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AFFIDAVIT OF KEVIN MORRIS
(Sworn June 13, 2016)

I, Kevin Morris, of the City of Guelph, in the Province of Ontario, MAKE OATH AND

SAY:

L. I am a retired Ontario public servant with over 30 years of experience in the Ministry of
Community and Social Services (“MCSS” or the “Ministry”) and the Ministry of Children and
Youth Services (“MCYS” or the “Ministry”) primarily in the areas of provincial child welfare
policy and Ministry program management. I worked for 10 years as a MCSS Area Office
Program Supervisor dealing with children’s services.' Between 1989 and 1992 I was the

Coordinator of Children’s Programs in the Ministry’s Corporate Operational Coordination

' MCYS was created in 2004 and assumed responsibility for oversight of provincial child welfare services. Prior to
that, child welfare services fell within the mandate of MCSS.
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microfilm reels, and to identify and print copies of the Crown ward orders. Attached hereto as
Exhibit “11” are photos from the Custodian of Adoption Information Unit showing sample

documents on a microfilm, the microfilm storage cabinets, and a drawer of microfilm reels.

28. As is further set out in Ms. Young’s memo at Exhibit 10, all Crown ward orders and
adoptions records received by the Custodian of Adoption Information Unit between 1985 and
1990 are stored on approximately 121,600 microfiche. Each microfiche contains anywhere from
one to 72 pages. In the normal course, Crown ward orders would be located on the microfiche
using the name of the child at the time the order was made. As with the microfilm reels, the

microfiche include Crown ward and adoption records.

29, As a result, the only way to determine the total number of all Crown ward orders received
by the Ministry between 1985 and 1990 would be to review each page of each microfiche and
tally the total number of Crown ward orders. In her memo at Exhibit “10”, Ms. Young explains
that she spent 1.5 days reviewing the microfiche and estimates that it would take her
approximately 5,932 hours to review all the microfiche, and to identify and print all Crown ward
orders. Attached hereto as Exhibit “12” are photos of sample microfiche, some of the storage

cabinets and a drawer of microfiche.

30. Crown ward orders received since 1991 are stored electronically in the Adoption Crown
Ward (“ACW?”) database. In the normal course, the ACW database can be searched using an
individual’s name at the time the order was made, date of birth, or the date of the Crown ward
order. Based on a May 31, 2016 report from the ACW database, the total number of new Crown
ward orders received since 1991 is 43,010. Attached hereto as Exhibit “13” is a table prepared

by MCYS that sets out the annual number of new Crown wards since 1991, based on the ACW
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relation to physical or sexual abuse they may have suffered as children can still apply for

compensation to the CICB.

69. Attached hereto as Exhibit “48” is information available on the CICB website about the
process of applying for compensation from the CICB. Attached hereto as Exhibit 49 is the
2014-15 Annual Report for the CICB setting out information about the CICB, including statistics

about claims received and accepted.

70. Since March 9, 2016, there is no longer a deadline for making applications for
compensation in relation to domestic violence and sexual violence.’® For all other claims, the
deadline is two years from the date of the crime, however the CICB has the authority to extend
the deadline where it is warranted. Attached hereto as Exhibit “50” are statistics prepared by
Ms. Sciarra, the Registrar of the CICB, setting out the number of extensions of the two year
limitation period between 1997 and March 31, 2016, including statistics specifically reflecting

extensions for child sexual abuse.

71. I am advised by Ms. Sciarra that the CICB receives applications from adults formerly in
the care of the CAS from time to time. In such cases, with the permission of the applicant, the
CICB requests and obtains the CAS files directly from the CAS, and the hearing often proceeds

in writing on the basis of the information contained in the CAS file.

72. I am further informed by Ms. Sciarra that the CICB also receives applications from CASs

on behalf of children in their care from time to time. The Registrar has identified 1,999 cases in

= Compensation for Victims of Crime Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. C. 24, 5. 6(2)
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the CICB’s database that were initiated by a CAS between 1996 and 2016. I am further advised
that due to the manner in which this information is recorded in the CICB database, the number of
claims is likely higher. For example, the manner in which information is entered into the
database is not always consistent, so the fact that a child was in the care of a CAS may not have
been captured. In addition, if the application process has not yet been completed while the child
ceases to be in the care of the CAS, then the CAS is removed as the identified applicant. Finally,

the database only contains cases initiated since 1996.

