IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COLE COUNTY, MISSOURI
19" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

RYAN FERGUSON,
Petitioner,
v.

DAVE DORMIRE, Superintendent,
Jefferson City Correctional Center,

N’ N S Sww? S S N S N N’

Respondent.

AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES ERICKSON

COMES NOW Charles Erickson. being duly swom and states on oath the
following:

1. My name is Charles Timothy Enckson. 1 am currently incarcerated in the
Missouri Department of Corrections, South Central Correctional Center. My DOC 1D 1s
1138775.

2. 1 am not under the influence of any drugs or alcohol. and am giving this
statement freely and voluntanly. 1 have not been promised or received anything in
exchange for this truthful statement.

3. I have personal and direct knowledge of the facts set forth in this affidavit.

4. In the tnal of State v. Ryan Ferguson, Case No. 04 CR 165368-01, 1
testified that Ryan Ferguson robbed and strangled Kent Heitholt. (R.475). Ths
testimony is false. Ryan Ferguson did not harm Kent Heitholt in any way.

5. My testimony at trial implicating Ferguson was the result of pressure and
coercion placed upon me by the police and the Boone County prosecutor’s ofﬁce..

6. Recently, after reviewing the police reports and transcripts of my

interrogation, I do not understand how the information 1 provided resulted in the

EXHIBIT

conviction of Ryan




Ferguson. 1 did not provide any of the pertinent details in my interrogation that would
support a conviction.

7. Beginning at age 14 and up 10 the date of my arrest ] was a heavy drug
user. ] expernmented with LSD, psychedelic mushrooms, peyote and cocaine. 1 was
using recreational drugs and dnnking alcohol on the night of October 31. 2001. ] had
laken 3 - 4 Adderal blue pills (10 mg). ingested one line of cocaine and consumed about
13-14 alcohalic beverages (10 sixteen ounce beers and 3-4 mixed drinks). Jt is possible
that ] also used manjuana. October 317", 2007 is the first ime ] experienced an alcoholic
blackout. Between-October 31%'. 2001 and my arrest on March 10. 2004. 1 experienced
10 to 20 additional blackouts. My memory. including my memory from that night, was
severely affected as a result of my consumption of alcohol.

8. My extensive alcohol use was never explored by the police or prosecutors
im my proffer and pre-inal preparation.

9. At nal. no one ever asked me any questions about my heavy alcohol use.
The prosecutor mentioned my using cocaine and drinking on 10/31/01 one time. (R.488).
An extensive assessment was performed on me at the University of Missouri - Columbia
on November 26”’_, 200). (Anached and incorporated herein as Exhibit *A”). The
assessment stated that "1t 1s possible that Charles has experienced a minor brain insult or
organic abnormality that has gone undetected and has gradually compromised his
cognitive abilities, memory, motivation orjudgmem.’; (page 12) The assessment also
stated that ..t is possible that Charles’ past or possible current use of substance is
impairing his memory abilities...* (page 15) The assessment concluded that “Charles
might benefit from a comprehensive neurological evaluation in an attempt to evaluate the
possibility that underlying organic structures might be compromised or
damaged.” (page 16) My assessment was in the possession of the State, my attommey and

Ferguson’s defense attorneys.



10. Jt1s my understanding that some memories can never be recovered and
other memories are not reliable as the result of an alcoholic blackout because the brain
never records the information sought to be retrieved. The police, prosecutors, and defense
attomeys never explained the possibility that I could not physiologically have
remembered any events of October 31*', 2001 afier 1 blacked out. At rial. no expert for
the defense or prosecution addressed my heavy alcohol use from October 31,2001 10
March 10. 2004.

1. I was also high on manjuana when 1 was first taken into custody and
questioned by police. The statements | made during my interrogation were the result of
being high on marijuana.

12. Prior to accepting a plea agreement. ] was provided police reports. One of
the reports reflected an mterview with an immate at the Boone County Jai)] named Richard
Walker. The report stated that Walker 1o0ld police that Ferguson had implicated himself
in the murder. ] was never told that Walker recanted his allegations against Ferguson.

13. Another police report reflected an interview with Megan Arthur. The
reporn stated that Ferguson had told Arthur that he and 1 “did something stupid™ and that
Ferguson did not want to turn himself n. 1 was never told that in a subsequent statement
given 1o Investigator Jim Miller that Megan Arthur demed making these statements.

14. Even though 1 did not remember any details about how the crime took
place during my interrogation, the reports ;fthese two mdividuals persuaded me that
Ryan Ferguson may have been involved in the murder.

15, 1'was led by police to believe that Ferguson was going to accept a plea
agreement and testify against me. Richard Walker also informed me that Ferguson was

going to take a plea in exchange for his testimony.



16. The police threatened me 10 imphcate Ferguson or else ] would be solely
responsible for Heitholt's death and be charged with first degree murder and possibly
sentenced 10 death.

17. As aresult, ] had no choice but 10 accept a plea agreement in exchange for
my testimony against Ryan Ferguson.

18. J met with Boone County prosecutor Kevin Crane numerous times prior 1o
Ryan's trial to go over my testimony.

19. Atinal ] testified that Ryan proposed that we rob someone in order to get
more money to buy more drinks. (R. 517). This tesumony 1s false. Ryan did not
propose that we rob someone to buy more drnks.

20. At tnal ] testified that we decided 10 go downtown to Commﬁ the robbery.
(R.517). This testimony 1s false. Ryan and | did not plan to go downtown to commit a
robbery.

21. Atinal ] 1estified that Ryan said. “We’re voung. we're not that big. and if
something happens. one of us might get — one of us might get messed up, and we need to
take something with us.” 1 also testified that Ryan then grabbed a tire 100l from his trunk.
(R.519). This tesumony 1s false. Ryan never suggested that we needed something for
protection. Ryan did not grab a tire tool from the trunk of his car.

