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l. Introduction

This is the Department’s first comprehensive efforaddress the use of expert evaluations in
child welfare and child protective services proéegs. These guidelines lay out best practices
for forensic evaluations and assessments that maygéded during child welfare investigations,
to assist with permanency planning, or during &itign of guardianship complaints.

Child abuse and neglect cases are often complggerEconsultants are frequently used to assist
caseworkers, attorneys, law guardians, judgesparehts in making determinations, case
planning, and decision making. The experts’ ses/are often in the form of forensic

evaluations of the mental health status and/orlmbpas of the parents of dependent children. In
addition, an evaluator may assess a child’s beha\ionctioning or developmental status as
well. CP&P and the courts often rely on these eatadns and recommendations for effective
case planning and to guide the court’s decisionimggfirocess.

In developing the guidelines that follow, the Depaant reviewed and analyzed professional
guidelines and the work of other states, and coed@m interdisciplinary group of experts to
form DCF’s Advisory Group on Child Abuse and Neglstental Health Evaluation and
Treatment.

The role of the Advisory Group was to assist imfalating a framework that is flexible enough

to accommodate differences in disciplines whilevatimg clear practice guidelines that address
the questions to be asked, the information requtredtools necessary to inform the evaluation,
the credentials and qualifications of the evaluadad the essential components of the evaluation
itself.

The guidelines that follow are intended to impréive quality of expert forensic evaluations
provided for CP&P and the courts, as well as thktyabf stakeholders involved in child welfare
proceedings and child protective service matteradke better use of them. It is clear that
representatives of different disciplines with dififg philosophical orientations will have varying
approaches to the task of providing a forensicssssent. Each unique discipline will organize
their work in a way that reflects their individuatpertise. These guidelines are not meant to
supplant the professional judgment of evaluatoganging their response to the unique features
of each case.

The first sections of this document are generalgines, followed by more specific
recommended practices.

Il. Definition/Application

For the purpose of these guidelines, a forensituatian in child welfare proceedings and child
protective service matters is an evaluation necgssassist the court and/or CP&P in case
planning, or to resolve a case. A forensic evatuathay be requested by CP&P, by another
party to a proceeding, or the court. Any evaluatitat may reasonably be expected to be
submitted to the court is termed forensic. Althofigiensic evaluations may contain treatment
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recommendations, the primary function of the foreesaluation is to inform the parties and to
assist the court in rendering decisions in chiléfave cases.

These guidelines do not cover evaluations or assa#s obtained primarily for mental health
treatment purposes, substance abuse, anger managpeyeho-sexual evaluation, or domestic
violence, although any or all of these issues negddressed in a forensic evaluation.

These guidelines recognize that, in child welfases, the emphasis is on the safety,

permanency, and well-being of the child.

Il. General Principles and Guidelines

1. The Role and Function of Forensic EvaluationsiChild Welfare Matters

The primary function of an evaluation is to providea report that contains relevant,
professionally sound observations, results and opions in matters where a child's health

and welfare may have been harmed or placed at ristif harm. To ensure the reliability of the
evaluator’s conclusions all opinions that are reedenust be given within a reasonable degree
of medical/psychological/clinical certainty. Theesgic purposes of the evaluation generally
will be determined by the referral questions andfcerns provided to the evaluator by the
referring party or parties. When the child alreadg been found by the court to be at risk of
harm, the evaluation of the parent(s) generallptifies interventions intended to reduce future
risk to the child, and often focuses on rehabibtatrecommendations designed to protect the
child and help the family. An additional purposesath an evaluation may be to make
recommendations for interventions that promotepgyechological and physical well-being of the
child, and, when appropriate, facilitate the safenification of the child with the parent.
Consistent with State law, evaluators appreciatestiiue of expediting family reunification,
when possible and safe, while they also underdtamglalue of other permanent plans when
reunification is not possible.