) Communication to CASs about the Availability of Compensation for Crown Wards

73. I have reviewed the affidavit of David Rosenfeld, sworn September 11, 2015. Exhibit
“XX” to his affidavit is a document titled Minutes of Meeting of December 12, 1989. The

minutes show that I was present at that meeting.

74.  Between May 1989 and January 1992, I was the Coordinator for Children’s Programs in
the Ministry’s Operational Coordination Branch. In that role I represented the Branch on an
Official Guardian/MCSS Liaison Committee. This group included senior staff from the
Children’s Policy Branch, Operational Coordination Branch, MCSS Legal Services Branch and
the Ministry of the Attorney General, including Wilson McTavish, then the Official Guardian.
The minute reflects that at our meeting of December 12, 1989, the Official Guardian expressed
concern that CASs were not doing enough to protect the legal rights of children in care. Ministry
representatives indicated that there had been some discussion with staff of the Ontario
Association of Children’s Aid Societies (“OACAS”) and information would be forwarded to
CASs reminding them of their responsibilities related to children in care. On October 25, 1990,

the OACAS sent a memo to all CAS Executive Directors and Board Presidents enclosing a
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e On-going liaison with Regional, Area offices and the Ontario Association of
Children’s Aid Societies on child welfare issues.

e Project Manager for the initial stages of implementation of the Safeguards in
Children’s Residential Programs Report (March to December 1991)

AREA OFFICE PROGRAM SUPERVISOR: February 1992 to May 20, 1994

e Child Care Coordinator within Area office Community Services Unit.

e Responsible for planning (child care management plan), financial allocations and
monitoring.

¢ MCSS Contact for 23 funded agencies as well as Area representative on provincial
Child Care Network.

e Area office contact with newly developed child care planning bodies in four counties
and Region promoting service development and Area wide planning and systems
support.

e Ensured effective implementation of jobsOntario Child Care.

e Supervised all of the Municipalities' childcare budgets as well as Resource Centres
and First Nations programs.

SENIOR PoLicy ANALYST, Children’s Services Branch: September 1994 to May 2004

e Lead for CFSA funding policy and process. Managed 1996 elimination of CAS
Service Planning and transition of children’s services budget formats and process to
the ministry's generic budget system. Policy issues management responsibilities
related to impact of funding reductions and increased service pressures.

e Lead analyst responsibilities for policy input to CFSA service/budget formats and
approval process, child welfare contingency fund eligibility criteria, funding issues
management, CFSA In-Year Results requirements, definitions, formats and quarterly
reporting.

e One of two MCSS representative on the Child Mortality Task Force 1996 and 1997
with the Deputy Chief Coroner of Ontario and senior children’s aid society sector
representatives contributing to research and on-going issues management related to
child protection, child mortality reviews and inquests.

e The Ministry’s sole corporate witness at five Coroner's Inquests (1996-1998) dealing
with all issues related to the deaths of children who were receiving CAS services.

e Lead analyst responsible for development of allocation plan for additional child
protection funds.

e Branch lead on Child Welfare Funding Framework design and implementation team.

e Project manager for implementation of “Who Does What” decision on 100% MCSS
funding, including changes to CFSA funding regulations. '

e Branch lead on child abuse standards compliance review process.

e Policy Lead for Aboriginal Child Welfare policy and issues management.

o Ministry representative negotiating with other provinces to develop the Inter-
provincial protocol on movement of children and youth between provinces.



Ministry corporate representative on the Intergovernmental Committee on Aboriginal
Youth Suicide 2000 - 2004. This included representatives from Nishnawbe-Aski
Nation as well as other provincial ministries and Federal departments.
Ministry rep on the Inter-ministry Committee on Aboriginal issues coordinated by the
Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs.
Primary Ministry contact with the department of Indian a Northern Affairs Canada
negotiating federal support for capacity building strategies and an expansion of
prevention services.
Policy lead dealing with the Ontario Association of Children’s Aid Societies and other
service providers on a number of the province wide strategies developed to assist
CASs in managing child welfare costs including managing group care costs.
Lead analyst on policy papers, directives and guidelines including:

e Procedural Guidelines for Area offices on Section 68 Director's Reviews

e Guidelines for Area Offices to ensure continued provision of child protection

services
e Clarification of Expectations related to Runaways and Guidelines and Serious
Occurrence Reporting Procedures.

e Policy lead managing the ministry defence against a Charter Challenge

related to the designation of an Aboriginal CAS.

e Policy lead managing the designation process leading to the creation of two

Aboriginal CASs in 2004 and 2006.

