COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

Elaine Bobick DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE Phone (412) 565-2339
Regional Director OFFICE OF CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES Fax: (412) 565-7808
" 11 Stanwix Street
Suite 260

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15222

REPORT ON THE NEAR FATALITY OF:

Date of Birth: [I2010
Date of Near Fatality Incident: 06/08/2011

The family was known to Children and Youth Services.
The family was known to other/private social service agencies.

REPORT FINALIZED ON: 04/19/2013

This report is confidential under the provisions of the Child Protective Services Law and cannot be
released. ‘
(23 Pa. C.8. Section 6340)

Unauthorized release is prohibited under penalty of law.
(23 Pa. C.S. 6349 (b)




Reason for Review:

Senate Bill 1147, Printer’'s Number 2159 was signed into law on July 3, 2008. The bill
became effective on December 30, 2008 and is known as Act 33 of 2008. As part of
Act 33 of 2008, DPW must conduct a review and provide a written report of all cases of
suspected child abuse that result in a child fatality or near fatality. This written report
must be completed as soon as possible but no later than six months after the date the
report was registered with ChildLine for investigation.

Act 33 of 2008 also requires that county children and youth agencies convene a review
when a report of child abuse involving a child fatality or near fatality is indicated or when
a status determination has not been made regarding the report within 30 days of the
oral report to ChildLine. Erie County has convened a review team in accordance with
Act 33 of 2008 related to this report. Their findings will be summarized in this report.

Family Constellatlon
Name: Relationship: Date of Birth:

Victim Child 2010
Mother 1979
Sibling ' 2007
Maternal Grandmother Unknown

“Boyfriend to MGM (Perpetrator) !1 965

Father of =- 1987
(Suspected FA of )

Notification of Child Near Fatality: ‘ ' .

The child had what was believed to be an || NG| GGNEEEEE hilc in the care of the
alleged perpetrator. The alleged perpetrator contacted ambulance services, which
transported the child to the emergency room | EEEEEENEGEGEGEEE. U-on
arrival, there were immediate concerns of head trauma. A CT scan was conducted and
it was determined that the child had ||| IGcTcNEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE -
report was made to Childline, who determined the report to be assigned to the
Department of Public Welfare, Western Regional Office of Children, Youth and Families
(OCYF), as the child was placed in a klnshlp home through Allegheny County Children,
Youth and Family (CYF).

- Summary of DPW Child Near Fatality Review Activities:

The OCYF Regional Program Representative conducted the Child Protective Services
(CPS) investigation related to this report, as the child was placed in a kinship home
through _ a contracted kinship agency through Allegheny County
Children, Youth and Families. Additionally, the Regional Program Representative
reviewed the active case file provided by Allegheny County CYF for this family, as well
as the prior history. The file included the investigation summaries, demographic




information, risk/safety assessments and safety plan, and progress notes. Also’
reviewed were the records provided by the
interview

conducted with the victim child’s sibling. Additionally, the OCYF Regional Program
Representative attended and presented information at the Allegheny County Near
Fatality Review team meetlng

Summary of Services to Family:

Children and Youth Involvement prior to Incident:
Allegheny County Children, Youth and Family have a history of involvement with this
family, dating back to 2008 prior to the date of birth of the victim child. On December
14, 2008, the family was referred to Allegheny County CYF due to the parents’ ||}
“well as the parents’ inability to provide a safe environment for then 18-month
old , the victim child’s sibling. During the assessment of this referral, the
agency learned that |l had been in the care of the maternal grandmother, on
and off, since December 4, 2008. It was learned that the parents had an extensive
history without treatment, were homeless, and engaged in domestic

violence.

On May 15, 2009, a report was received that both parents were || TG

— e Was burned with four cigarettes and was left
in the same d|rty clothes for days at a tlme Aliegheny County CYF was looking for the
mother, who was running amongst “ was
again placed with the maternal grandmother. The maternal grandmother’s boyfriend,

the perpetrator in this case, was not to be in the house until his clearances were
reviewed by the Court.