22. Al lIif;ll I testified that Ryan and 1 were hiding behind a dumpster
enclosure next to the Tribune parking lot. (R. 522). This testimony is false. 1did not see
Ryan hide behind any dumpster enclosure that night.

23. At trial ] testified that Ryan stated, “We need 1o get this over with. We
need to get this over with. Just go do 1t.” (R. 524). This testimony is false. Ryan never

urged me to attack Kent Heitholt.



24. Atinal ] testified that ] saw Ryan standing over Heitholt with his foot on
Heitholt's back. strangling Heitholt with Heitholt's belt. (R. 548-50). This tesumony is
false. ] never saw Ryan standing over Heitholt. 1 never saw Ryan in possession of
Heitholt's belt. I never saw Ryan strangling Heitholt.

25. Atinal ] testified that ] saw Ryan going through Heitholt's pockets and
gomg through the car. (R.551). This tesuimony is false. ] never saw Ryan going
through Heitholt's pockets or his car.

26. Atnal ] tesufied that ] bent down 1o pick something up and Ryan said.
“That’s not ours. Don’t 1ouch that.” (R. 553). This tesumony 1s false. Ryan never 10]d
me not to touch anvithing.

27. Atnal Ttesuified that afier the killing 1 thought of the tire 100l and asked
Ryan. “Ryan. did you get tha1?” to which he replied. “Yeah.” (R. 558). This tesimony is
false. ] never asked Ryan about a tire t00). and ] never saw him in possession of a lire
100} that night.

28. At inal ] testified that Ryan put the tire 100} in a plastic bag from the trunk
of his car. (R.566). This testimony is false. 1 never saw Ryan put a tire 100l 1 a plastic
bag.

29. Atnal ] testified that 1 put the belt in the plastic bag Ryan retrieved from
his car. (R.566). This testimony is false. 1 never saw Ryan reirieve a plastic bag from
the trunk of his car.

30. At tnal ] testified that on the ride home Ryan said he would take care of -
the items in the trunk, and stated, “Don’t worry. 1’m going to take care of it. You know,
it doesn’t really matter, man. 1 always wanted to kill someone before 1 was 60 anyway,
so I just—1just accomplished that.” (R. 573, 589-90). This testimony 1s false. Ryan

never told me he would dispose of items in the trunk or that he wanted to kill someone.



37. Atnal J1esufied that Ryan called me a few months afier the murder and
told me that his dad had found Kent Heitholt's wallet. (R. 588-89). This testimony 1s
false. Rvan never told me his dad had found Heitholt's wallet.

32. At tal ] testified that ] was a hundred percent certain that Ryan and 1
commitied this cime. (R. 622). This testimony is false. 1 never witnessed Ryan commit

any robbery or murder.

33. Atnal ] testified that I 1old the cleaning lady to “ge1 help.” 1 have no
_ AT _ _
memory of asking anyone 10 “get help” on - Jor telling anvone afier
/CE

that ] had done so. (R. 813).

34 My tesumony at tria) implicating Ryan was false. My testimony was
mvoluntary and was the result of the coercion and pressure put on me by nohice and the
prosecution.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Charles Enickson

Subscribed and swom 10 before me thisGday of Feb oo, . 2011
4

) Q/—\_._J)
ﬁotar_v Public

TAMMY J CLINKENBEARD
Notary Public - Notary Seal
State of Missouri
Commissioned for Texas Coun
My Commission Expires: April 30, 2012
Commission Number: 08547544
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Reason of Referraj
Chay

of possible atiention difbculnes.

Jes 153 17-yeas old Caucasian male whe wes referred by his parents for an asses

Relevant Bisigry-
2EEVAant siory:
Charles 15 currently

m & house 1n the same aty. He

ives with his biological parents and younger sister (age 14)

reporiedly gets along with hig sister quite well. Charles 35 described by his mother as bemg

“pleasant, cooperative, loving, and inferested in the condition of his family * Charles’ extended

family has 2 sigruficant history of a number of specific medical conditions including heant diseas

hugh bj epression; and food allergies.

ocd pressure, snd stroke: alccho) abuse; de
Charles” mother stated thst there were no complications during his birth and that he

seemed 10 reach early developmental m‘]e<10n°s vathin normal time limits. He reporiedly had n

sigmificant difficalties with any develo

months. Charles s

EXHIBIT

frequent eas infections as a

colic from the age of 2-months 10 6-

pmental skills-or progressions with the exception of having

Jjoandg

on Clhime

1

Smem

enrolled as z jurior at Rock Bndge High School in Columbia, MO. He
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wjldd}mt hze had allergaes since the ace of 3-vears. and had a prolonged fever ¢f 104 .5 de prees
when he was j4-vears old. Charles™ allespies are currently kept under contra) oupk the yse of
j;;qmunmherapy that 15 debvered in the form of bi-menthly shots. His hearing and vision were
reporied 1o be within normal ranges.

Charles” mother reporied that she bebeves that he curreniy suflers Tom SVIOPIOTIIS of
mistieniyveness thal are compromusing fs scagemic performance. She also mdicaied that he CEETTIS
i have @ numbes of fimends who are fequently m ouble and whe seem 16 place Imle value on
acadermc succese She siated thsi. although s combination of rewards and TESINCUens are used m
an effort 10 help Charles perform berter n schoo) and avoid social mbachons he copnue s 10
perform at a Jevel that seems 10 be Jar below his ability and potenual.