Senior Policy Analyst and Manager (A), MCYS Child Welfare Secretariat: May
2004 to June 2007

Founding member of a team that developed a broad package of legislative,

funding and policy reforms to strengthen the province's child well-being and
protection system.

Policy lead for the Fast Track Information System.

Managed project modifying 7 children’s aid society (CAS) case management and
recording legacy systems to meet new child protection standards requirements.
Policy Lead in the design, development and pilot testing of a new Children’s Aid
Society Single Information System ($12M in MOF funding).

Continuing ministry’s policy lead for Aboriginal child welfare issues, a role managed
since 1997. Primary ministry contact for child welfare issues with the Association of
Native Child and Family Service Agencies, Political Treaty Organizations and the
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.

Ongoing liaison with the Chiefs of Ontario’s Committee on Child Welfare, consulting
on developing funding and program policy related to Customary Care and
negotiating First Nations leadership support for over 20 additional CFSA Indian and
native provisions.

Policy lead for the Registered Education Plans for children in care initiative,

gaining ministry support for the initiative and negotiating policies and procedures
with the Ontario Association of Children’s Aid Societies and the Bank of

Montreal.
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* Policy lead for an Outside Paid Resources Shared Services feasibility project
funded by the Ministry of Finance. (Ontario Buys) requiring extensive
consultation and negotiations on contentious issues with stakeholders in the child
welfare and for profit residential care sectors as well as the ministry.

o Sole MCYS corporate witness developing a submission on the evolution of child
welfare and testifying at the Cornwall Public Inquiry dealing with historic child
abuse. April, 2006

e 2007: Recipient of an Ontario Amethyst Award for 3 years of work on Child
Welfare Transformation through the MCYS Child Welfare Secretariat.

Consulting contract work for MCYS since retirement.

Capacity Development Lead: March 2009 and March 31, 2010

Contracted by the ministry’s North East Regional Office managing the organizational
development of an Aboriginal agency seeking designation as a children’s aid
society.

Senior Business Advisor with the MCYS Child Protection Information Network
(CPIN) project. January 2011 to December 2012. Developed and secured ministry
commitment for a focussed engagement strategy and facilitated a number of
business requirements sessions for the 7 Aboriginal CASs.

Formal Customary Care Guide Orientation and Training Project: December
2012 to March 31, 2014. Through a Lough-Barnes Consulting Group contract with
MCYS, facilitated and coordinated CAS and First Nation orientation and training
sessions held across the province.

Project / Commitiee Experience:

Community Service Experience

1978/85 Trustee on the Peterborough, Victoria, Northumberland and Newcastle
Separate Board of Education for seven years. Board Chairman for two
years.

1979/80 Chair of Operation Lifeline (Durham East) in response to Vietnam
refugee crisis helped develop a local non-profit foundation to encourage
sponsorship.

1988/89 Volunteer Trainer with United Way Board Development Program

1994-2003 Volunteer Security/ Intervener lead in a downtown Out of the Cold dinner
and overnight accommodation program for Homeless Adults.



2003/04

September 1299 — ongoing

October 2008 - ongoing

April 2011 — ongoing

February 2008 — ongoing

Education

34

Volunteer with the Dorothy Ley Hospice program,
visiting client receiving palliative care support in their
homes.

Chorister with the Toronto Welsh Male Voice Choir 15t
tenor). Six years on the board.

Canadian Red Cross Personal Disaster Management
Volunteer in Guelph / Wellington.

Personal support volunteer (palliative care and grief
support) with Hospice Wellington.

Volunteer driver with Guelph Wellington Family and
Children’ Services.

TRENT UNIVERSITY, PETERBOROUGH - 1969-72 Bachelor of Arts: History/English

DE LA SALLE “OAKLAND’S”, TORONTO AND MALVERN COLLEGIATE - 1963-69
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_Iz_qp_lementation Plan

15/78

{to be
verified)

Jan.

Jan.

TFeb.

Feb.

Feb.

Mar.

Mar.

19/79

31/79

« AFSAT8

12-16/79

16/79

19/79
1/79

31/79

Submit OWARP plan to all Societies, with CWARP, Form
and Guidelines for campletion.

Submit Miagara, Oxford, & Durham CASs names of Crown
Wards for whom we require reports by Febh. 1/79.

