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State of South Carclina V Bradley Corlew

MR. DUNN: There is no evaluation records.
There's a conversation between myself and the doctor.
Your Honor, I don'*t think that whatever that
conversation is is protected under HIPAA. I think the
evaluation is protected under HIPAA and that asking a
doctor to then come testify or try to create a report
would be a violation of the HIPAA, And gquite frankly,
I'm not sure that the doctor would even be comfortable
deoing that for the medical reasons.

THE CQURT: Yeah. Mr. Frick, I don't know if
I can order a doctor to do a report. I mean, certainly,
I can order a doctor to come testify but the doctor can
invoke whatever privilege the doctor wants to invoke.
But I'm not sure I can order somebody to put something
down in writing and then for me to determine whether or
not it's exculpatory and then for me to determine
whether or not you have access to it. You can certainly
cross—examine the doctor or call the doctor as a witness
if you wish to do that.

MR. FRICK: I understand. In reviewing the
situation, I have no case law to support what I have
because it seems to be a unique issue and as the
Blackwell case and everything that goes along with it
talks about -- everything specifically says "records."

And I'm kind of in that conundrum, too, of: Can a
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State of South Carolina V Bradley Corlew

record be ordered to be created? And I'm a at loss
gquiet frankly.

THE COURT: Well, I make a finding that I
can't order that --

MR. FRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: -- you know, so you're protected
in the record. So that motions denied.

Going back to the motion to exclude the child
counselor records. Just for the purpose of this record,
that motion by the State is granted in part but denied
as to the bulk of the records. Just so we're all clear
on where we are.

MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir. I understood that.
But thank you for clearing that up on the record.

THE COURT: All right. So what's the next
motion to deal with?

MS. LIVELY: The State filed a res gestae,
common scheme or plan motion, as well as the defense
filed its motion for Jackson v Denno on two statements
made by the defendant including a handwritten statement,
as well as motion to quash indictments by defense.

THE COURT: Let's deal with one at time.

MS, LIVELY: Yes.

THE COURT: Let's deal with your res gestae,

common scheme or plan motion.
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MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir, and If T may approach?

What I did to try to make it simpler was make
copies of the cases that are referenced in my motion and
I also have copies of the information regarding my
motion to amend the indictment, your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

MS., LIVELY: And I've given the defense copies
of that.

THE CQURT: All right.

MS. LIVELY: Thank you, your Honor. In
regards to the res gestae, common scheme or plan. I
actually even kind of hesitated to even file this
motion, but in an abundance of caution, I felt that I
should and bring all of it to the Court's attention in
order for us to have good clean slate whenever we go
into the courtroom. This case is just so multilayered
in regards to the type of abuse that was actually
suffered by all the children.

Your Honor, this was a situation where nine
children where living in the home along with the
defendant, Sarah Lacy, who had four of her own
biological children, then Bradley Corlew who have five
of his biological children. What ended up happening
was, when they moved to the Ella Street, E-L-L-2&, in the

City of Chester, street house, it very clearly became a
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sort of lifestyle to normalize sexual behaviors between
both of the def?ndants and their sexual activities, as
well as having the children join in on the sexual
activities as well.

So is this really a res gestae situation?
Clearly, this is something that the State would be
very —— it would tie our hands and be almost impossible
to divvy out the type of abuse that was going on with
each individual child because they were often. It was
all going on together. They were actually, your Honor,
material witnesses to the abuse that was being conducted
on one another. Typically sexual abuse happens in
private so we don't have that opportunity to say: This
child also witnessed the other child being sexual abused
by the defendant.

So what we have is a very unique situation.
That's why I said I hesitated to even call it res gestae
except that we do have, obviously, a lifestyle
normalizing sexual behavior that was going on that would
make it a -- it would really fracture the case for the
State if we had to just specifically talk about one
victim at a time. And the defense will know from having
looked at forensic interviews that clearly these
children where being abused in the presence of one

another. That was part of normalization of that
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particular lifestyle that they choose to have with their
children. And I put all of that in my motion, your
Honor, because if you look at State v Perry and State
versus Durant. Clearly what Perry is looking at is, we
don't want to say that they're similar as in this person
preferentially liked a ten year old with blonde hair who
was living in his house and he liked to perform oral
sex. And he did the same thing to another ten year old
with blonde hair and same thing to another ten year old
with blonde hair. We don't have that. So what we have
clearly is the logical connection between the events of
sexual abuse that was going on between the children at
the hands of these defendants and they were also
material witnesses to one anothers abuse.

So it clearly 1s one of these particularized
sitvations that is very unique, very specific by the
defendant, Corlew, and defendant, Lacy, in regards to
how these children were systematically abused on a daily
basis. So I'm bringing it to the Court's attention.

I don't necessarily think that it even gets
into necessarily a common scheme or plan because they
materially witnessed each others abuse. But for the
purposes of Court to understand, this is what's going to
come out of the testimony, as well as forensic

interviews that the State is asking not be, you know,
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blecked in any way, shape, or form as to what these kids
are going to testify too. Two victims are going to
testify to in regards to how they were victimized.

THE COQURT: All right. Thank you.

Mr. Frick?

