eL | 62
‘€2L TVl | ST UOSLLIOW punjbber $0S zzinr
"xe} AQ QOS PeIadal 8 JaNIBIYO0H yiim 8xods pun|Bben 695 | €t LL—901 ‘€0L°E 18j181420H pun|6beq gOs | wegy GL Ae
‘Ajuauewuad pasolo 1ou Jepulyuied punibbety pioy uousyng 895 | €L uosjing punibbeH §0S | weglL:i0L ZL Aey
B R . . R : . : . pdodey .| . T e . . '
N I . .w_ucm__waw_c 1'x3 | seBediop | i v NOS¥3d . 6002
wuc‘mEEoo\mwuoz : .. : 1OVINOD Ad ewiy o
= uoneyns . 1¥0S %ed




g jo § abed - sjusaz/uoneIIUNWIWO/SMBIAIBIU| JO ABojouoiy)

L9S | €L L€ puniBbeH SOS | waing uep - esuung | wd gLl [10 Aen]
‘uaing ue Joj abessaw }a7 196 | €1 v/€ punibbeH §OS | weing uex - asuung 10 Aepw
€e
ve-ceL | 62
‘eTLLLL | ST §9-19:2 UOSLION 19jA 1 60 17
LvS | 8 J91184Y30H 91 62 Jdy
1BJAL yiim Bunssw 1siy woy sejou s|ig v0L | ¢¢ 6€L:C s|ig - ssuung J9iA1 | wd 002 1 Jdy
‘9YEIU| JO UOISSNOSIP S|IIg S! UONEND PI0DaY "a)EjUl PIP BA(IS ¢0.-489 | 0C [8e—¢¢1:2) BA|IS - 8sUUNg ey pue s 12 ey
Gel | €¢ UOSIION Aouy 60 Inr
‘Ayaug Awwo] o) ayodg 99-596 | €1 pun|bben SOS Ausiog 1z idy
pl-€LL | GC L0C-v6LC UoSIION wiy 60 Inr
[[dwes asioy je 1ie)y] 'suoneba)ie jo abpamouy }siy sem ¥8-€8:6 18}1244y20H -
AJse) AdueN pue wi] "piomeld) pue JaiisdyooH Aq palaaliep dOs 001 ‘8L:¢ ‘ploymes) Asuep pue wij 10 Aep
‘PRIBAIIBP JOpPIQ JusWwade|d dO)S 18)181Y00H Aouepn pue wiy 10 Ae
plojmelD
“1ayebo) AoueN pue wi| o} axodg St—-LvS | 8 2e—0¢g¢ J8yLlyooH AoueN pue wif 62 4dy
o ‘9Ja} SEM aYs saLul) S—pEL
2auy) ||e sayiabol AoueN pue wi] 0} payiel ays ples JSaydoH PG | 8 ‘gL '8-LTLL J8l194yooH wiy £z 1dy
Wil yim mainsiul saaAspy 118Q Inoge paynss) pun|bbey 6os | €1 1698 ‘b—E€ Jehoy SOS wij | wego6 12 4dy
6¢
€2L VL | ST 0c¢2 UOSLLIO sing - esuung zzinr
‘Awwo] Buldwny-Aip 13141 ybnea pey Aouep pies s|ig
"JUBWISI0JUS ME} 0) lJodal Ixew 0} adueyD S||Ig paJayo pun|bbey 196 | ¢l 6vL ‘v8~vL.C pun|6beH §0S sjg - esuung | wd ggiL {10 Aen)
‘sjuawalinbal AOY INoge sjiig yim oxods punibbey 196 | €L vL€ puni6beH $OS siig - esuung (oken]
96 | €l €Le pun|bbe $OS siig - esuung | we 02} (10 Aen]
‘S|I'g Wolj [lew 8910 296 | €l €Le punibber $OS siiig - asuung | wWeQvLl L0 Ae
['sing o3 a3ods awnsaid] (YA 18}181Y20H S80InBS BSLIUNS gz Jdy
g€el ‘szl ‘eelit J8yviyooH siig - esuung | WeQLe £z Jdy
ovonodany | X3 | sabedilon NOS¥3d 5002
SHUBWWOD/SANON . : " 1OVINOD Ad swi} ul
uoneyd 1d0S 9ed