To test the CWAR Form submit Niagava Crown Ward nawes
(frem abtove lisit) of a Crown Ward in each category
for whom we wish reports by Jan. 3/79.

A mindmum of 5 names including one each of a Crown
Ward:

in Parent's Home
Elgewhere or Free lome
~ in Foster Home

in Group Home

in Paid Institution

Review test reports frem Niagara - Meeting of Advisory/
Work Group in Niagara, including test workers and
sSupervisors.

Revise and finalize CWARP Fomms.
TFinalize testing phase criteria ardl instrument for CWARP

review.

Orientation of Reviewer and preparation for reéview of 5
test cases in Niagara. ‘

On location review of test cases.

On loeation review with A/W Group, Reviewer, and CAS staff

of criteria and precedures for CWARP.

Continue CWARP review in Niagara CAS.

»= Revise and Finalize review criteria and procedures.

Caplete review Niagara, Oxford and Durham.
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Comments

nwogress ean be measured by their prades and eiedits earned,
prog ) B

The last final veport card on file (where applicable) is used to determine
progress. ‘Cannof determine” is (o be used when there is no information about
the child’s educational progress in the last year, *Cannol determine ig not used
when the review oceurs before the irst term repoit eavd is due, In these cases,
use the most recent report card on [ile.

Comment on how well the child’s educational needs are being met. The
Society isexpecled to ensure that the child’s education program corresponds fo
hig or her aptitude and abilitics. Comment on any educational support(s) being
accessed, and/or issue a recommendilion if supports should be considered.

Does child have
special needs?

Primary
Diagnosis

Qther Diagnosis

Primary
Behavioural
Issues:

For the purposes of this review, a child is considered 1o have ‘special needs’ il
he or she has been clinieally diagnosed by a health or mental health
professional, [I"there is no formal diagnosis, indicate ‘No”, For the purposes
ol this review, a child is not considered to have ‘special needs’ solely on the
basis of behavioural issues or soley on the basis of being in counselling,

It the child has speeial needs, there should be a speeifie plan in place to
address the ehild’s needs.

Please delete any diagnosis that appears automatienlly on sereen, This list
has been brought forward from the previous year, [ the child has *special
needs’, idenlify the most significant diagnoesis (that which efTects the child’s
day-to-day Tunctioning the- most), under the ‘Primary Diagnosis® list. Fnter
any othier significant diagnosis in the ‘Other Diagnosis’ list. Check as many
as apply. For the purposes of this review, Tourrette Syndrome is classified
as a neurological disorder. Conduet Disorder, Opposifional Defiant
Disorder, Autistic Disorder and Qbsessive-Compulsive Disorder are
considered psychiatrie diagnoses.

Indicate “Other Digability’ only if the diagnosis does nol fit into any
available calegory. Consult with other leam members before nsing this
category. Other diagnosis must have been made by a hiealth or mental health
professional.

Behavioural issues refer only to behaviour that ig of clinical significance.
Generally, this will refer to bebuviow that presents a risk to the child or others.

Complete (his section in the same manner as above, For the putposes of the
review, aggression includes all types of aggression lowards othiers, such as
physical assault, verbal attacks, [ire setting, stealing, or other harm to others.
The use of the ‘Other’ calegory is limited only 1o that behaviour that eannol be
included in any of the specified catepories. Consull with others belore using

Crowvn Ward Review Procedure Mama!
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L. CAS Plans ol Care:

2. Supervisory
endorsements

3. Supervising Sociely:

¢, Outside Resources:

For Foster Care Licensing
Purpose Only:

Crovn Ward Review Mrocedure Muioul
Lt Revisel: Septensber 2004

Answer all fields relevant (o the ehild’s placement planning in (he
past 12 months. Indicate N/A for any area that did not apply lo (he
child, 1fa child was placed in an OPR selting, supervised by
another CAS and placed in CAS foster care, all four areas should
be compleled either *Yes' or ‘No’, not B/A. Auswer ‘Yes’ toa
question only iff all required documentation was compleled
within the specified time frames otherwise, indicale “No®,

A ¢hild 12 or older has the right to participate in the development
of his or her own plan of eare. Comment il the child does nol
appear lo have participaled in the planning.