MR. FRICK: Your Honor, in looking at -- and I
know she just touched on the res gestaé stuff, but it's
always been my contention that res gestae is nofhing but
a back doorway to get to 404 (b), which gets us to common
scheme or plan, which I believe is what they're really
talking about in this situation.

The State mentioned Perry case, which I
believe the Court has. And of course, in the Perry case
that came out last year, somewhere last year or so.

They said it's got to be -- similarity is not enough.
But that's all we got here is similarity. There's got
to be a logical connection and then it's still got to go
through the 403 analysis like everything else to
determine whether it is too prejudicial. Obviously, any
of it's going to be prejudicial but is it more
prejudicial than the probative value.

And Judge, looking at the rules of evidence,
I'm concerned. And the reason why I'm so concerned and
know this rule so well is because I screwed it up when I

was a solicitor a long time ago, is 801(d)1l(d), which

i3
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says: "That a statement," that's obviously the hearsay,
that says under that Rule 801(d)1{d), "A statement that
is consistent with the declarants testimony in a
criminal sexual conduct case or attempted criminal
sexual conduct case where declarant is the alleged
victim and the statement is limited to time and place of
the incident."

Essentially, what that means is the other kids
who are material witnesses to the other kids -- to the
victim of each other's case can testify to what they saw
but can only testify as to time and place. And as you
will see or have seen in the forensic interviews and I'm
sure will come out in the testimony, they're going to
talk about what was done, which is not allowed by the
rule or allegations of what was done or what they talked
about. And I'm very concerned that there is, by
combining both of these cases, that we'll clearly
viclate that right and I don't know how you stop it from
happening particularly and this bleeds into the forensic
interview part particularly as it comes in with forensic
interviews because the children are talking about what's
going on with them and the other children.

So short of just separating each of the cases,
having to do them separately and then redacting the

video 1f it's admitted, I don't know how we don't. One,
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I don't know how it satisfies more than just this
similarities and not having the logical connection. It
is certainly problematic under 403, I believe, as being
former prejudicial in the probative value. And then, of
course, my big issue is going to be with the rule -- the
hearsay rule that strictly prohibits what a witness can
say in a CS8C case.

THE COURT: What's the hearsay rule again, 801
what?

MR. FRICK: 801, little (d) (1), big (D).

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

Madam Solicitor, your reply?

MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir. I used to actually
have the benefit of training on that particular hearsay
section. What that -- the whole point of that hearsay
section is -- especially like with forensic
interviewers, law enforcement, whenever the victim
discloses what happened, the victim has to testify and
no one else can get up there and say, “she told me
this." All they can say is time and place.

So for jurisdictional purposes or just even a
temporal basis of the charge, that would be all they can
testify to. We don't have to worry about that here
because when Minor 2 was being sexually abuse, Minorl ywas

being sexually abused. They were always -- it was —--

15
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that's how this whole family dynamic took place, is that
they were always in the same room. The other children
were watching and they would have sex with one another,
"they" being the defendants. They would then have the
children join in, especially Minorl and Minor 2. who even
in the forensic interviews, which your Honors going to
have the benefit of having watched, you'‘re going to hear
them talk about that. So that's the reason why that
does not fit that hearsay concern because these -—- both
of these children experienced and personally witnessed
what the defendant was doing to each of them.

THE COURT: And can testify about that
personally?

MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir. They can testify about
what they saw. 8o that's the reason why that exception
does keep that information from being admissible.

THE COQURT: Mr. Frick, anything else on that
issue?

MR. FRICK: Your Honor, I would just -- that
it didn't always occur at the same time. That's part of
the issue I've got with that. So trying to parse that
out, I don't know how you're going to do it, if you try
to put both of them together.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. 1I'll take

that matter under advisement and I will rule next week

16
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when we get together again for other pretrial issues.

The next motion is what?

MS. LIVELY: Your Honor, he's filed a motion
for a quash --

THE COURT: I have something called
"indictments.” What's that?

M3. LIVELY: That's the research I have for
the indictments. He filed a motion to quash the
indictments, your Honor. So it would probably be easier
if he --

THE COURT: You want to deal with his motion
that has to do with that first?

MR. LIVELY: =-- goes forward with his first.
And then I filed a motion today in regards to being
allowed to amend so -- which that will be a segue into
mine.

THE COURT: Are you okay to hear her motion to
amend today or you want to put thét off until next week?

MR. FRICK: I mean, no, I'm fine with going
ahead and doing it today.

THE COURT: So we're going teo deal with
defendant's motion to quash indictment. And do you havé
a written copy of that by chance? :

MR. FRICK: The motion?

THE COURT: Yes. I thought I had it, but I

17
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Number 3: The motion for res gestae, common
scheme or plan evidence, That motion has been taken
under advisement. I will rule on that next Wednesday.

Next motion is motion to guash the indictment,
counts of the indictment. I've.granted the defense
motion on that. And in conjunction with that, I've
granted the State's motion to amend the indictment.

Then I just denied the defense's motion to keep out any
alleged statement made by the defense.

Okay. That's it. Recess until next Wednesday
at 2:;00 p.m. in Lancaster. Thank you.

MS. LIVELY: Thank you, your Honor.