Emergency custody authorization was granted to Allegheny County CYF for the victim
child i on January 3, 2010. She was placed with the maternal grandmother
because of the mother's unaddressed [ issues, and because her older sister was
already in her care.

- On March 18, 2011, it was learned that the mother had been arrested and incarcerated
in the |G - - adited to the Allegheny County
Jail. She was released on the same day, and reportedly staying with a friend. On April
26, 2011, the Court ordered the termination of parental rights of the mother and father
of . and an adoptive home study was completed on the maternal grandmother
for the adoption of

Circumstances of Child Near Fatality and Related Case Activity:
The six month-old child and her five year old sister were placed in a licensed kinship

care home with their maternal grandmother and the maternal grandmother’s fiancé due
to the birth parents’ longstanding history ﬁ




On Tuesday, June 7, 2011, the child was treated at
emerﬁency room for | I having presented with symptoms

The followini dai, Wednesday, June 8, 2011, the child presented with ||| EGczNNE

while in the care of the maternal grandmother’s fiancé. The
maternal grandmother was at work when this occurred.

The child presented with

The child was evaluated in serious condition

On Thursday, June 9, 2011 laced an

The child remained relatively stable, however she developed significant

The child was || NG o~ Ju!y 10, 2011 and placed in |

foster care. Due to the severity of the child’s injuries, regular medical care is required to
maintain the child’s health.

Current Case Status:

On June 11, 2011, three days after the near fatality incident, the mother of the victim
child, was found dead h
I

The sibling to the victim child was interviewed at the ||| EGcNNTNGNGNG
h on June 16, 2011, due to concerns raised by the

Western Regional Office that she may have knowledge of how her five-month old
sibling was injured, or to be able to provide information related to home circumstances.
The interview was attended by representatives from the Pittsburgh Police Department
and Allegheny County Children, Youth and Families, as the Western Regional Office of
Children, Youth and Families was unavailable to attend due to a scheduling conflict.
During the |l interview, the victim child’s sibling reported that * as she
referred to the perpetrator, “gets angry i beats her butt with his hand.”
When asked if anything else happened when the perpetrator was angry, the victim
child’s sibling reported “he (Il kicks her butt with his foot” and that she had
witnessed mad more than one time with-




The child was | NN o Ju!ly 10, 2011 and placed in | IR

foster care. Due to the severity of the child’s injuries, regular medical care is required to
maintain the child’s health. Because of the incident ﬁ sibling was also placed
into the agency’s care in another foster home. The Court ordered that the siblings are
to be placed together when |l possible for the victim child. Additionally, the
alleged father is to have paternity testing completed. If he is found to be the father of
the child, supervised visitation is to occur when the child is medically cleared. It was
also ordered that the perpetrator is to have no contact with the child.

The Western Region OCYF determined the child protective services investigation to be
indicated on August 2, 2011, naming the maternal grandmother’s fiancé as the
perpetrator. Timelines placed the alleged perpetrator as the sole person responsible for
the care of the child at the time the child sustained the injuries listed in the h
report. :

The suspected father of the child, | | | Il vas arrested on August 12, 2011, via
a Bench warrant for aggravated assault and a violation of probation, and was
incarcerated in the Allegheny County Jail. In conjunction with the Courts and CYF,
genetic testing was ordered and to be completed by September 14, 2011. This did not
occur prior to his release from jail, and he has not come forward to be tested.

On September 19, 2011, the perpetrator was arrested by the Pittsburgh Police for
Aggravated Assault (F1) and Endangering the Welfare of a Child (M1). The perpetrator
posted $25,000 monetary bail on September 21, 2011 and was released from the
Allegheny County Jail. On September 30, 2011, the perpetrator waived the Preliminary
Hearing and the case was transferred to the Court of Common Pleas. A formal
arraignment was held on November 18, 2011. The Jury Trial was scheduled for
February 23, 2012 before the Honorable * however had been
continued three times, with the last being June 18, 2012, at which point a Bench
Warrant was issued for the perpetrator, as he failed to appear for the scheduled Jury

Trials. On June 21, 2012, the perpetrator was arrested in conjunction with the Bench
- Warrant, and is currently awaiting trial in the Allegheny County Jail.

