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2J 11. Summary Descriptions
Current

needs.

3. Very little motivation to meet
child's needs.

2. Motivated to meet child's needs,
but caregiver has multiple
impediments to solving problems.
1. Motivated to meet child's needs,
but caregiver has some impediments
to solving problems.

0. Motivated to meet child's needs,
and caregiver has no impediments
to solving problems.

9. Insufficient information to make a
rating.

Mrs. Major has always been motivated to mest her children's needs. She has them enrolled in karate and other

activities for them to socialize. Mr. Major apparently has been
Major has not followed through with Society recommendations

using the children in a way to get at Mrs. Major. Mr.
and has refused to cooperate with the Society instead

he has been blaming MS. Major and denying any abuse that he has perpetrated on MS. Major. Mr. Major has been
given clear expectations but has not followed through with them. MS. Major has cooperated fully with the worker
followed through with recommendations and has met with the worker and signed consents as necessary.

Previous Assessments (Will show the last 2)
No Previous Assessments Listed
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2) 12. Summary Descriptions
Current

Mrs. Major has fled her circumstances. Once the criminal charges were dropped for the second time and the custody
battle began to loom over her she decided to flee to parts unknown with her children. Up to this point she was

cooperating and following through with recommendations offered by the Society. Mr. Major has not followed through
Society recommendations and‘has-refu_s_@g,'t_g_‘gg'qggrg}’e‘vw‘kpstbg‘society instea

witr

Major and denying any abuse that he has perpetrated on MS. Major.

4. Refuses to cooperate.
3. Cooperates minimally, but resists
intervention.
2. Cooperates, but poor response
to interventions.
1. Cooperates, with generally
appropriate response to
intervention.
0. Cooperates with intervention.
9. Insufficient information to make a
rating.

d he has been blaming MS. %/6 ‘

Mr. Major has been given clear expectations but

has not followed through with them. MS. Major has cooperated fully with the worker followed through with
recommendations and has met with the worker and signed consents as necessary.

Previous Assessments (Will show the last 2)
No Previous Assessments Listed

e e LT e s L R S




MOTIVE!!! 

FACT:  Even CAS admits Sherry fled not out of supposed “safety” concerns, but rather out of concerns of (losing) a custody battle.
Dan’s Notes:
-How the hell was I possibly “using the children”??  I hadn’t seen them in 22 months!!!  CAS notes admitted I didn’t need to give them another psych assessment, especially since I had already done so. 
-“Mr. Major … has been blaming Ms. Major and denying any abuse he has perpetrated on Ms. Major”
-Of course I denied abuse!  The CAS knew Sherry was a chronic liar – and a fraud artist.

-How has Ms. Major “cooperated fully with the worker”?  Was this by taking the criminal step of absconding out of the province to N.S. with my children, just as the CAS had coached/encouraged her to do?
-once again, CAS fully turns a blind eye to everything Sherry does – including much CRIMINAL activity

-once again, CAS blames Dan for anything and everything – as usual, they do so without merit to support their position – their only reason to label me is due to Sherry’s KNOWN LIES since they have already admitted their awareness that she is a “chronic liar” – their actions now are simply to further their cause to hide their mistakes!!!
-CAS claims Sherry fled to “parts unknown” despite being fully aware she had headed to a Transition House in Halifax, NS since they had coached/encouraged her to make this move for the last 1-1/2 years!!!  About 2-3 weeks later in the CAS file Sienko actually calls Sherry and noted “LM”.  He obviously left her a message.  How could he have possibly left her a message unless he knew her telephone number!!!  He knew she was in NS and was obviously just touching base to ensure she arrived there safely! 

-the CAS notes 2003-11-10 clearly acknowledge they knew Sherry intended to move out of the province

-CAS notes 2003-11-28 STRONGLY question Sherry’s mental/emotional health, awareness she is a chronic liar, and her undiagnosed pathology yet THEY REMARKABLY HAVE NO CONCERNS ABOUT THE CHILDREN’S WELFARE!!
 

-What a load of crap!!  They knew they screwed up and by having Sherry “disappear” and then refuse to cooperate with me as to ever locating them then they could hide all their screw-ups!!!