MR. FRICK: Thank you, your Honor.

49
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MS. LIVELY: State of South Carolina versus Bradley
Corlew. There are multiple indictments, however I'm just
going to put the —— just the 2019-GS-12-887 indictment.
These all involve criminal sexual conduct with a minor first
degree, and criminal sexual conduct with a minor second
degree, and there's also a direct indictment of incest.
Your Honor, today we are handling the pretrial motion which
is the request by the State for the admission of forensic
interviews that were conducted on the two minor victims in
this case at Palmetto CASA back in 2019. The State filed a
motion for the Court to review those videos, there are
actually three. Twoc of them were from a victim by the name
of Minor 1 she was interviewed on Séptember 12th,
2019, and then she had a follow-up interview on
September 25th, 2019. Margo Dixon handled both of those.
There's also the minor child, Minor 2 who was
interviewed on September 12th of 2019. Your Honor should
have had all three of those, two of them for Minorl
was on the one zip drive, and Minor 2 was on the
separate zip drive. I put their names on them, Your Honor,
and they were in an envelope that was provided to your
office I guess maybe a week and a half ago.

THE CQOURT: And for the record I have reviewed those
videos along with those statements made by the children in

question. And Mr. Court Reporter, I'm going to hand these

17
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to you and have these marked as Court's Exhibit 1 for the
purpose of this hearing, and then we'll -—- just to keep a
good record. Now, before we go any further I did take one
matter under advisement from last week and I want to go
ahead and deal with that, that was the State's motion in
limine regarding admission of res gestae evidence or common
scheme or plan evidence. Do y'all —- either done of you
wish to be heard further on that?

MS. LIVELY: Your Honor, I submitted all of the
research that the State provided and had pulled in regards
to the res gestae, and I just wanted to remind Your Honor,
I'm assuming you're ready to actually make a ruling on that.
If Your Honor were to rule against the State my concern once
again would be the inability for me to actually present a
full picture to the jury because of the fact that the
children were material witnesses to one another's abuse, so
I would really under the circumstances believe that it
should come in. I think very clearly under Perry and the
most recent cases that there is that logical connection that
would —- it would meet the requirement of clear and
convincing evidence that that information should be allowed
in. But, Your Honor, that still is the position of the
State because it will be very difficult for us to present
that to a jury without it.

THE COURT: Mr. Frick, any further arguments on this
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issue?

MR. FRICK: Nothing additional than what was stated
previously.

THE COURT: 2All right. I'm going to allow the evidence
in over the defense's position, you're protected in the
record, Mr. Frick. You know, if this matter does go to
trial cbviously you can make your contemporanecus objection
without having to stand up every single time something is
said. I mean, you're protected in the record right now.
I'm allowing the State to go into that to establish that
what they call a common scheme and plan, but certainly
you're entitled to an objection as to under a 403 analysis
whether it's substantially more prcobative than prejudicial,
and, you know, you can simply do that at trial by Jjust
noting your objection for the record to protect your client.

MR. FRICK: Yes, sir.' Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. All right. That
brings us to the issue today, which is a motion for
admission of out of court statements by a child pursuant to
SC code section 17-23-175. Madam Solicitor, I'll turn it
over to you.

MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir. Thank you, Yocur Heonor. The
State would call Margo Dixon to the stand.

The witness, MARGO DIXON, was first duly sworn and

Testified as follows:

19



1 DIRECT EXAMINATION

2 BY MS. LIVELY:

3 Q Ms, Dixon, please state your full name for the record
4 as well as where you are currently employed.

5 A Margo Bernadette Dixon. I'm employed with Palmetto

6 Citizens Against Sexual Assault Children's Advocacy Center.
7 Q And is your occupation at —— I'm going to call it

8 PCASA, is that what it's normally called?

9 :\ Correct.
10 0] What is your position there?
11 A I'm the CAC director as well as the lead forensic
12 interviewer.
13 Q How long have you been in what's referred to as a
14 forensic interviewer, Ms. Dixon?
15 A Twenty-one years.
16 Q Would you say you've done hundreds or up to thousands

17 of forensic interviews?

18 A Well, over thousands.
19 Q Okay. Now, Ms. Dixon, you said you've been doing this
20 for 21 years. So whenever you conduct what's referred to as

21 a forensic interview, do you have specialized training in
22 that field?

23 A I do.

24 Q All right. Tell the Court, what is your specialized

25 training and how often you update that training.
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A I was initially trained through Child First training,
which is a protocol that's used throughout the states. And
in that training we have —-- it's used in 19 states and two
countries. 2nd in that training we are taught that we don't
basically lead the child. We allow the child to use their
own verbiage when interviewing them and talking to them
about what took place during the interview.

Q Okay. And in conducting those type of interviews, what
is the focus —-- and when you said getting them to respond
and not use leading questions, but what is your focus in
going into this interview to allow the child to do?

A We have protocols. We have standards and steps that we
have to take as far as building that repour with them,
making sure that they're comfortable, learning their
language, they're verbiage, what they like. We have rules
within the interview room that we have to abide by, both the
child as well as myself.

Q and do you actually go through the rules that you
expect the child to follow at the beginning of the
interview?

A I do.