The evaluation addresses the particular psychologit, behavioral, and developmental
needs of the child and/or parent(s). Relevant ises may include, but are not limited to,
abuse or neglect of the child, safety, parental capilities, or reunification or other
permanency plans.in considering psychological factors affecting tealth and welfare of the
child, evaluators may focus on caregiver capacitigbe context of the psychological and
developmental needs of the child. This may inva@lmeassessment of:

* The adult's capacities for parenting, includingsthattributes, skills, strengths and
abilities most relevant to abuse and/or neglectenns;

! Washington State Supreme Court Commission on nilth Foster Caré Guidelines for
Expert Evaluations in Child Welfare Proceedings.dahington, 2007. Available online at,
http://www.courts.wa.gov/committee/pdf/Guideline et %6 20Expert%20Evaluations%20in%
20Child%20Welfare%20Proceedings%20(2007).pdf
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» The psychological functioning, behavioral, and depmental needs of the child,
particularly with regard to vulnerabilities and sj@ needs of the child, as well as the
quality of the child's attachment to the parerafs] the possible developmental and
emotional effects of separation from the parengg)ings, extended family members,
and other caregivers;

* The current and potential functional abilities loé fparent(s) and, when necessary for
resolution of the case, other relatives, to mesineds of the child; and/or

* The need for and likelihood of success of clinmabther interventions for identified
problems, which may include recommendations reggrtteatment modalities and
objectives, frequency of services, specializedretietions, parent education, and the
child’s placement.

2. General Competencies of Expert Evaluators

Evaluators should gain and maintain specialized copetence.Expert evaluators in child
protection matters are aware that special competeand knowledge are necessary for the
undertaking of such evaluations. Competence iropmihg expert evaluations of children,
adults and families is necessary but not sufficiBaiucation, training, experience and/or
supervision in the areas of forensic practice,dchiid family development, child and adult
psychopathology, the impact of separation on thie ctine nature and consequences of different
types of child abuse and neglect, and the sigmtieaof human differences may help to prepare
evaluators to participate competently in expertwat#ons in child protection matters.

Evaluators:

» Use current knowledge of scholarly and professideaklopments, consistent with
generally accepted clinical and scientific practioeselecting evaluation methods
and procedurésand are aware of evidence-based practices.

» Strive to become familiar with applicable legal aedulatory standards and
procedures, including local State and Federal lgoverning child protection
issues. These may include laws and regulationseaduiig child abuse, neglect, and
termination of parental rights.

» Describe the scientific basis for their judgmentsscommendations, and state
when their judgments or recommendations may expandr not be fully
supported by, currently accepted clinical and gdiempractice.

* Are aware of, and develop their knowledge and spheompetencies for,
evaluation of specific populations including, bot imited to, issues related to
literacy, the needs of persons who do not speakdngensory impairment,
psychological disorders, and developmental impaitsie

* Should be fluent in the child’s/parent’s nativedaage, when possible (have
experience using a court appointed interpretéanfuage presents a difficulty).

% Note: Examples of standard setting organizationkide American Psychological Association,
the National Association of Family and ConciliatiGourts, The American Academy of Child
and Adolescent Psychiatry and others.
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» Have appropriate qualifications to conduct an eatatun and/or to testify at court,
including language, cultural competency, and otjualifications specified in
CP&P contracts.

* Should be competent in the cultural norms of thifgarent being evaluated.

» Utilize language and culturally correct testing.

» Have expertise in working with relevant clinicalgutations, including:

o Children;

o Sex offenders;

o Domestic violence victims and batterers;

o Persons with developmental disabilities; and,

o Persons with psychiatric/neurological/neuropsycluatiagnosis.

» Have expertise with the instruments employed, iiclg psychological and
intellectual tests that will need to be interpreltgda licensed psychologist, who is
familiar with the norms and the uses of that tash we relevant population.

« Are experts in the use of appropriate intervievhiegues.

* Must not serve as an expert evaluator if they laedreating professional.

Evaluators must be aware of personal and societaldses and engage in nondiscriminatory
practice. Evaluators engaging in expert evaluations in chrtatection matters consider how
biases regarding age, gender, race, ethnicitypmatorigin, religion, sexual orientation,
disability, language, culture, and socioeconomatust may interfere with an objective evaluation
and recommendations. Evaluators should be awategiotential for defensiveness on the part
of participants, given the circumstances, and raks this into account when conducting the
evaluation and upon making recommendations. Evaisi@a&écognize and strive to overcome any
such biases. If unable to overcome his or her lmases, the evaluator will either withdraw

from the evaluation or seek assistance in comgeha evaluation. When interpreting
evaluation results, evaluators must be aware tieaetare diverse cultural and community
methods of child rearing, and consider these irctdmext of the existing local State and Federal
laws. Also, evaluators should use, whenever availdaests validated with populations similar
to those being evaluated.