Charles seportedly began kinderparien a1 the ape of 6-vears because he was voung
student and was deemed 10 not be readvy for school when he was first ebgble 10 artend. He
expenenced ne sipnifcant difficuhies within pre-school, kandergarten. o1 elementary schaal
despine a move from Ihnois 10 Cincinnats for third grade. Ip faci, be appears 10 bave excelled
within his classes and consistent)y earned A’s and B's through his fifib grade year. Howewver. a
review of lis acadermic records ideniibed occasional teacher comments aboul his tendencies 10
make careless mistakes when coropleting his work_ to Jack sufbcient orgamzational and Dyme
manageinen skills. and 10 po1 perform 10 his maxamum potential. During Charles™ seventh grade
vear. for which he was emolled for pumerous bonors cowrses. be earned his firsi grade of **C.”
Pror 10 has exghtb grade year, Charles and his famaly moved from Cincmpati 10 Columbia. 11 was
dunng Uns year that his grades seemed 10 drop considerably for the first ime as he earned a
number of C's as well as D*s 1o his beginning algebra class. Charles’ grades have geperally
scattered around a “"C™ average since. He has 1aken general curnculwm courses, college-prep
cowrses, and accelerated courses within Columbia’s “Tnple E” program.

There are 3 pumber of comments within Charles® acadermic records that indicate a
perception on the part of teachers that be has generally not appbed himself 10 the best of his
abibty and that be could perform much better if his schoolwork was a higher prionty. Charles has
generally avoided signmificant school-based disciplinary problems. He was suspended once in
fourth grade for brnging matcbes 1o school and once 1o exghtb grade for possession of a
counterfest bill that anotber student bad given him. |

Charles has taken group-admimstered abibiy tests on at Jeast two occasions in the past.
When m fifth grade, Charles took the Otis-Lennon School Ability Test and scored i the 917

percentile for overal] abibty and b the 97" and 77 percentiles for verbal and nonverbal abilities.-
N

5
3

He 100k the same test two years later and scored in the 84% (total), 79 (verbal), and 86™

(popverbal) percentiles.

L T



e Achevemem 1ests that Charles has tzken in cecond. thyd Afih sevenh and ejphy grades
have generally produced scores that are well above averzge. For example. while in eighh orade be
L . \ I : - " :
pTlamed scores that felj at the 73 percenile for English the 77 percentle for math, 1he 24"
5 _ _ . i o - o ,
percentie for reading. and ihe §) percenide for science reasonmg. His performance on moTe

I <1 iaTa12ed E A< < hz< howev 01 tanken ac hiohly Or 5 16+ b oTade }L““ s
reeent standaroized measures has, howen €1, poirankec as liohly On g temth ETadc FSAT]
assessment. Charles™ scores weye m ihe 517 percente for b verbal skills 1he 46" percentile foy
maidr skalls, and the 44 percentije for Wriling skalic

Charles reported 1hat s best schoo) subjecic are marketng and history, and 1hat s wors

sublect 15 math His mother sisted 1ha he 1ends 10 have difbculry anendwp 16 math s Tucton.
complenng math homework and studving for maih resic. When asked abou Tvpical SYmploms of
mnanentveness and byperacinary, Charles reponied that be has difbcuhy remaimng satisfied tends

Al

10 Jose wmportant yiems, and ofientimes forget things. Be aiso indicated that he sometmes suffers

LIGe

ay

from imopulsiviry. rapid decision-making. mMpatience. mconsistent pErfoTmance. and poo

management. Charles described his mood as being pormal and fairly stable. He indicated that he

sometlunes experiences restlessness while irymeg 10 sleep and that he ofien has difficuhy wwaking up
0 the mormng. Charles reporied that be has. 1 the pasi. snuck out of his bouse at night on a
number o]’éccasjons, He bas yeporiedly neves been in touble for stealing or damaging Property
and has pever had difhenlry with angey conmol problenis. He has. Bowever: been in touble with
the law for possession of manuana. He atiended 3 day treatient center for his regular use of
manjuana and recejved counseling from November of 1999 through January of 2000. Coumnseling
sessyons reportedly J’oéused on his regular substance use. poors deéision~ma]<jng: and poor
acadeouc performance. He has since passed repeated drug tests. Charles currently smokes
ciparetnies, denes any nﬁanjuana use. and frequently attends weekend parties.

Botb Charles and his motber indicated that he has pever had difbculry petting along with
his peefs, Mrs. Enckson reporied that be tends 10 1ak e a Jeadership role among peers and when
Orgamzing so;:iaJ events. Although a previous mieres In playing sports has decreased yecently.
Charles reportedly has a number of Jeisure activities that he enjoys that mclude playmng computer
games. sociahzing with friends, readmg. gomg 1o movies, and bstening to music. Charles’ mother
stated that he currently displays umpulsiveness, a tendency 10 hide his feelings, and hmited self-
control. She also stated that he becomes angry when he is given directions for tasks or rerminders

10 complete 1asks.

- e

Behavioral Observations: ’ o » ‘ %
Charles Enickson completed assessment 1asks across two days of testing. He displayed no

obvious pbysical oy neurological impainments during testing and was Very cooperative. Charles




rbe_s;xondeo‘ 10 guesnons and 1aske sppropnately. bui displaved linle affect while dome so. Be
x@ded 10 provide only 1he nformation 1hat was requesied and seldom mitiaied CONVErsanons wih
I?‘)C exammer. Although Charles seemed 10 be 2 likeshle and mielbgent person. ji wac SOMewhat
oijﬂjcuh 1¢ estabbsh rappor wath hirg and 1o eaus any sense of his 1boughic about and feehngs
1eward assessipent 1asks.

Jn manv msiances i appeared as thoueh Charles was anlempPNng 10 perform a1 hie hgheo
Jevel of abiny an 1asks withous exerng signibcam efforn. For example. he seemed 10 make no
eflor 10 vee TNEMOTY firalepies such a< sehearsal dunng verbal mermory tzske Dunng marh taske.
he ofientimes aniempied 16 arrve ai solutions without workang out problems oy paper and
somenmes offered responses o the Jorm of general ranges (3.6 "1's somewhere betweery 52 (0
and $2.507) rather than precise computanons. Dunog tuned intelbpence subtesis. Charle s seldom
made an effort 10 potify the examines 1hat he bad completed assessrent tasks although
BSTBCEoDs cxphicily and tepeaiediv asiked 1hat he do so_ Whey ask ed. Uharles sisied 1that he
exerted Jus best effort on assessmeni tasks and mdicated that he was genwminely motvaied 10
perform well 1 is likely that his performance on assessment tasks is an accurare reflecion of his
typical Jevels of engagement and performance. However, results may underestmaie Charles’ gue

Jevels of ability and potental.