Q Do you also let the children know or the child know
that the interview is being recorded?

A Yes.

0 Is anyone sitting in the interview room with you other
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than the child when you conduct the interview?
A Just the two of us.
Q Is that a part of the recommendations and the best

practices in conducting a forensic interview?

A Correct.
Q All right. ©Now, when you conduct a forensic interview,
do yocu —-- sometimes does the type of questions you ask

depend on the age ¢f the child?
A Yes, based c¢n the child's developmental stage.
Q Okay. And do you determine that in the first part of

the interview when you're actually gaining repour with the

child?
A We do.
0 And during that process if there is a concern about

whether the child may have some developmental delays or
issues like that, are you trained to actually deal with

those issues?

A Yes, we are.
0 And if you had specific training as to a child who may
have some delayed -- I won't say delayed disclosure, that's

not what I meant, some delayed response or maybe some
incapacities emotionally and mentally?

A Yes.

Q Now, whenever you conduct these interviews, you've

already said they were recorded, do you have an age limit as
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to how old a c¢hild can be whenever you conduct these
interviews?

A The youngest child is three and the oldest is 17, 18 if
they're like a delayed child.

Q If they are a delayed child.

A Uh-huh.

Q Now, whenever a child comes to you, do you require an
intake form and informaticon to provide you with knowledge as

to whether that child has possible delays?

A Yes, we do.

Q Okay. Who refers children to you for forensic
interviews?

A We take referrals from law enforcement as well as

Department of Social Services.
Q All right. And so when —-

THE COURT: Let me interrupt real guick, I forgot to
ask this. Mr. Frick, I see your client is not present, do
you waive his presence here today for this hearing?

MR. FRICK: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And also we're in Lancaster, last week we
were in Fairfield and this was all done by consent so we
could move forward with this matter for trial and not
belabor the actual start of the trial. Do you agree with
that?

MR. FRICK: I do. And just for the record I did
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discuss with my client, earlier this week I believe we had a
phone call, that this would be taking place in Lancaster
today.

THE COURT: &And he consents to any jurisdictional or
venue issues.

MR. FRICK: There was no issue raised, yes, sir.

THE COURT: No thank you very much. Sorry, go ahead.

MS. LIVELY: No. Thank you, your Honor, I didn't know
whether he may have walked in when I turned back around.
Thank you for handling that.
Q Now, Ms. Dixon, the reason why I was asking those
guestions about the develcopmental delays or mental issues or
anything like that, would that possibly cause you to ask
more leading or more focused guestions of a child?
A Yes. Because usually they're non-leading, open-ended
guestions, but if there's an issue it may be a lead but it's
like we may ask the question but then say "Tell me about
it."
Q Okay. All right. So do you base that on the needs of
the child as well as your intention to let the child tell
the story?
A Yes.
0 A1l right. Now, do you know a child by the name of
Minor 1

A I do.
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Q And when was she referred to your office for a forensic
interview, about when that was?
A If T can refer to my notes?
Q Sure.
A She was referred September 4th by Corporal Tcobias, a
representative of the Chester City Police Department on
behalf of the Detective Brian Sanders and Nick Harris.
Q And how quickly were you able to actually make contact

and interview that child?

A Based off of the intake information, September the
12th.

Q September the 12th. All right. Now, Ms. Dixon,
whenever you received that intake information from law
enforcement, what information is provided to you for you to
know the parameters of what potentially the abuse was as
alleged in the particular case?

A Just the basics, basically a blind interview. We don't
have a lot of information to go off of.

Q And what's the purpose of that?

A Because we don't want it to be a leading or guided
interview. We want to get the child's story of whatever the
alleged story may be, or may not be.

Q QOkay. So whenever you received this information, did
you have —-— on Minorl did you have any idea as to

the possible types of abuse at that time?
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. I did not.

Q All right. So whenever —-- do you remember meeting with
Ms. Minor 1l on that date?

A I do.

0 And did you conduct a forensic interview of her on that
day?

2 I did.

Q Was it pursuvant to everything we talked about
previously in your testimony? Was 1t recorded?

A Yes.

0 Did you avoid leading questions?

A Yes.

Q When you talked to Minorl did she indicate or show

to you any type of disabilities or inability to understand

the rules of the interview?

A None whatsoever.

Q All right. Was she clear in her responses to you?

a Yes.

0 If you asked a question and she didn't understand, did

you notice if she actually asked you to repeat the guestion
or tell you that she didn't understand-?

a As always with all of my children, vyes.

Q And at any peint in time, did you have concerns about
the flow of what she was telling you as in did it seem

unbelievable or cohesive?
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A It didn't.

o) I'm sorry, I asked that badly. Did it seem
unbelievable to you? Was she glving you crazy scenarios?

A Based off what I heard, no.

Q Okay. All right. A better way to ask it was, was it a
cohesive statement which seemed to make sense based on
everything she was telling you?

Fiy Yes.

Q All right. Was there at some point a disclosure of
types of abuse by Minorl

A Yes.

Q 211 right. And based upon that information, did you
expound on the abuse and how long it had been going on?

A I did.

Q Now, after -- whenever you're doing that, do you have
an opportunity to step out and talk to possibly
investigators and DSS workers?

A I do.