Evaluators avoid multiple relationships to maintainobjectivity. In conducting expert
evaluations in child protective matters, evaluatwsid multiple role relationships. Evaluators
generally do not conduct forensic evaluations iidgbrotection matters in which they have
provided clinical services for the child or the imdmate family, or have had other involvement
that may compromise their objectivity. Providinghatal services to the child or other
participants following an expert evaluation is disktaged. A treating professional can be called
to testify, but should NOT recommend a permanetay.p

3. Procedural Guidelines: Conducting an Evaluation

Evaluators and referring parties understand thahfic evaluations in child welfare and child
protection matters may present a wide variety gdll@nd/or ethical considerations. Evaluators
and all parties appreciate the need for timelimessild protection matters (e.g., response to
evaluation referral, scheduling appointments, catigh of reports).
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The purpose of the evaluation should be clear upareferral and should outline the specific
guestions to be addressed by the evaluatiorin all cases, the referring party or partiesustho
clearly state the purpose of the evaluation inimgiand pose specific questions to be addressed
in the evaluation.

Based on the nature of the referral issues and quisns, the scope of the evaluation is
determined in the referral or by the court, in consultation with the evaluator.Once the

referral questions and scope of the evaluation baea accepted by the evaluator, the expert
evaluator chooses appropriate methods with whicdtress the questions. Evaluators may also
identify relevant issues not anticipated in thenefl questions that could enlarge the scope of
the evaluation; these should be conveyed to theepas early as possible. For issues outside
the scope of the evaluator's competency, the et@weansiders recommending additional
services or evaluations.

Evaluators inform participants about the disclosureof information and the limits of
confidentiality.

* When an evaluation is court ordered, it is notifgged and the evaluator informs the
individuals of the nature of the evaluation and tha evaluation will be distributed to
other parties as provided by court order. Evaksatonducting an evaluation in child
protection matters ensure that the participantduding the child (to the extent feasible),
are aware of the limits of confidentiality for tbealuation results. If the public agency
or court is paying for the evaluation, the evaluawinforms the individual.

* When an evaluation is not court ordered, evalugierforming evaluations in child
protection matters should obtain informed consefall adult participants, and
children and youth consistent with their developtakcapacity to understand.

* When an evaluation is obtained by a party in arsalmeglect or termination proceeding
without the apparent knowledge or consent of thiel etelfare agency, guardian ad
litem, and/or the court, the evaluator should asltte party being evaluated of the need
to obtain and review appropriate and relevant mfatron from the child welfare agency,
guardian ad litem, and/or the court.

Evaluators use multiple methods of data gathering Evaluators generally use multiple
methods of data gathering, including, but not ledito, clinical interviews, observation, and/or
psychological testing that are sufficient to prevappropriate substantiation for their findings.
Evaluators should review relevant reports (e.garmation from child protection agencies,
social service providers, law enforcement agentiealth care providers, child care providers,
schools, and institutions). In evaluating pareoggacity to care for a particular child or the
guality of the parent-child interaction, evaluatei®uld make reasonable efforts to perform
formal observations of the child together with gfa@ent, unless such observation is not
necessary to respond to the questions posed gvHleation or to support the recommendations
and conclusions of the evaluator. Evaluators inesommtumstances may rely on formal
observations conducted by other neutral and compptefessionals. It is recognized that in
some circumstances, parent-child observations roapeinecessary. Also, in some
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circumstances, it may not be advisable to requaremt-child contact for purposes of the
evaluation. For example, in cases where the safetyell-being of the child is clearly in
jeopardy or parental contact with the child hasnbg®hibited by the court. In such cases, the
evaluator should note explicitly the reason(s) thpairent-child observation was not included.
Evaluators may also interview extended family merslaed other individuals, when appropriate
(e.g., caregivers, grandparents, and teachers)etwthese should not be considered as
substitutes for formal observation.

Evaluators are able to provide clarification and aswer questions relating to the
evaluation(s) completed.Once an evaluation is completed, the evaluator imeistvailable to
speak with CP&P staff such as the assigned casewithere are any questions or concerns
regarding the evaluation.

IV. Best Practices for Expert Forensic Evaluations

Forensic evaluations may be needed at any potithaduring the lifespan of a child protective
services case. The need for a forensic evaluatepneamerge during the course of an
investigation to assist with developing understagdir seeking clarity around the allegations of
child abuse/neglect. More commonly, mental healthluations may be required to contribute to
the decisions by the court of the Division madeudlptacement, reunification, permanency, and
visitation. Finally, forensic evaluations are tygliy required for guardianship (termination of
parental rights) litigation.