Initially, visitation between the children was not scheduled, as the || EEGzGzGNG
questioned the impact of visits on the victim child’s medical conditions. Allegheny
County obtained medical clearances from the treating physicians, which allowed for
visits to occur between the siblings weekly. The victim child and her sibling remain in
separate foster homes, as the victim child requires a very high level of care, with
‘multiple doctors’ appointments, muitiple service providers and constant medical care.
Allegheny County CYF continues to search for a foster parent who is able and willing to
care for the comiplex needs of the victim child, as well as her sibling. Two additional
relatives have stepped forward, stating that they wish to care for the children. These
family members are being explored by the County.




County Strengths and Deficiencies and Recommendations for Change as

Identified by the County’s Child Fatality Report:

Act 33 of 2008 also requires that county children and youth agencies convene a review
when a report of child abuse involving a child fatality or near fatality is indicated or when
a status determination has not been made regarding the report within 30 days of the
oral report to ChildLine. Allegheny County has convened a review team in accordance
with Act 33 of 2008 related to this report.

Strengths: The County did not identify any strength related to this near fatality
report.

Opportunities for Improvement: The County did not identify any opportunities for
improvement related to this near fatality report.

Recommendations for Change at the Local Level: The County did not identify
any recommendations for change at the local level related to this near fatality

report.

Recommendations for Change at the State Level: The County did not identify
any recommendations for change at the State level related to this near fatality
report.

Department of Public Welfare Findings:

County Strengths: There were several strengths identified by the Department,
as the County was actively involved with this family at the time of the referral,
during the Department’s CPS investigation and after the determination was
made by the Department. Allegheny County CYF, the Pittsburgh Police, and the
Department all worked in conjunction throughout the investigation. The Agency
diligently searched for appropriate foster homes for the children, after completing
the appropriate safety assessments and developing well structured safety plans.
They used the Courts when appropriate, and have maintained regular contact
with the children, service providers, medical providers and family members
involved in this case. The agency has explored family members as resources,
and has continued to attempt to place the children together in the same home to
maintain the sibling bond.

County Weaknesses: The Department did not identify any weaknesses related
to this near fatality report.

Statutory and Requlatory Areas of Non-Compliance: A Licensing and Inspection
'Summai was issued to the kinship care provider agency, “

Violations were noted in Chapters 3700 and 3680,
related to the near fatality incident that occurred in one of their licensed kinship
homes.




Department of Public Welfare Recommendations:

The Department recommends that the County continue to attempt to locate a kInShlp or
foster home that is able to care for the complex needs of the victim child, as well as the
needs of the victim child’s sibling. The County should continue regular contact with the
children, and ensure regular visitation continues to occur between the siblings until a
suitable home is found for both children to reside. Additionally, the County should
continue to work toward the primary and concurrent permanency goals related to both
children.

Adde.ndum:

Prior to the finalization of this report the regional office contacted the county agency on
April 19, 2013 to obtain an update on the current case status. The assigned county
supervisor informed the department that there had been significant changes regarding
permanency planning for both - the subject of the near fatality report, as well as
her sibling. As a result of permanency review hearings the court directed that | Il
be freed for adoption to the foster parents who were caring for her. That goal was
finalized on November 17, 2012. h sibling was returned to the care of her
grandmother on December 12, 2012. This decision was based on: the grandmother’s
adherence to service planning, her demonstrated commitment to visitation, and her
longstanding history as a care giver for the child. The court also directed that the
grandmother be considered as the adoptive resource for ||l sibling; that goal
was finalized on April 17, 2013. Subsequent to the return of the sibling to the
grandmother’s care, she and the foster/adoptive parents were able to establish a
visitation plan for the two girls; that plan remains in effect.






