




Tennessee Department of Children's Services
Tennessee Child Abuse Hotline Summary

Participant(s)

Name:

Partipant ID:MaleGender: Date of Birth:

26 YrsAge:SSN: Race:

Address:

Deceased Date:

YesAlleged Perpetrator:

NoDCS Foster Child:

School/ ChildCare Comments:

External History Search Results:

DCS History Search Results:

DCS Intake Search Results:

Contact:

Contact Type:

Contact Comments:
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services
Tennessee Child Abuse Hotline Summary

Name:

Partipant ID:MaleGender: Date of Birth:

 9 MosAge:SSN: Black/AfricanRace:

Address:

Deceased Date:

NoAlleged Perpetrator:

NoDCS Foster Child:

School/ ChildCare Comments:

External History Search Results:

DCS History Search Results:

DCS Intake Search Results:

Contact:

Contact Type: CELL

Contact Comments:
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services
Tennessee Child Abuse Hotline Summary

Name:

Partipant ID:FemaleGender: Date of Birth:

23 YrsAge:SSN: Race:

Address:

Deceased Date:

NoAlleged Perpetrator:

NoDCS Foster Child:

School/ ChildCare Comments:

External History Search Results:

DCS History Search Results:

DCS Intake Search Results:

Contact:

Contact Type:

Contact Comments:
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services

Child Protective Service Investigation Summary
and Classification Decision of Child Abuse/Neglect Referral

Case Name : Investigation ID:

Summarize witnesses’ descriptions of what they saw and what they believe indicates child abuse/neglect:

Summarize any other evidence or factors that support the investigative finding(s) for the allegation(s) of
abuse/neglect:

Distribution Copies: Juvenile Court in All Cases
District Attorney in Severe Child Abuse Cases
Regional Supervising Attorney

grandchild in their family.  He denied any criminal history, mental health diagnosis and drug use history.  He was asked
what they have for  to sleep in and he stated that they have a $300 crib set up for 

This CPSI asked  if he felt comfortable speaking with this CPSI about what had occurred on Friday (5/22).  He
stated that he didn't mind. He stated that he got off work at around 7am and had a flat tire and ran out of gas. He stated
that he had not slept in a day. He had to wait on someone to change the flat and then had to get the tire fixed.  He stated
that once he got home he told  to go get some food. He stated that he was lying down in bed on his left side
and   in the center of the bed on his back before she left. He stated that he remembers adjusting
the position of his  body while he was asleep. He stated that 45 minutes later,  return home and
she screamed and he jumped up. He stated that he knew what to do regarding CPR but he just couldn't it. He stated that
some neighbors came to help but he doesn't know who they were. He stated that he thinks one of them live in the
apartment directly under him. He stated that he wants to thank them for saving  because without them 
would be a lot worse.  He was asked if he can think of anything that this CPSI could assist him and his family with at this
time and he stated housing. He explained that  is not going to go back to that apartment because it will be too
traumatizing for her. This CPSI suggested that he explain the situation to the apartment manager to see if he could switch
units and to let this CPSI know if that doesn't work so we can discuss a different option.

Reporter states:  resides with birth parents  in 
 There are no other adults or children reported to be in the home.  is currently at 
 on the . On Friday (5-22-15),  was taken to the hospital unresponsive and it was initially believed

that he would not survive  was sleeping with his father , for a nap. The two had been sleeping for about
an hour before  mother  returned home. When got home, she discovered the father had rolled
over and apparently had shifted in his sleep. His arm was covering  airway.  was unresponsive and taken
to the hospital, where he has been since Friday. The current prognosis is poor for , it is believed he has an anoxic
brain injury (due to lack of oxygen). There is concern that this is progressive and will result in brain death. There are no
physical signs of trauma for  (bruises, marks, etc.).  was contacted on Friday and it was believed a
report was filed with DCS, but it was not. Both parents were interviewed by  There are no "red flags" noted
and everything appeared consistent at the scene with the explanation the parents provided. Everything appears
consistent medically with the explanation that the parents provided. It is unknown if  is on a respirator at this time.
There are no known patterns of abuse with the family or law enforcement involvement. No charges have been filed at this
time. There is no mental illness or domestic violence in the home.