1. During an Investigation
The Role and Function of Forensic Evaluations durig an Investigation

During an investigation, evaluations may be neddeabsist CP&P and the Courts in assessing
whether abuse and/or neglect occurred. These dialaare meant to assist in clarifying or
gathering additional information for investigatiparposes with the lens of an expert. When
sufficient evidence or clarity about the case heenbachieved through the investigative work of
the CP&P caseworker via interviews and collatezgiaw, or teamed efforts with law
enforcement or others involved in the investigapvecess, it is often not necessary to engage
the services of an expert for an evaluation duaingnvestigation

Forensic evaluations during the investigatory pleidbe case may be warranted as part of the
investigative efforts conducted by CP&P (and laioezement). These situations most often
include allegations of sexual abuse and emotidmage/neglect. In addition, an evaluation
during the initial involvement with a child may etsCP&P in determining the impact of an
event on a child’s psychological functioning.

Evaluations that may be required during the coafsa investigation are almost always time
sensitive matters. Thus, it is recommended tHatnas be made as close to the point in time of
the allegation or the occurrence of the allegetlamt as possible:
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» Evaluators should receive referrals within 10 wogkdays of the report.

* An appointment by the evaluator should be grantginvl0 working days of the
referral.

» CP&P shall provide available background materiglshie time of the evaluation.

» Evaluators should complete their reports and petegm to CP&P within 10 working
days following completion of the evaluation.

These guidelines recommend that no more than 4% plss between the initial referral to a
provider for an assessment, to the date the wnigpart, with recommendations, is provided to
CP&P for review.

The Forensic Evaluation Process during an Investigan

In consultation with supervisory staff, and the DAGtigation is contemplated or a complaint
has been filed, CP&P caseworkers should seleanadar who has the appropriate credentials
to perform the evaluation. In many cases, childguiion staff should access their Regional
Diagnostic Treatment Center to conduct these etiahga CP&P requires licensed individuals
to conduct evaluations. In most cases, thesebwillcensed psychologists. When the impact of
physiological factors, medical illness, medicatinayrological, or psychiatric disorder is
complex, an evaluation by a psychiatrist or phgsianay be necessary. In limited
circumstances, an assessment by a LCSW may bepaiaeo

The purpose of the evaluation during the investigaphase of a case must be clear and should
outline the specific questions to be addressedidevaluator. Confirm with the evaluator the
purpose of the evaluation. It is particularly imgat to limit the number of interviews or
evaluations a child experiences for both validégggons and to avoid re-traumatizing a child.

Investigation Evaluation Referral Questions:

» Is this child’s presentation consistent with theggation?

* To what degree has the child been harmed or trapeddby the event?
» Is this child able to participate in court proceei?

» Other questions relevant to the specific case.

Evaluators should use multiple methods of dataayatb.

The evaluator should be provided with certain baakgd information, which includes:

* CP&P investigation report (or summary report) tisaturrent/up to date;

» Existing prior psychological and psychiatric evaioas of the child and biological
parent(s);

» Available law enforcement records including polieports; criminal charges and
convictions; taped interviews, if available; andmrs/Gavel history of offenses;
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Prior CP&P history, including all prior referraisith a finding for each
allegation/investigation; investigative summaries;

Complaint filed in court; and,

Known mental health, substance abuse, or domeastenee history.

If a childis to be evaluated, the CP&P caseworker assignttetcase should accompany the
child to the evaluation to support the child, toavailable to provide any additional information
and to hear directly from the evaluator any inifiatlings or recommendations. Whenever
possible so as to best inform the evaluation, liestigative worker should accompany the
child. Whenever possible a trusted adult should atxompany the child.

During the clinical interview, an evaluator:

Establishes “Ground Rules” between the evaluatdrthe child.

Explains to the child, in age appropriate and dgwalentally appropriate terms, the
nature and the scope of the evaluation.

Establishes the child’s developmental and cognaivdty to participate in the
evaluation.

Establishes the child’s competency. Does the dmtnv the difference between the truth
and a lie, real or pretend?

Obtains the child’s version of the incident.

Notes the child’s affect upon describing the inaide

Asks questions to gather past history.

Determines family relationships.

Determines peer relationships.

Once the evaluation has been completed, the sunamaryeport should include:

2.

Reason for the report — summary background;

Nature of the allegation;

Prior history;

Documentation including a summary of the interveavd direct quotes by the person
being interviewed;

Clinical finding and explanation;

Any formal diagnosis;

Clinical determination — indicate whether suppafinetl supported; and,
Recommendations.