Foster care standards do not apply when child placed in:
o Quiside Paid Resources (OPR)
o Youth Justice (YCIA)

Plans of care are 1o be completed within 30 days of a child’s ;
placement, reviewed within 90 days of the 30-day plan of care and
every 90 days therealter,

For purposes of the review, 30-day plans of care are considered
late if not completed 45 days of the date of placement. Other
plans are considered late i not completed within six weeks of the
due date. A missing plan of eare would result in a diveetive, as
would twao late plans of enre,

The supervisory endorsement is vequired for CAS plans of care
and is to be evidenl within six weeks ol the date the plan was due,

The timing of these plans of care depend on the Lype of
placement — OPR or CAS resource,

O plans of eave are to be completed within 30 days of the
child’s admission, reviewed or amended 90 days affer and every
six months therealter, Direclives are issued using the same
principles as for CAS Plans of Care. (See #1 above). If the plans
of care for a child in oo outside paid resource meet the above
requirenents, they are *in compliance” regardless of who the
author was — CAS or the OPR, provided both parlies were
involved in the planning process,

This lteld will appear il the ¢hild is in foster carve, Note thal the
[oster care section applies to all children who are placed in CAS
foster care,

Toster eare standards do not apply when child placed in

o Outside Paid Resources (OPR)

10
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a) 7-day visit

b) 30-day visi

¢y minimum 90-day visit

d) private visits

2: DOCUMENTATION
a) child’s family history

b) annual medical

Crrown Waird feview Pracedure vanual
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child within seven days of the mosl vecent placement, A change
of primary earegivers constitutes a change of placement for the
child, A directive is issued unless there is a compelling reason the
Sociely did not meet ils obligation. In such a case the file is
deemed not in compliance, with no directive issued. N/A is to be
indicated if the child is in a YCIA setling.

T'his is considered “in compliance” if the caseworker visited the
child within 30 days of the most reeent placement. A divective is
to be issued unless there is a compelling reason the Society did not
meet its obligation, In such a case the [ile is deened nof in
compliance, with no directive issued, N/A is 1o be indicated if the
child ig in YCIA selting, !

I'his is considered in compliange if the caseworker visits the child
at least once every 90 days. A directive is issued if this has not
oecurred,

A directive is issued if (he child is nol seen privately each quavter.
This could be at the beginning of one quarter and the end ol the
next and still be ‘in compliance.”

A comprehensive soeial history is vequived, Ideally, this should
be a “stand alone™ document. The history should include clear
information about the child, e child’s history prior to coming
info care, the reéason for the ehild’s admission and subsequent
Crown wardship, the efforts made fo address the problems that led
lo admission and the involvement of the parent(s) and family

<

members in these decisions,

[t should include information about the parents, siblings and
extended family, including identifying information, personality
deseriptions, strengths, problems, stresses and conflict in the
Family, the parent(s) acceptance of Crown wardship, the parent’s
cooperation with plan of care and aceess arrangements.

‘I'he rationale lor significant decisions made and the child’s
significant experiences in care should be clearly documented.
Additional sreas o address include the child’s health, physical and
emolional development, personality and behaviour, academic
history, separation and placement history and strengths or
interests,

This is considered “in compliance” even i the information is
scattered throughout the file. Where appropriate, a
recommendation can be made to enhance the social history.
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o) develop plan of care
that addresses the child’s
specilic needs

) annual school report

i) discussion of vights

) residential plans of care

3 Comply with ferms
of Court order
d: Status review

Crown Wind Review Procedure Mannad
Lst Revised: Sepicinber 2004

CAS foster care plans of care require supervisory endorsement. A
directive is (o be issued if one 30 day plan of eare endorsement iy
more than 45 days and more than one 3 maonth plan of care in the
past 12 months does not have a supervisory endorsement within 6
weelts of the due date. N/A 18 to be indicated 1T the ehild isin g
YCIA selting.

This directive is to be ravely used only if' the most recent plan of
care is unsatisfactory, Most plans of care that ‘need worl? can be
addressed by mieans of a recommendation to enbance the plan of
care.

An annual school report is required. A final report card or case

recording is required indicating the child’s academic aptitude and
14 Pl

propress, any special educational needs and academie results in the
last 12 months. A directive 1s to be issued if this information

is noton lile. N/A is10 be used il the ¢hild is nol in a school
program.

A directive is to be issued if the child’s rights are not discussed
and documented annnally and within 30 days of the child®s most
recenl placement, A change of primary caregivers constilules a
change of placement for the child

The formal discussion of rights should take place by the ehild’s
i birthday if the child iy capable of understanding his or her
vights. Younger children should receive a simplified explanation
ol rights. A recommendation may be made fo review the child’s
vights with the caregiver if the child is too young or his/her
special needs preclude hinmv/her from vderstanding his/her rights.