Current Assessment Procedures:
Intake Interview

Wechsler Adult Imelligence Scale - Third Edmon (WA1S-1)

Waoodcock Johnson Tesis of Achievement - JThird Edstion (WJ-110)

Wechsler Memory Scale - Third Edition (WMS-I7)

Personabry Assessment lnven ory (PAT)

Conpers Continuous Performance Test (CPT)

Conners Aduli ADHD Rating Scale (CAARS)

Barkey Childhood and Currem Symptoms Scales — Self Report and Other Report Forms
BASC Parent Rating Scale for Adolescents

BASC Teaching Rating Scale for Adolescents

Tests Administered-
2 €518 Admmastered:

R g

WAIS-11:
The WAIS-IJ is an mdividually administered, normative-referenced tes that measures 5
cognitive abilities through a vanety of problem-solving situations. The Verbal Scale subte sis

measure verbal language processing skills, while the Performance Scale subtests Imeasure visual-
. - i



FINCOT-spznal sbibtes The WAJS-TI] ha« 4 miean 01 averace score of 10O and 5 Standarg
-dezuon of 15 The cubies scaled scores have means of 10 and Standard deviations oFf 3.

;’Cha;]esf resulis were as followe-
'
1Q Score Summanry:

Scale _ _JO Fercennie Ronk Clessificaiion
Verba) 27 93 SURENIO]
Performance 104 6] Averzoe

Full Scale 114 &2 High Average
Jndex Summoary:

Index ___Index Score  Ferceniile Ronk Classificarion
Verbal Comprebensiop 120 9] Supenor
Percepival Oy panizaton 105 63 Average
Working Memory 113 8] High Average
Processmp Speed 99 a7 Average
Svbtest Score Svmmary:

Verbal Subiesr Subresr Scaled Score

Vocabulary 14

Simlarities 17

Arrthimetic 12

Dign Span 12

Information 10

Comprehension : 16

Lemes-Number Sequencing 13

Performance Subiesr Subiest Scaled Score

Picture Compietion 1]

Digit Symbo] - Codmg 7

Block Design 1]

Matrix Reasoning 1]

Picture Arranpement 13

Symbol Search 13

WJ-1:

The WI-1T is ap mdividually administered, normative-referenced iest that measures
achievement n the areas of Reading, Writing, and Math. Areas assessed on the test include

3

)dentifying words, reading comprebension with short passages, math calculation, solving pr-'amjca;g

Mathematical problemns, and writing (including the writing mechanics of Spelling and Punctuation

and writing séntences). Each subtest and cluster score has a mean or average 0f 100 and a

Standard deviation of 15. Charles’ results were as follows:

%

Ya |
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Tubtest & Closter Standard Score Qualitative Description

Lemer-Word Idemificanon 105 Average
Fdscr:ge Cornprehension 109 Average
P2 eadmg Fluency 116 High Averape
Broad Keading Ciusier 1i6 High Average
Calculanon &8 Low Averspe
Appbed Problems 9§ Average
Math Fluency N Aversge
Broad Maik Ciusier ¢ Average
Spelbng 106G Averape
Wiming Samples 167 Average
Wrung Fluency 110G Average
Broad Wrinen Longuoge Clusier oy High 4verape
Story Recall 170 High Average
Undersiandmg Directions 105 Average
Oral Language 108 Average
To1al Arhievemen 176 HHigh Averoge
Academic Skills 7102 Average
Academic Fluency 75 High Average
Acoademic Applicarions 704 Averoge
WM S-T1:

The WMS-TIJ is an wdivmdually admmnistered normative-seferenced tesi that 1s de sigmed 10
assess persons’ abibes 10 store, process, and retrieve auditory and visual mformation. For
example. i1 assesses a person’ s ability 10 remember information that i 1s presented both visually an
verbally both mimedsately afier 7t is presented and afles a perjod of time bas passed. J1 also
assesses a person’s abibity 1o recognize stimub that bave beep presented previously. The following
results were obtained during a single testing session and are reported as standard scores with

means of 100 and standard deviations of 15.

Primary Index Standard Score Qualitative Deseription

Audntory Immedsate 89 Low Average

Visual Immediate 84 Low Average

Immediate Memory : : 84 Low Averape

Auditory Delayed 99 Average

Visual Delayed 88 Low Average ;
Audriory Recognition Delayed 80 Low Average
General Memory : ' 88 Low Average :
Working Memory - 115 - High Average S




P A ] h

) The PAY is 2 siandardized, porm-referenced 1eq designed 16 measure PETSOD'S curyen
feve) of psvchalagical funciioning. Charles’ resulic on thisest mdiczie 1hat he at1ended 1 1he
JCOTHC’DI of nems while respending 10 them and TESpONded im & Cconsistien manner Bowe “ver. s
responses may have been comewhar guarded 1 that he seemed hesitant 10 zdmm 1o OPETIEnCmE
JoveJevel siressors and shon commes thatl are yejanively commonplace. PAJ response Falieme
mdicare 1hat Charles does not exhibn Spnificam symipiems of depression. amaery. UnusLia]
thovgpht processes. Suspioousness, hosuliy. exeme mood svange. @1 substance sbuse. However,
315 impossible 10 determine whetber oy not this i< due 10 1he sbsence of aciua) SYIIPIOMS 01 16 hjs
defensive response srvle. Charles seems 10 have & Fosmve view of imself and ic generally
opnmistic. He reported]y expenences farly 1vpical Jevels of stress and hac an adequate suppor
svsiens.