During Permanency Planning/Hearings

The Role and Function of Forensic Evaluations durig Permanency Planning/Hearings

At the time of referral and over the course of édcbr adolescent’s time under CP&P custody,
mental health evaluations may be required to doutei to the decisions made about placement,

11
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permanency, and parental rights. During permanplayning and hearings, evaluations are
often used for:

» Interim EvaluationThe interim evaluation is meant to guide reasonatfftats for
reunification.

» Ten Month ConferenceThe ten month conference is used to prepareragrancy plan
for the child or youth in out-of-home placementef&e moving forward, any previous
reports should be reviewed. It would be usefthé evaluator from the interim
evaluation was also utilized at this point.

* Periodic Evaluation — Evaluation of Imminent ComseArising during Placemenn
evaluation of imminent concerns is used to ass@gsisks or challenges that the child
may incur during the course of the protective sswior guardianship litigation.
Examples include:

o Disruption of the current placement;

0 Acute crisis (e.g., psychiatric hospitalizationves® medical illness, runaway,
arrest, school disruption); and

o Significant change in response to visitation.

Forensic Evaluation Process during Permanency Plammg/Hearings

The purpose of the evaluation should be clear Andld outline the specific questions to be
addressed by the evaluation. The following refeyugstions should help to guide forensic
evaluations at each of the stages identified fomp@ency planning/hearings:

Interim Evaluations Referral Questions

* What services are needed for reunification?

* What impact has the abuse/neglect history had @chhd?

* What are the risks that need to be addressed?

* Is the parent fit and able to parent the child?

* What actions are recommended to address the risks?

* What are the strengths that can be built upon?

* What visitation can be safely afforded between pigrand their child(ren)?

Ten Month Conference Referral Questions:

* What progress has been made towards eliminatingaia?

* What still needs to be done?

* Are there any new areas of need?

» If a home other than the child(ren)’s current ptaeat is being considered, is it in the
best interest of the child(ren) to move to anotilacement if proposed by the parents, or
to stay permanently where he or she is residing?

12
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» Can this child transition back to the biologicatqras, without experiencing more harm
than good?

o If bonding and attachment are issues, an evaluaffanpsychologist is
necessary. A psychiatrist may contribute inforomatvithin his or her area of
expertise.

» Have the correct services been provided so farjsatitere a need for a reduction,
modification, or expansion of services?

It may be necessary to reevaluate the permanenay @Il of the questions above would apply
to any such reevaluations.

Evaluators should use multiple methods of dataayatb.

For these evaluations, the evaluator should beigedwvith certain background information,
which includes:

» Existing prior psychological and psychiatric evaioas of the child and biological
parent(s);

» Existing treatment reports for biological parents &hild;

* Known mental health, substance abuse, or domastenee history;

* Visitation reports;

» Complaint for guardianship, if filed;

* CP&P investigation report (or summary report) tsaturrent/up to date;

* Prior CP&P history, including all prior referraisith a finding for each
allegation/investigation; investigative summaries;

* Most recent CP&P court report;

* Important selected contact sheets from the CP&P e&ord,

» Available law enforcement records including polieports; criminal charges and
convictions; taped interviews, if available; andmrs/Gavel history of offenses;

* Additional information the parent wants to sharéwthe evaluator; and,

* Any further available information requested by évaluator.

All evaluations should include a review of compnetiee, accurate background information; a
clinical interview; and the use of an appropriasessment tool.

The evaluator should have access to all informaimor she deems necessary in order to
respond to the questions posed.

Periodic Evaluation — Evaluation of Imminent ComseArising during Placement Referral

Questions:

» ldentify impact of presenting problem.
* What are the recommended services or actions t@sslthe problem?
* Should the permanency plan change?

13
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For Periodic Evaluations of Imminent Concerns Awisduring Placementiocumented relevant
information is needed as well as all availableva reports, such as:

* Medical reports;

* Police reports;

* School reports;

» Psychiatric reports; and
* Relevant contact sheets.

3. During Litigation for Guardianship Complaints

The Role and Function of Forensic Evaluations durig Litigation for Guardianship
Complaints

Guardianship evaluations consist of fithess andibmgnassessments during trial preparation
after a guardianship complaint has been filed allgeboth the fithess and bonding assessments
are completed by the same psychologist.