@] You do? And whenever you step out to do that, is there
a particular reason why you may want to do that?

A Because they may have more information than I do.

Q Okay. All right. So in doing that, do you go back in,
does it change anything in regards to how you question the
child at that point?

A Not necessarily the manner in which I question them, I
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may want a time frame where I may not have asked for one
prior to that.

Q Okay. All right. And the time frame for children
sometimes can be a difficult area to address, correct?

A Correct.

0 Was Minor 1 able to respond to your follow-up
questions?

A She was.

Q All right. At any point in time, did you have concerns
on that day with Minor 1 with any part of her —-- the

information she was providing to you?

A I didn't. I felt like she wasn't being fully coming

forth with everything but it was her father and that's to be

expected. But I didn't.

Q You didn't at that time. And I'm just going to stick
with Minor 1 first since we've already talked about her
briefly. Did you actually have a follow—uﬁ interview with
Minor 1 ?

y.\ I did.

Q You did. And do you remember when that took place?

A September 25th.

Q QOkay. Sc about two weeks later.,

A Yes.
Q And how did that come acress your desk?
A Based off of the information I received from DSS and
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law enforcement, Minorl had spoken with the person that
she -- that was taking care of her at the time and felt like
she had not been totally truthful in telling me everything
and she wanted to talk about it. At that point she was in
protective care. And so they contacted us the 24th, T
believe, which I have 24 hour contact access as far as law
enforcement and DSS is concerned, and I asked them to bring
her in the following day, that Monday.

Q And why do you move so guickly in regards to things
like that involving a child's disclosure?

.Y Because a lot of times based off of the situation a
child may be in a situation where they feel like they're
safe enough to tell and they want you to believe what they
have to say, and I had spoken with her earlier and I didn't
want to put her aside. Also it's just good to get it when
they're ready to talk about it, that's more important than
anything else. When they're ready to talk I should be ready

to listen.

Q Ms. Dixon, did you record that second interview with
Minor 1
A I did.

Q And how did you actually approach that particular
interview with her when she came to the room?
gy It was just more of me -- 7just talking to her more

about, "Hey, I Jjust saw you, how have things been going?
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It's good to see you again." Just reintroducing the
guidelines of the room as far as what is allowed and what is
net allowed. It's like she just opened up. Her demeanor,
her body language, everything was different, she Jjust
decided to talk more.

Q And what did she tell you about the first time that she
had talked to you?

A She told me that she didn't tell me everything, you
know, and she expressed that she wanted to tell me
everything now. She wanted to be more open.

Q All right. And during that interview, at any point in
time did you feel like she was not telling you scmething
believable or something that had happened to her?

L I did not.

Q Okay. Was she able to give you details that were
details in regards to things that she felt on her bedy,
things she saw and other things that seemed to make sense in
regards to the allegations of sexual abuse?

A Yes.

Q 211 right. At any point in time, did she indicate to

you that she had been coached or told to say these things

about -— specifically about the defendant, Mr. Corlew?
A No.
Q And during that interview, did she seem to have any

hesitation or inability to discuss the sexual matters and
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the sexual abuse that she had actually underwent?

A No. She was very open with me.

o) Okay. DNow, after that interview —-- once again, that
interview was recorded, correct?

A Correct.

0 And during that time, did she seem mentally capable to
understand everything that y'all were talking about?

F.\ She did.

Q Now, as regarding Minor 1 were those the only
two interviews that you actually conducted with that
particular child?

A Yes.

Q Do you remember what her age was at the time that you
conducted that interview?

A Twelve. I can check my notes. Twelve. Because she
was born in 2007.

Q 2007. So she was actually —— she hadn't turned 12 yet,
she —-

A She hadn't turn 12 yet.

Q So her birthday is I think -

A . S0 she hadn't turned 12 yet,
she was 11 at the time.

0 She was 11 at the time.

A Yes.

Q I'm going to switch now to Minor 2 Do you recall
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getting a referral for a child by the name of Minor 2 to
be interviewed at the PCASA?

a I did.

Q And was that around the same time that you received the
request on Minorl

A Correct.

0] When .did you actually interview Minor 2

a I actually interviewed Minor 2 later that day, the
12th —--— September the 12th also, 2015.

Q Okay. Now, just for purposes of the record, Ms. Dixon,
is Minor 2 biclogically related toc Minorl

A She is not.

Q Qkay. 2And for the record as well, do you recall the
name of her parent that was involved in this particular
case?

A Her mother's name was Sarah Lacy.

Q Okay. And then the biological parent of Minorl

would be the defendant, Mr. Bradley Corlew, right?

A Correct.

Q Now, is Mr. Corlew, was he related in any form or
fashion to Minor 2

A He is not to my knowledge.

Q Thank you. WNow, whenever you interviewed Minor 2

do you remember how old she was at the time?

A Minor 2 . would have been about ten. She would have been
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about ten. I believe she was like a year under Minor1l

0 And whenever you interviewed her, had you received any
information regarding any kind of mental or medical issues
that she may be suffering from?

A I understood that she had some medical issues but no
mental issues that would prevent her from participating in
the interview.