The Department of Children's Services (DCS) Child Protective Services (CPS) received a referral on 05/26/2015 with an
allegation of Lack of Supervision regarding child, .  The allegation of Neglect Death was later
added. The report to DCS listed the birth father,  as the alleged perpetrator. There is not a preponderance
of evidence to substantiate the allegations of Child Neglect Death or Lack of Supervision. The case will be closed and
classified as Allegation Unsubstantiated / Perpetrator Unsubstantiated for the allegation of Child Neglect Death and Lack of
Supervision.
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services

SDM       Safety AssessmentTM

Family Name:

County:

TN DCS Intake ID #:

Worker:

Assessment Type:

Date of Assessment: 5/26/15 12:00 AMDate of Referral: 5/26/15 12:36 PM

Number of Children in the Household: 1

Assessment

Initial

Directions: The following factors are behaviors or conditions that may be associated with a child being in immediate danger
of serious harm. Identify the presence of absence of each factor by making either "yes" or "no". Note: The vulnerability of
each child needs to be considered throughout the assessment. Children ages zero through six cannot protect themselves.
For older children, inability to protect themselves could result from diminished mental or physical capacity or repeated
victimization.

Section 1: Immediate  Harm Factors

Yes No

1.X Caretaker caused serious physical harm to the child, or made a plausible threat to cause serious
physical harm in the current investigation indicated by (check all that apply):

Serious injury or abuse to child other than accidental.

Death of a child due to abuse or neglect.

Care taker fears that s/he will maltreat the child.

Threat to cause harm or retaliate against the child.

Excessive discipline or physical force.

Drug-affected infant/child.

Methamphetamine lab exposure.

X 2. Child sexual abuse is suspected, and circumstances suggest that the child's safety may be of
immediate concern.

X 3. Caretaker fails to protect the child from serious harm or threatened harm by others. This may include
physical abuse, sexual abuse, or neglect.

X 4.

X 5. The family refuses access to the child, or there is reason to believe that the family is about to flee.

X 6. Caretaker does not meet the child's immediate needs for supervision, food, clothing, and/or medical or
mental health care.

X 7. The physical living conditions are hazardous and immediately threatening to the health and/or safety of
the child.

X 8. Caretaker's current substance abuse seriously impairs his/her ability to supervise, protect, or care for the
child.

X 9. Domestic violence exists in the home and poses a risk of serious physical and/or emotional harm to the
child.
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Caretaker's explanation for the injury to the child is questionable or inconsistent with the type of injury,
and the nature of the injury suggests that the child's safety may be of  immediate concern.
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services

SDM       Safety AssessmentTM

X 10. Caretaker describes the child in predominantly negative terms or acts toward the child in negative ways
that result in the child being a danger to self or others, acting out aggressively, or being severely
withdrawn and/or suicidal.

X 11. Caretaker's emotional stability, developmental status, or cognitive deficiency seriously impairs his/her
current ability to supervise, protect, or care for the child.

X 12. There is a pattern of prior investigations and/or behavior that suggests an escalating threat to
child safety.

X 13. Other (specify)

If no immediate harm factors are observed, proceed to Section 3

If no immediate harm factors are present, go to Section 3. If one or more immediate harm factors are present, consider
whether safety interventions one through eight will allow the child to remain in the home for the present time. Check the
item number for all safety interventions that will be implemented. If there are no available safety interventions that would
allow the child to remain in the home, indicate by checking item nine or ten, and follow procedures for initiating a voluntary
agreement or taking the child into protective custody. Mark all that apply:

Section 2: Safety Interventions

Non-Protective Custody Interventions:

Intervention or direct services by worker as part of a safety plan.1.

2. Use of family, neighbors, or other individuals in the community as safety resources.

3. Use of community agencies or services as immediate safety resources.

4. Have caretaker appropriately protect the victim from the alleged perpetrator.

5. Have the alleged perpetrator leave the home, either voluntarily or in response to legal action.

6. Have the non-offending caretaker move to a safe environment with the child.

7. Legal action planned or initiated - child remains in the home.

8. Other (Specify):

Protective Custody Interventions:

9. Caretaker signs a voluntary placement agreement that places the child in Department of Children Services
(DCS) custody.

10. Child placed in protective custody pursuant to 37-1-113 and 37-1-117 because no interventions are available to
adequately ensure the child's safety.
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Tennessee Department of Children's Services

SDM       Safety AssessmentTM

Section 3: Safety Decision

Identify the safety decision. This decision should be based on the assessment of all immediate harm factors, safety
interventions, and any other information known about the family. Mark only one.

X 1.           No immediate harm factors were identified at this time. Based on currently available information, there are
no children likely to be in immediate danger of serious harm.
Safe.

2. Conditionally Safe.                                  One or more immediate harm factors are present, and one or more protecting interventions
#1-8 have been planned or taken. Based on protecting interventions, no protective custody action is necessary
at this time.

3.               One or more immediate harm factors are present, and placement is the only protecting intervention (#9
or #10) possible for one or more children. Without placement, one or more children will likely be in danger of
immediate or serious harm.

Unsafe.

All children placed.

One or more children being placed in protective custody, but others remain in the home.
Complete the status of each child below only when one or more children are being removed,
but others remain in the home:

Children Removed

Children Not Removed

Case Manager:

Team Leader:

Date:

Date:
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