Despne potenna) defensiveness on Charles’ part. his sesponse patierns produced an
elevared score fo5 the Antisocial subscale of tbe PAJ]. His response panern sugeests that Charles
may tend to be somewhat epocentric and may sometumes disrepard the feehngs and desires of
people ayound him. He may lack a sense of Jovalty 10 otbers. may not be concerned with ihe
mnpressions that others have of hm. and may ac1 ip wavs thal are mamwpulatve. Charles’
responses 1o PAJ nems also mdicate the possibibty of elevaied and frequently changing moods.
AJtbougb he 1s hikely 10 view himself as ambous, self-confident. and ouvlgong: there 1s a chance
that otbers may view him as being somewhat impatieni and demanding. He might also be Prone 1o
seeking out physical sensations and mught be somewhat impulsive.

Charles’ sesponses 10 PAT jtemns preduced relatively binile evidence of significant
psycbological disiress o7 dysfunction. However, he may exhibn hipbes Jevels of epocentrism and

Jowes Jevels of empatby thap are typical Jor otber persons of his ape.

CAARS:

The CAARS is 2 self-report instrument designed 10 measure behaviors and problermns that
are sometimes experienced by adults and are related 10 Symptoms of mattention oy byperactivity.
Amny score m the Climcally Significant range (scores > 70) supgests a high Jeve] of maladjustment.
Scores in the At-Risk range (60-70) sdentify either a significant problem that may not be severe
enough 10 require formal Ueatment or the potential for & problem developing that needs
monjtonng. Results ére reported as i-scores, with means of 50 and standard deviations of 1 0. ’
Although Charles® age is approxmnately 7-months Jower than that of the youngest members of the
-CAARS standardization sample, a decision was made 10 administer this mstrument because %
matientiveness was the primary concern that Jed 10 this evaluation. His responses were compared

10 those of persons who ranged i age from 1 8-years to 29-years old.
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Subtest Subtest Standard Score

Foan enton/Memory Problermns a6
Hyperactiwmry/Restlessness 47
Jrpulsiviv/Emetional Lahibry 23
Froblems vath Self-Concer S8
DESM-IV Inatiemive SyVmptoms 58
DEN-IV Byvperaciive. TSIV SYIDPT O 46
DEMTV ADHD Svmpioms T ota) 24
ADHD Index 44
CPy:

Tbe Conners Continuous Performance Test 1S a computer 1est desigred 10 measuy e
IHEUSITY and bl 1o sustain atention Charles was asked 10 compleie an activiry withip which
he was 1o hn a key op the computer each tme 1hat be saw a Jerier m the alphaber thar wac ey an
X7 Charles® 7esponding dunng these tasks was slower than was irue of members of s
standardization sample. bowever, be also made mark edly fewer misiakes than they did Hjs
response imes alse fluciuated more thap would be expecied suggesting that be may have had
dafbeulry anending 10 1he 1ask. He tended 10 respond partcularly slowly when Jong miervals
Occurred berween stmul presentations. However, Charles did not exhibii mcreased signs of
Inatientiveness as the 1est persisied. Marked watientiveness that would be assocated with Jooking
away from the 1es1 was also not observed. The low pumber of false-posiive Tesponses (pressing
be space bar when an "X was presented rather 1thap not responding) that were recorded
suggesied that Charles possessed above éverage perceptual sensitivity and did not tend 1o yespond
impulsively. Although the results of the CPT provide evidence that would be supportive of tbe
exastence of an atention problem, this evidence might also be explained by tbe use of an unusually

hagh Jeve) of cavtion on Charles’ paﬁ,

Barldey Childbood and Current Symptoms Scales — Sell Report Form:

Barkley Symptoms Scales are self-report forms that assess ADHD, Oppositional IDebant
Disorder (ODD), and Conduct Disorder symptoms 1 both childhood and current life. A score of
6 o7 greater is considered 10 be 2 chmically significant indicator of ADHD. A score of 4 or more is
considered 1o be an indicator of ODD, while a score of 3 or more 1s indicative of Conduct

Disorder. Charles completed botb the Childhood Symptoms and the Current Symptoms scales.

-

Results were as follows:



=Ympioms Scale Score

Chidhood Symptome Seli-Kepor Jnanemion ]
Childbood Symptoms Self-Repon Byperactiary J
< Inldhood Self-Reporn ODD 0

Chidhood Self-Repor Conduci Disorde; J
Current Svmpioms Self-Report Inaremion : G

‘“t

Lumment Svmpioms Seli-Repor Hyperaciiviry 0
Current Svppioms Self-Reporn ODD o

TR 2MIDpionms se

Barkley Chiydhood and Current Sympioms Scales — Other Repor Form-

The Barkley Svimpioms Scales - O1her Reporn Forme are surveve 1ha aegese others
perceptions of ADHD ODD. and Conduct Disordes ssmproms 1 both chaldbood and Curiem life.
Scores of 6 o1 more are considered 10 be chmcally sspnificam mdicators of ADHD SYIP10ms
Score of 4 or more are considered 10 be indicative of ODD on tha subscale. whjle scores of 2 of
BeTe @re considered sisnifeant for Copduc: Disoides. Charles” mother coropleted both the
Childbood Sympioms and the Curyep Sympioms scales A teacher who has had signific ant

mieractions with Charles also completed s rating scale. Results were as follows:

-

Symptoms Scale Rater Score
Childbood S)mplong‘Ome—Repoﬂ Inatiention Motbesy 9
Childbood Sympioms Otbes-Repon Hyperacoviry Mother 0
Chidhood Sympioms Other-Repon ODD Motbes 0
Childhood Symptoms Otber-Report CD Motber ]
Cuwrent Symptoms Otber-Report Inatiention Motbes 7
Cuarrent Symptoms Otber-Report Hyperacuviry Motber ]
Disruptive Bebavior Rating Scale-Inattention Teaches ]
Disrupiive Bebavior Rating Scale-Hyperactiviry Teacher 0
Disruptive Behavior Rating Scale-ODD Teacher 0
BASC Scales

The BASC scales are 3 group of survey instruments that are designed 10 assess botb
positive and negatjve aspects of an ndividual’s behavior and personality. Responses 1o these
surveys are compared 10 responses from a normative sarmple 1o produce comparative'raﬁngs for a
wide varjety of symptoms, strengths, and disbrders orgamzed along the dimensjons of :
Interpalizing Problems, Externalizing Problems, Schooj Problems, Adaptive Skj]ls; Cliical
Maladjustment, Schoo] Maladjustment, apd Personal Adjustment. Results for varous BASC

: . : o5
cOmposite scores and scales are expressed in the form of T-scores that bave means or averages of



~

%0 and standard devianons of 10. Resulis of the BASC-PRS (Parem Rating Scale) and B 2 SC.