0 And whenever you actually started the interview with
Minor 2 . was there anything that you noticed about her that
was different from maybe having interviewed Minorl and some
of the other kids?

A Minor 2 was more —-- she was like a preteen but she was
more like a child. She was more childlike, more innocent,
you know. She was 11 but she still had the heart of like a
eight or nine year old, that's how I saw her.

Q And based upon your interaction with her, did you
differentiate your way of actually doing the interview in
any way 1n asking her questions?

A I didn't differentiate from that, I just —— we just —-—
we take it at the child's pace anyway, so her interview was
just a little bit slower than Minor1's that's all.

0 Were there times with Minor2 where she would start to
go on a path very quickly away from the interview and you
would have to bring her back?

A There would be times, yes.
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Q Okay. And at any point in time when this was going on,
did you have any concerns about her not understanding the
rules of the interview itself?

A She was easily redirected, she came back to where she
needed to be so I knew she understood the rules once she was
redirected. It was Just more concerns of just that
childlike mindset she had more so than she would normally
have as a child her age.

Q And did she give you in your questicning of her sensory
details that increased the credibility of the statements
that she was giving you?

).} She did.

Q She did? And were these details that dealt with how
things felt and what she saw in regards to the allegations
of the sexual abuse?

A Correct.

0 And was she able to give you visual descriptions of
things like sexual toys and things that were allegedly being
used during the abuse?

A Very detailed, yes.

Q All right. So once again this was being recorded. And
was there anytime during the interview where you had
concerns that the child was either fantasizing or not giwving
you information that appeared to be trustworthy?

A No.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21
Q And was her statement cohesive and did it seem to paint
a picture of the abuse that she actually suffered at the
hands of Mr. Corlew?
A Correct.
Q Did you at any point in time have a concern in regards
to her statement where it didn't seem to make sense in
regards to everything else that she had already told you?
A Based off the way she described her story, no.
Q Did you use anatomical diagrams during the interview
with her?
A I did.
0 Did that help you to redirect her in identifying body
parts and things like that as to where she was touched or
not touched?
A Correct.
Q And did that help vou in keeping her focused in the
interview?
A It did.
Q And once agailn she was under the age of 12 at the time

the interview was conducted, correct?

A She was, correct.

Q Did she c¢learly state to you in the interview who the
perpetrator of the allegations of abuse would be against?
A She did.

Q All right. And who were those perpetrators?
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A Corlew.

Q And what about her mother? Did she tell you anything
about Ms. Sarah Lacy?

A She spoke of instances where her mother was involved,
yes.

Q Qkay. All right. And the one thing that I asked you
about Minor 1 I'm going to ask you about as well about
Minor2 = was there a time when you actually stepped out to
talk te investigators and caseworkers abkout the interview
and any additional information you needed to talk to the
child about?

A There was.

0 There was. And did you reenter the interview room at
that time?

.\ I did.

Q And once again it was Jjust you and Minor2 in the room,
correct?

A Correct.

Q 211 right. Was there anything that gave you concern
when you went back in and talked to the child regarding her
response to you on those follow—up questions?

A No.

Q Was she still able to understand what it is you were
talking about and seemed clear and responsive to the

questions you were asking?
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A She was.

MS. LIVELY: Thank you. Answer any questions that the
defense may have.

THE COURT: Mr. Frick?

MR. FRICK: Thank you, Your Honor.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. FRICK:
Q Ms. Dixon, when you interviewed Minorl on the 12th you
were going to interview some other children in the case as
well, correct?
A Correct.
Q In fact, I think it was supposed to be a total of five

interviews; is that right?

A It was a total of four.

Q In fact, you decided not to talk to the final child,
correct?

A Correct.

Q What was your reason for not talking to the final
child?

A The child's age.

Q The child's age? Qkay. Did you not have any concerns

about the children being ccached?
A I did have concerns with the c¢hildren being c¢oached, I
did.

Q Okay. Tell me sbout that.
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A I had concerns of the children being coached to the
sense of just them wanting to go home, that's just —-- them
wanting to be with their parents. That's just a normal —-
that's a concern that I carry with every interview, the
possibility.

Q Right. But in this particular circumstance it
concerned you greatly encugh that you didn't have the final
interview.

A Correct.

Q Okay. And, in fact, I think you -- it's noted in some
DSS records, not your records, that you observed one of the
chiidren talking to one of the parents; is that correct?

Or —— I think you said you saw Elaina (phonetically) talking

to Heather.

A They weren't talking -- they were talking to a
stepmother. Because the parents weren't allowed —— they
were the alleged perpetrators, so alleged perpetrators
aren't allowed on our site, so that was a concern of mine,
ves.

0 Were all of the children in the -- and I don't know
where everybody sits when they come in the room, the only
room I've ever seen 1is the interview room in a video, were
they all out in the same room while yvou were conducting the
interviews?