The presumption is that fithess and bonding assa#tsnare required for guardianship litigation.
It is recognized that in some circumstances, parkifld observations may not be necessary or
advisable for purposes of the evaluation. For examp cases where the safety or well-being of
the child is clearly in jeopardy or parental contaith the child has been prohibited by a prior
fitness and bonding assessment, parent-child ohseng may be bypassed. In such cases, the
evaluator should note explicitly the reason(s) thpairent-child observation was not included.

A bonding evaluation assesses the relationshipdstthe child(ren) and the proposed
caregivers and other household members as appieapria

Forensic Evaluation Process during Litigation of Gardianship Complaints

Guardianship Evaluation Referral Questions:

* What progress has been made towards eliminatingaia?

* What still needs to be done?

* Are there any new areas of need?

* If a home other than the child(ren)’s current ptaeat is being considered, is it in the
best interest of the child(ren) to move to anotfilacement if proposed by the parents, or
to stay permanently where he or she is residing?

» Can this child transition back to the biologicatqras, without experiencing more harm
than good?

o If bonding and attachment are issues, a psychabgi@luation is necessary. A
psychiatrist may contribute information within tharea of expertise.

* Assess the child’s bond and attachment to the @icdd parent(s).

* What harm, if any, will result if parental righteeaterminated?

14
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o Can the resource family parents mitigate the harm?
* Assess the child’s bond and attachment to any gexpadoptive resource parent(s).
* Would severe and enduring harm occur if the clslcemoved from the proposed
adoptive resource parents?
o Can the biological parents mitigate the harm?

Guardianship evaluations call for specific compeisi that are referred to in this section.

The evaluator at this stage in most circumstanckk$evalicensed psychologist or a psychiatrist.
The licensed professional must be qualified togremfcustody/parenting time evaluations and/or
termination of parental rights evaluations throeglucation, training, and/or supervision in all of
the following categories:

1. Child growth and development;

2. Psychological testing;

3. Parent-child bonding;

4. Parenting skills;

5. Adult development and psychopathology;

6. Family functioning;

7. Child and family development;

8. Child and family psychopathology;

9. The impact of divorce or family dissolution cimildren; and,

10. The impact of age, gender, race, ethnicityipnat origin, language, culture, religion,
sexual orientation/identity, disability, and so@oaomic status on custody/parenting
time evaluations.

When the following topics are involved, the licetigsychologist or psychiatrist shall have
specialized education, training, and/or supervigiotie specific topic, or the licensee shall refer
to a licensed mental health care provider who haseaducation, experience, training, and/or
supervision. The topic areas include:

1. Physical, sexual, or psychological abuse otispar children;

2. Physical and emotional neglect of children;

3. Alcohol or substance abuse that impairs thigyaby parent;

4. Medical/physical/neurological impairment théeats the ability to parent; or

5. Other areas beyond the licensee's expertisaithaelevant to the custody/parenting time
evaluation.

Evaluators may identify relevant issues not anétgg in the referral questions that could
enlarge the scope of the evaluatioht this stage, it is important to consider samlevant
factors or issues in responding to the bondingadtatthment referral questions.

These factors include:

3N.J.A.C. 13:42-12.2. Available online at,
http://www.njconsumeraffairs.gov/adoption/psycha@@0710.HTM
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Age of the child;

The developmental stage of the child;

Child’s history of abuse and/or neglect;

Child’s resiliency;

Any special needs - medical or emotional - of thiédcor biological parents;

Parenting skills of both sets of parents;

Length of time in biological parents’ care;

Number of placements;

Length of time in each placement;

10 Previous failed reunification attempts;

11.Child’s wishes, weighted in accordance with deveieptal functioning;

12. Demonstrated willingness and ability of both biotad parents and proposed adoptive
resource parents to comply with services;

13. Demonstrated willingness and ability of both biotad parents and proposed adoptive
resource parents to recognize and meet the chm@ggds, including issues relating to
reunification or adoption;

14.History of child’s interaction with both biologicakrents and proposed adoptive resource
parents;

15.Issues that may affect child’s behavior during ading evaluation; and,

16. Sibling bonds/other attachments.

©CoNorwWNE

Evaluators should use multiple methods of dataayatb.

Evaluators should be provided with the same backgionformation listed undesection 2:
During Permanency Planning/Hearings.

All evaluations should include a review of compnetiee, accurate background information; a
clinical interview; and the use of an appropriasessment tool.

The evaluator should have access to all informaimor she deems necessary in order to
respond to the questions posed.

16