TRS (Teacher Raung Scale) are as follows:

’

§

BASC-PRS

Composiie/Scaje Standard Score Guabiative Descripion
Fraernahzing Problems 67 At1-Rack
imernahzing Proviems 46 Average

Behawor Symptoms Index 52 Averape

Adaptive Skalle 49 Average
JSvperacuviny 49 Average
ALLTESSIOD s& Average

Conduct Problems 87 Clmcally Sigmificam
Apuery 16 Average
Depression 10 Low

Somatizatoan 55 - Averzpe

Atypicality 50 Average
Withdrawal 54 Average

Anieption Problems 68 A1-Rask

Socia) Skalls 5] Average
J_eadership 48 Average
BASC-TRS

Composite/Scale Standard Score Quabtative Description
Exterpahzing Problems 4] Average
Internahizing Preblems ' 43 Average

School Problems 54 Average
Bebavioral Symptoms Index 45 Average
Adaptive Skalls 48 Average
Hyperactivity 4] Average
Apgression 42 Average

Conduct Problems 43 Average
Anxiery 48 Average
Depression 42 Average
Somatization 42 Average
Attention Problems _ 56 Average
Learming Problems ' 5] Average
Atypicahty 45 Average
Withdrawal : 42 Average
Social Skalls 54 Average
Leadership , 44 Average

Study Skalls 47 Average




2 csessment Conclusions:

Charles Enckson i< o J7-year cld Caucasian male who was referred by hic Paremic for an

assessment of suspecied anention problemns He i< Currently a junyos alendmmg Rock Brdge Hioh
14
Schoo). Charles reponedly has a hisiory of zcademic difficuliies tha appear 16 have begun in
exghh grade and are marked by hus mabihim 10 anain grades 1thal would seem 1o be consisiem with
nis cogniive and academic abibmes. He a)eo hac 4 history of regu)an MaNuans use but ke pacsed
nDumeyous yecem drue tecic Teacher commenic ihal are made or recer: Tepen cards and i
conespondence wih the Erckson famniv indicate 5 percepnon that Charles cccassonall fa) 6
complete assignmens on tme and 10 COME iC ciass prepared. 1epde 1o Put forih Jess than ke bea
cfiort. and does noj place a ogh priony or scademic aclvines

ASSESSINENT Jesulls are Ikely ap sceurzre reflection of Chay e abibies and rerformance
on a daily basis. but may not have caprured his actual shility and potennal Charles’ meacyred
cogmuve abiliies were 1 the high average range and ¢qualed o1 exceeded the scores obtamed by

T o

82% of the individuals b 2ge s e WATS-ID standardizaton sample. A significant difference
was noted between his ability 10 solve lanpuage-based problems (which fell 1p the SUper oy range)
and his ability 10 solve perceprual problems (which fell in 1be average range). This discrepancy
persists when one considers moye pwre measwres of these differem abilivies such as Charles’
Verbal Comprebension and Perceprual Organizanion facior scores WAIS-TTJ results also Ssuggesi
tha1 Charles has a high average Jevel of abilin 10 s1ore and mampulate miormanon for shor
pernods of time and an average Jevel of abibtv 10 rapydly perform visual-moios lasks. An analysis
of mdrvidual WAIS-TT subtest scores suggests thai Charles: abibity 10 analyze sets of yelated
words and 10 state how ey are similar is ap area of relatjve suength. However, his abilitjes 1o .
answer questions of commop knowledge (2lthough it fell ip the average range) and 10 use a key 10
rapidly assign symbols 10 pumbers were found 10 be areas of relatjve weakmness. Charles®
easured cogmitive abibives would not appear 10 hmit his ability 10 fimction effectively on a daily
basis and 10 perform well within his current academic environment. However. it is clear that be
Tmay be better at solving problems that require the use of Janguage than solving problems 1hat
mvolve visual-spatial analysis and/oy IDO10T yesponses.

Charles® measured academic skills were geperally consisteni with Pror aptitude measures
of his reading and writing abilities in that they fell within the High Average Range and equaled or
exceeded those arlaiped by 86% (Broad Reading) and 75% (Broad Wrinten Language) of persons,
his age within the Wi-111 standardization group. Charles’ Broad Math ability fell within the
average range and equaled or exceeded 40% of the standardization sample. Nope of these scores
differed signifcantly from those that would be expecied based upon Charles® measured co gnitive
abilities. Within each of these measured academic areas, Charles' highest scores came within

subtests that required him 10 apply basic skills rapidly and accurately when under time coneraiDIS-;
. 3
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Charles” Calculztions score fell within the Jow sverape yange and sugoesied 1hat he had difficuiry
C umplmmg math problemns that were presented ip a relatively staightforward manner A closer
pok a1 Charles’ responses for these 1asks mdicates thal he made reatively careless ennors o
multiphcaton and division problems and that he had marked difhculiies working with ractions i
a wide vanelv of calculaiions. He ofientimes faded 10 use space thal was provided 16 worl oy
solunons and did not seem ic recogmze 1that some of his sohutions did not make sense for 1he {acie
07 the probiems. Eased on assessment resulie. Charles appears ic have 1he reading and Wi
shiines necesserv 1o succeed within hi high school classes. However. he may nol have the hacjc
math skalls necessary foy success vwithin advanced math cowses. Iy addimon his math drfHcuhjes
may be exacerbaed by s tendencics 10 be somewhal carelese anc 1o Jail 10 use hic Teasonmge
skalls to yewew his responses upon arrving at them.