A They were separated.
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Q They were separated?
A Yeah. They had a grandmother with them so everybody
wasn't together. There was DSS worker there as well, so
everyone wasn't together.
0 Okay. Now, your concerns about being coached, did that
extend to Minor1l's interview, the initial interview?
A Yes.
Q Okay. All right. So you do the second interview with
Minor 1 and you said that was referred to -- who told
you —-— was 1t the parents -- or you said DSS, correct?
A Yes. I only take referrals from DSS and law
enforcement.
0 QOkay. So DSS said, "Hey, she's talked to her foster
family," and you think maybe there needs to be another
interview?
A They spoke with law enforcement and law enforcement
spoke with me.
o QOkay. Is it normal to do a second interview?
. There's a possibility that the second interview has to
be done, yes.
Q What kind of leads you to believe I need tc do a second
interview?
A Second interviews can be —— and done they're called

extended interviews, because a lot of times children don't

make initial disclosures. So disclosure may be made later
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on; weeks later, days later. The disclosure can be made if
the children are removed away from the alleged perpetrators

or put in a different environment where they feel more

. comfortable and ready to talk. There's various reasons as

to why we would do a followup interview, or an extended

interview.
Q Okay. What led you in this particular case?
A They were removed from their caregivers. They weren't

removed initially, they weren't put into protective care, so
when they were removed and put into protective care I had no
reason not to deny that investigator a second interview when
they said that Minorl was more open and ready to talk.

0 Okay. And that interview took place on the 26th, so
about two weeks after the first interview.

.\ On the 25th, yes.

Q Okay. All right. Typically in one of these cases you
don't want the child to have been interviewed before they
talk to you initially, correct?

A Correct.

Q Like you don't want the case investigator to interview
the child abecut it and then send them to you, correct?

A Correct.

0 Okay. 1In this case you've interviewed the child
already about the subject and then they come in for a second

interview. How do you deal with your concerns about this
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being a second interview? Obviously you've got to have some
concerns, so what do you do to safeguard against, I guess,

the suggestion that could be implanted from a prior

interview?
A Again, the rules are restated and they're reminded of
that. 2And then there's alsoc the situation where -- when I

say cocaching, the direction in which the coaching is coming
or what they're coming —-- what they're saying when they're
coming into the roem. So I look at every child is
different, you know, and I only take what they say to me.
I'm not the judge and the jury, I just take what they say.

I don't put anything in their mouth, and whatever they say I
take it and I look at it, and then law enforcement reviews
it and takes it to solicitors. I'm just the mediator that
let's it go through basically.

Q Okay. On the second interview with Minorl did you
have anymore concerns about coaching?

A I didn't.

Q Okay. And is it correct that one of your issues that
you had with the prior interview with the other children was
that they would tell you what the other kids were going to
tell ycu?

A The issue I had -- they would say exactly, yes, uh-huh.
Q So one would come in and say that this is what the

other —— essentially this is what the other one is going to
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tell you, and that led you to believe that there was some
issues with the interviews that day?

A That day, ves.

Q Did you reinterview any of the other children in this
case?

A I did not.

Q So Minor 1 is the only one that got reinterviewed.

A Correct.

Q Later that day is when you interviewed Minor2 correct?
A Correct.

Q She was not with that initial group.

A She was not.

Q Qkay. When she was coming in, did you have any

concerns having already dealt with the other children that
morning about any c¢oaching or anything like that?

A Again, coaching is always an issue that sits in the
back of my mind with all of my interviews, but to the degree
that those children were at, no, I didn't.

Q Okay. She was staying with different folks ——

A Yes.
Q -— to your knowledge?
g: She had already been removed from the environment.

Q Okay. All right. And you said she was, I guess, ten
or 11, she's got the heart of a eight or nine year old.

A Yes.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

29

0 Is that to say that she was kind of developmentally
slower?

A She was more —-- it didn't seem as big of a deal to her
as it did to the other ones. It didn't -- the abuse itself,
it was as though it was just that's what it was, that's how
she had to maintain. She had accommodated herself to deal
with whateﬁer it was for her life at the time. So
considering the fact that she was more or less taking care
of herself and she had the medical issue, she was a
diabetic, it was just —-— I just had to take it a little bit
slower with her, not so much as that she was totally
mentally delayed, but she just needed to be —-- where

Minor 1 for example, sat in the chair if you noticed. I'm
sure you watched the videos, Minorl sat in the chair, sat
up like a preteen, as though she was ready to take on the
world. If you will notice that Minor2 sat at the table, and
that's where my little children sit. BAnd I just had to take
it Jjust a little bit slower with her.

Q QOkay. Okay. All right. You said she would kind of
wonder off topic and you would have to bring her back on

topic, correct?

A Correct.
0 How do you —-—- how did you redirect her without leading
her?

A That's with any child. Okay? I know —— I listened to
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what they have to say and then I say, "GCkay. So can we go
back to what we were talking about originally?" And then it
could be the pictures or it could be whatever they were
talking about, and a child would just pick up from where
they are. I meet the child where they are.

Q Okay. 1In all of these instances, obviously you don't
know a whole lot about the case, don't want to know a whole
lot about the case before you talk to the kids. After you
talk to them for probably —— well, gquite awhile and covered
most of the ground I would say, then you step out and talk
to the investigators on the case typically, correct?

A Correct.

Q Cbviously the big concern is trying to lead them.
After you've already talked to the investigators and come
back in, how do you aveid leading at that point?

A Because all we're picking up is what they've already
put out. I don't go in -- I can't go in and ask them about
something that that investigator knows about and they know
not to tell me because that's leading. I can only talk
about what they have spoken about already.