For children in OPR settings, plans of care are Lo be developed,
amended or reviewed within 30 days of a child’s placement in a
new setting, reviewed within 90 days of the 30-day plan of care
and every six months thereafter. Any chunge of placement
within an outside 1esource requivey o review ol the plan of eare,

Directives are issued using the same principles as for CAS Plans
of Care (sce d & e above), 11 the plans ol care for o child in an
outside resource meet the above requirements, they are ‘in
compliance’ regardless who the authorwas —~ CAS or the OPR,
provided both parties were involved in the planning process.

A directive is 1o be issued if the Socicly is nol complying with the
ferms of the courl order, ie, a child seeing a person subject (o a
“no access” order. W adaplion is a long-term plan, discuss (he
issue wilh the Tenm Lead and agency representalive,
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rights and the ehild’s rights have not been reviewed with the
caregiver in the past 12 months.

Tile a Serfous Ocenrrence: Do not recommend thal ain OPR file a serious oceurrence for physical
restraints; do however, make a recommendation to file a serious
oceurrence if the physieal resteaint oceurred in a foster placement.

Imumigration/Citizenship: If o Crown ward does not have Canadian citizenship, a
recommendation may be made to the Sociely to pursue eitizenship on
the child’s hehalf,

swrvivor Compensation:

Medication:

For the purposes of this review, children are considered at *high 1isk” when they exhibit the
behavioural eharvacteristics listed. There is also room to add other indicators if necessary. For the
purposes of this review, “high risk® children are those who are al risk of harming themselves
and/oy others, I follow-up action is required by the Sociely, it is to be senf (o both the Program
Supervisor and the CWRU. The aclion required should explicitly be stated in the *Action required
by Sociely” field. The follow-up due date should consistently be set 1o 30 days after the Post
Reviesw Conference. If the Sociely is alieady taking the necessary action 1o protect the child, state
this. In this case, no additional *follow-up’ is required.

Questionnaires and Interviews

The questionnaires aitd initerviews are confidential unless there is information indicating that a
child or other person s at visk of harm. In thal case, the reviewer can ensure that the.appropriate
Society staff is informed and the child is awarce that this is occurring. The questionnaires and
inferviews may assist the reviewer in formulating reconimendations for the Society’s consideration.
For example, if'a child indicales that he does not know why he became a Crown ward, the reviewer
may recommend that the child’s history be reviewed with the child.

[ a ¢hild requests an interview, all reasonable efforts should be made to see the child in person.
The CWRU seervelary gives lhe names of those requesting interviews Lo the Society. The Sociely
will arrange the interviews. A child may be interviewed after the review if the child is living
outside the geographic area, Telephone interviews are only to be undertaken as a lasl resort,

The reviewer is to ask gencral questions to elicit information about to how the child is doing in care
and whether he or she is aware of his or her vights, Afler the completion of the interview, the
reviewer will wiite a synopsis of the interview on the Jnferview Review Form.
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APPENDIX B: Eligibility Spectrum 2006 Sections

SECTION SCALE
SECTION 1 1. Physical Force and/or maltreatment
Physical/Sexual Harm by Commission [ 2. Cruel/Inappropriate Treatment
3. Abusive Sexual Activity
4. Threat of Harm
SECTION 2 1. Inadequate supervision
Harm by Omission 2. Neglect of Child’s Basic Physical

Needs

3. Caregiver Response to Child’s
Physical Health

4, Caregiver Response to Child’s
Mental, Emotional Development
Condition

5. Caregiver Response to Child
Under 12 Who Has Committed
a Serious Act

SECTION 3
Emotional Harm/Exposure to Conflict

1. Caregiver Causes and/or Caregiver
Response to Child’s Emotional Harm
or Risk of Emotional Harm

SECTION 4
Abandonment/Separation

1. Orphaned/ Abandoned Child

2. Caregiver-Child Conflict/
Child Behaviour

SECTION 5
Caregiver Capacity

1. Caregiver Has History of Abusing/
Neglecting

2. Caregiver Inability to Protect

3. Caregiver with Problem

4, Caregiving Skills

Indicate ‘CD’ if the information is not found in the Social History.

APPENDIX B
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