An exammabion of Charles™ memory scares revealed relatjve ImpauTnents m his abilities in
recall and recogmze verbal informanon and 16 yecall vasual vformanon both immediately and afies
some tupe has passed. 1o fact, s Audnory Immediate. Visual Immediate, and Avditory
Recognition D&]avcd scaled scores were sipmificantly Jowes than would be expecied based upon
his measured cognitve abilities. He appeared 10 use Do intenijonal memory strategies durang
assessmoent tasks desprie the fact 1that he vwas mformed thai they were designed 10 assess his
memory. Charles’ measured memory abilities may sigmibcantly mmpay his abibiy 10 recal) and
recogmize mfernmavion thal he has beep e>posed 10 1 copversations. Jectures. and reading s and
may comprormse his academic performance across subjects. This would appear 10 be the case
even whep Charles is paying adequate anemjon as be appeared 10 be durig the assessment.
Assessed memory deficits would also seermn 10 account foy Charles’ reported difficulties in Josing
omporiant iems and forgetting imporiant information.

A personabity mventory that was administered revealed defensjve Tesponse patierns on
Charles® part and a 1endency 10 be somewhat i msensiyove 1o the peeds and ‘perspectives of others.
He 15 also likely 10 act impulsively at times. Although Charles® responses sugpesied that he does
not suffer frorn depression, amdety, thought disorders, unusually high Jevels of stress, hostabty, oy
substance abuse problems: these resulis should be mierpreted cautiously.

Mulnple self-report measures of both current and past ADHD symptoms failed 10 produce
signthcant evidence of elevated impulsivity, hyperactivity, or attentiveness. Charles also faled 1o
strongly endorse a pumber of significant symptoms of attention problems during an ADHID- based\s
mierview that was conducted. Additional surveys of Charles’ current teachers pmduccd Do f
evidence of ADHD symptomology. However, survey instruments that were comp]emd by his
mother produced ratings of significant childhood inattentiveness and shghtly elevated Jevels of S
current symptomology. These ﬁndmgs suggest that Charles may preseni himself or behave
differently within dlﬂﬁ]’@l‘ﬂ environments or that Mrs. Erickson might tend 10 be more vigilant



Shout 9gnc of metemvenesc oy hic pari. Charle<’ performance o COMPUIENZzed mpeasyye of
manentiveness and impulsivity is difficul 1o mierprel. Alibovgh hic performance cuegesy« Syong
2_‘3@5 of atiennicn problems. these sigrc moght easily be explamed by relatively cauioue T €spanding
o hic pan Thie possitibny is supporied by the fact 1hat Charles vezs actually berier able 1o

discrmimate berveeen 1&72€1 and non-target simull Thap were members of 1he 1eg; '«

“iendardization sampie
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A mumber of miereang behaviora) lendencies were nheere ¢ BOTENISTT 5100 of

[l

zesessynent 1zsk < 1ha mially caused the exzminer 10 concjude thet Charles weac non EXETne hys
best effon and e he was. 10 some exten. diseppaged and alood. Boviever Charec appeared o
be genumely surprised when he wac asked 1f he had beer ving bus bardest and inssied 1that he
wias These percepiions and resciions appcared 10 MUIToT comments made by Charles. hjs mother.
and his 1eachers sbour hic recem academnc difficulijes. In TETOSpect. 3l appears as though Charles
sumply underestmmzated the Jeve) of effort and engagement thar would be sequired 10 complere

assessment 1acks znd allocated his COZTHIVE TesuuTces acceramgh. b s woderesimation op his
part would explain his tendencies 1o pot use commonplace memory sirategies such as 7o1 €
rebearsal 10 sometimes respond m non-specific ways. and 10 fal 10 poiify 1he examine; VPOoDn 1ask
complevon dunng s number of 1imed 1esic In fact. 1w the one mstance within which Charles
pereerved that he did poorly dunng z praciice test (prior 10 the admimistration of the aciual CPT3.
he appeared 10 become so cavtious and 10 exert so much effort that 1 1k ely produced inconsisien
response tunes thai made it appear as though he was noi paymng atieniion. A second possible
explananon for Charles: responses and behaviors is that he sumply did Dot possess the basic and
maore advanced problem-solving strategies requied within specific skill areas such as
mathematical computaton and INETDOTY.

I reviewing Charles® schoo] files. 51 appears as though there is evidence of a drop in
school j)erformance: achievement scores. and ababiry that occurs between seventh and tenth grade.
This reduction i ability and achievement is further supported by curren assessment yesults. 1In
addivion, 1t seemns clear that Charles did not use a number of cogmuive and performance strategies
ypically evidenced by young adults of his age during assessment 1asks. A pumbe; of bypotbeses
were formulated n ap attempi 10 explam Charles” unusual reductions in ot abibity and '
aclhevernent during a relatively short time-span and his failure 10 use age-appropriate swategies

duning assessment 1asks. These hypotheses were as follows:

W D

1. It1s possible that Charles® advanced cogmitive abilities and school skills durmg prl
and mddle school created a situation within which schoo] success required litt)e eﬂ’ﬁon}a
As aresult, Charles failed 10 develop the study skills and performancestrawgies that
other children his age were }eéjm'ng and adopied a “Jearning™ style that was relatively

Py
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MaCTIve a70 disengaeed. A5 1he maiena) and concept: 1hat were bemg 1aughi ip schoo)
bepar 16 approach and exceed Charlec: knowledge-base and abiity. he Contanually
underesiimated the ameunt of efon and engagement 1hat was required 10 le 2 them
and Jacked appropriate learnimg sirategies and styles with which 10 do <. While
Charles commued 10 emoll in advanced courses. s cogninive and acadernic ahibijes
graduallv came 10 more clocelv resemble those of hie peers and. i the cace o f e
HETETY shibiies, heve now bepun o jap shehiiv behing

J1a¢ possible that Charles hae expenenced a mmmor bran nsull o) orgamc zbn Crmalny
that has cone underecied and has gradually comprormeed s coemyve abimiec
IDECIY. Mevaion. ¢ judement.