Q So what is the purpose of going out and talking to the
investigetor and then coming back in?

A Because if that's what they want -- like if the child
discloses a type of abuse gquite naturally they need a time

frame, okay? So they'll say, "2&l1ll right. I need a time
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frame for that," and that's what we focus on, a time frame.
It's just —— and if a child is disclosing something that
they already know they already know it, but if they don't
know it then we focus on that. But I can't lead them. I'm
not going out and getting bites to go back iﬁ and try to
talk to them.

Q S50 you're not going out and they're going, "Okay. Ask
them about this specific situation,™ and then you come in
and ask about that specific situation.

A So if a child discloses something, an incident, let's
say an incident, and they'll say. "Okay. Well, we need a
little bit more about that."™ I will go in and say, "Can you
tell me a little Bit more about that? I know you told me
this, but can you tell me a little bit more?" If there's
more to tell, they tell, if it's not I can't get it from
them.

Q Okay. So it's simply to expound upon what has already

been put out there.

A Correct.

Q Or to generate a time frame.

A Uh-huh.

Q Do you remember any specifics about these particular

interviews? And I'm specifically on Minor2's . interview.
Have you watched it recently or —--

A To be honest with you I have not watched Minor2's . in
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the last two weeks even though I know this was coming up,

because I just did 12 interviews in the last two days, so I

apologize. But is there something -- do I remember
specifics?
0 Yeah. And I'll ask you —— it's fine. I've dealt with

you a long time and you tell me if you know or you don't.

A Minor 2 disclosed an episode with a sex toy where she
was able, I believe, to tell me the cclor of the toy.

Q Well, my specific questiéﬁ is, it's my understanding --
and I haven't reviewed, Ms. Boulware reviewed it for me, but
my understanding is that you looked at Minor2. and said, "Are
you telling me this because that's what happened or are you
just trying to get Brad in trouble?"” Do you recall asking a
question ——

A I will ask a question like that, yes, I will. That's
just the basic understanding that they know the difference
between the truth and a lie. Because it's hard for a child
to tell me, "Give me an example of a truth and a lie." 1In
going through the interview we will go back to the rules of
the truth and a lie, and she needs to understand that.

She's understanding that as we go along. So that is a
question that I will ask the child.

Q So that's part of your typical procedure to gauge

whether this person is telling you -- well, we can say it

today, the truth or not.
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yiy Right.
Q Okay. All right. And again, on the second interview
with Minorl vyou didn't have anymore concerns about —— you
didn't have concerns about that interview as you did with
the first one?
A I didn't.
0 With Minor2's interview you didn't have any concerns
with that one.
L I didn't.
Q and I know we're not necessarlily dealing with this, but

the other children that you interviewed you had concerns
with them, their interviews, correct?
A Again, as with all children that I interview I have

those concerns. That's the probability with all children I

interview.

Q Right. But, I mean, you felt that their interviews had
been —-- somehow been coached.

A Yes.

MR. FRICK: All right. Thank you. That's all of the
guestions I have.
THE COURT: Any redirect?
MS. LIVELY: Just briefly Your Honor.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MS. LIVELY:

0 The younger children that you ended up having concerns
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was Elaina. Do you recall making a comment to DSS that she
walked right in and said, "I'm here to tell you that Sarah
is bad?"

A Correct.

Q All right. So when you hear something that like as a
forensic interviewer, does that raise a little bit of a red
flag to you?

A Cf a child being coached.

Q And that was the younger —-- the much younger children,
correct?

A Yes.

Q Elaina (phonetically}, Reagan and Paisley

(phonetically) ?

A Yes.

Q Now, these children —- once again just because ——
there's nine total children, correct?

A Yes.

Q All right. So the children that were Brad's kids,
those five, were they still in contact with the alleged
perpetrator, Bradley Corlew and his new wife, Heather Judd?
Do you know?

A At the time of the first interview?

Q At the time of first interview. Had they been removed

from that location at that time?
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A They had not.
Q They had not. Okay. So Mr. Corlew had contact with
them even if it was supervised at that point?
A He ask.
0 Okay. Now, as for Minor 2 and the Lacy kids, they
had been removed completely from the codefendant, Sarah
Lacy, correct?
A Correct.
Q And you have already testified, you have had no
concerns about the disclosures or the interviews of those

" children?
A I did not.
Q Now, when Minor 1l came to you for that second
interview, did she apclogize to you?
:\ She did.
Q What did she apeclogize for?
A For her attitude for that day, our very first meeting,

and that she wasn't being truthful with me about what
happened.

Q Okay. And was it because it dealt with her dad?
A It was.

Q But was she able to finally talk to you about that
abuse.

A She was.

Q Did you have any concerns about what she was telling
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you at that point in time?
i\ I didn't.

MS. LIVELY: That's all I have. Thank you.

THE COURT: Recross based on that?

MR. FRICK: No, sir, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, ma'am, you may step
down. Any further witnesses?

MS. LIVELY: ©No, Your Honor. That's all from the State
in regards to the 17-23-175 element.

THE COURT: All right. Let's hear argument.

MS. LIVELY: Yes, sir, Your Honor.