Depending uvpon the Jeve) of Charles: prios substance sbuse and the types of

o8]

subsiances thai he used. 31 1s possible that they may have wppaired his cogmtive abilry

and 10ernory 16 the exiem 1hat theyv are pow compyomsimg his ability 19 acquire pew

- . A
Mo A
MIorimancyn and 3

@]

USE 3 Wil academic settmgs. 11 1< also possible that the use of
subsiances has had a marked negative mpact vpon Charles’ TDOBIVALIOD 10 suc ceed

within challenging academjc sefngs.

Conversanons that occuwrred a1 Charles’ staffmg 1ended 10 suggest that the firg bypotbesis

most hkely 10 account for his curyen difbeulties. During these conversations. Charles

generally reported that he undersiond that he was having difficulry within some of lis scbool

cowrses, that be was more motivated 10 perform within some classes than otbers. that he did nor

feel as though collepe entrance Tequremenis were as stringent as others 1ended 10 bebeve . and

that be could perform bener within schoo] i be chose 10 do so.

Relative Styengths:

Average 10 Above- Average Cognitive Abilities

Supenor Verbal Reasoning Abilitses

Above Average Abilities in the Areas of Reading and Wniting
Social Leadership Qualities

Relative Weaknesses:
Relatively Impaired Visual and Verba] Memory Abilities

Failure 10 Use (and Possible Lack of Knowledge about) Typical Memory Strategies

Carelessness and Failure 10 Employ Reasoning Skills in Math-Related Activities
Difficulty Manipulating Fractions 0 Math-Related Activities

Tendency to Underestimate the Am

e g

%

ount of Engagement and Effort Required 10 Complete Tasks



PSEM-IV Digonosis:

SN E 3159 1Learmne Disorder ot Othervriee Speaified (Lmpaired Memaory 2 210y
Axis 1l V7109 Mg Diagnosis

Fods 117 None

Axas JV: Educational Problems

A0SV GAT = 68 (current}

]_?_trommend:ariunsi

Giver Charles” cognisve and scademic abalines. 1 would ceers s though he would be ab)e
1 1ake steps 10 Gvercome hic curent school-related difficulies Bowever. 51 s IBPOTIENT 16 note
1hat the relavonship between 3 pumber of personal faciore and these difbiculiies ic por Entirely
clear. For msiance i1 1< possible that Charles past, 01 possibly current. use of subsiances i<
nparing his memory abilities and his motvation 10 perform well in his schog) sethng. 11 s

<3 st makes

cqually possble tha MEBIOTY Problems septesent a hacie wnderhang Frocessing def
n difheuh for Charles 10 recall and/or recogmize information regardless of bow hard he mies. A
third possibibity i< that Chayles tends 10 underestimate 1he Jevel of engagement and effort thai is
necessary durinp his classroom bomework. and studyving efforts and that be simply does mo1
Pprocess mformation o these sertngs at a deep encugh Jevel 10 overcome his basic EMOTY

ympariments. Potential Stategies that might be emploved by Charles include the folowing -

J. Charles might ve-consider his current matb placement and the math styat cgies that be uses
considenng 1be difficulty that he bas mampulating math conventions such as fractions and
decmmals. 1n fact. efforts 1o ensure that be understands somevwhat basic mathematical
reasomng and techmques would seem 1o be jusuibed. Charles mught also benefit from more
careful efforts to check his answers 10 math problems wken be amrives ar ther. In domg
$0, be mught review the basic math computations involved in solving the problem (1.e. re-
cbeckng his multiphcation) as well as the extent 1o which his soJution makes reasonable

sense given the facts of the problem.

2. Charles would seem 10 benefit from the use of more developed and situation- specific
Ihemary strategies. The first step in atternptmg 1o do so hikely mvolves mare active

participation on his part when he first encounters mformation. For example, rather than

e

sunply reading information presented 1 his school textbooks, Charles might atlempt to -
take notes about this information by paraphrasing it or recording it in outline form. He
could then use these notes instead of the actual text when studying for exams. More

il

a

complex processing strategies mught also be necessary for the mitial encoding of mat erial

i
9



thal 1= presemed n Jeciures. When ENEmpIng 1o sTudy Jon exams, Charles may have 1

~ mzke bener use of encodng sirarecies 1hat are more hkelv 1o Jead 10 the succecsfu)
! remeval 6f informanion. Depending upon the natwe of 1he maienal, these strategies mught

mclude 1he use of mnemonscs. the use of visual ynages. 63 1he development of CO gmitive
hnks and associanons between pew nJormanon and informaiion 1hat he alieady possesses
and underaiands Detaljed descriphions and appbeanons of these MEMOTY SITalEMIES can he
obianed 2 ihe Julowinp websye bﬁg:/imuskmoum.c—du.-"~»£aj.-'c151abase/n‘)emor\ah ipstl

Because of 1he amoum of 1ime and efJori that is required o 1he vse of these sirat e ojec
] gIes,

Charles vall firsi have 10 zccwarch peicerve aneed 10 mmore deeply engage and procese

miormznon

(e}

Charles mught bepehi from a comprehensive newrological evaluation in an atlempt 10
evaluate the possibabry that underhing organic structures nuehi be compromised or

Aaracn
U ddaioE

Thank you for allowing us 10 be of cervice. We hope the wformaton provided in this TEepor
will prove useful 11 there are any further questions, please comact the Ascessment and

57

Consuhation Chnic office at (573) 882-5092.
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Greg Holliday’ Ph.D._ ’ Mar Stoelb, M.A.
Decernber 1, 2007 December 1, 200]
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