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The following case points show the reasoning for the reinstatement of the appeal under appellant
case no. 2016-000967:

e The reasoning for the South Carolina Appellant Court to understand that this case was
placed on a trial docket on April 4™ 2016 regarding a Pro Se filing that was approved by
the honorable Deadra Jefferson on transcripts (Of which audio is being sought from the
Charleston County Court for issues of error in speech and statement.), and states that she
was confident in Glynndeavin von Fox representing himself.! The honorable Deadra
Jefferson was so confident in the placement of the trial on the docket with the defendant
Pro Se, that the case was placed on the docket in the 23" of March Status Conference
with no objection from the state. As of the 22™ of June, 2016 there has been no events
with Glynndeavin von Fox that show any criminal activity or mental illness activity
through police reporting or psychologist reporting.’

e The testing of Dr. Randolph Waid in turn with the testing by MUSC shows no issue of
unstable nature by Glynndeavin von Fox, and the reporting by Dr. Randolph Waid
dispells any issue, issued by the country of Japan in Rule 902 violated documents.*’

e The use of violated documents by the 9™ Circuit District Solicitor’s Office concerning
documents from Japan in the issuance of a mental competency evaluation request for Pro

'Se representation by Glynndeavin von Fox, is a violation of state and federal laws
regarding foreign documents with Rule 902 at the state and federal level.® The documents



are not signed, attested to, and state gross negligent identifying features that suggest that
things based on religion of Shinto versus Christianity and American versus Japanese
culture of household customs and lifestyles of freedom of movement are the cause of
unusual behavior. As Glynndeavin von Fox worked three or four jobs while attending the
College of Charleston fulltime, it was though that this was unusual for a Japanese person
that can not do this in Japan, given laws and religion in Japan that do not allow this, and
that not calling your mother everyday or every hour is something that is unusual for a mid
30 year old person.

e The use of documents that are already given to the 9™ Circuit District Solicitor’s Office in
2014-15 with Assistant Solicitor Stephanie Linder, Esq by Cameron Blazer, Esq. of
Savage Law Firm regarding something as a new evidence issue to stop a due process and
speedy trial aspect of the case of the State of South Carolina v. Glynndeavin von F ox.!
The documents that were submitted by Assistant Solicitor Charles W. Patrick, Esq. was
the same information that was given to the 9 Circuit Solicitor’s Office when Assistant
Solicitor Stephanie Linder, Esq. was on the case of The State of South Carolina v.
Glynndeavin von Fox. Therefore it becomes an aspect of barratry for the Assistant
Solicitor Charles W. Patrick, III, Esq. when bringing new evidence to the court that is
already given in the matter of the court regarding Pre Trial Intervention Program
admittance.®

I understand the ability of a court in South Carolina to ask for a mental evaluation to stand
trial under South Carolina Code of Law, Section 44-23-410, but the issue with the appeal
being filed is that the court already had that information from Dr. Randolph Waid, MUSC,
and correspondence and meetings between my estranged lawyer and the 9" Circuit District
Solicitor’s Office.'* T look to this high and honorable court to hear this petition of
rienstatement of the appeal for appellant case no. 2016-000967.
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FOR THE 9™ CIRCUIT COURT DISTRICT.

* SEE EXHIBIT A, REPORT BY DR. RANDOLPH WAID FOR THE 9™
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June 20, 2016

Glynndeavin Von Fox
3556 Galaxy Road
Ladson, SC 29456

RE: Transcript 3/23/16 and 4/5/16
Dear Mr. Fox:
In re the above-requested transcripts, | underestimated the total
number of pages by eight (8) pages. There is an outstanding balance

due of $26. Please remit ASAP.

| have sent the pdf copies via your email, hard copies will be sent via
USPS.

Thankyou,
ZAS o %M&.z\/
Denise J. Lauder, RPR
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

STATE OF SOUTH
CAROLINA,

Plaintiff,
vs.
GLYNNDEAVIN VON FOX,

Defendant.

BETFORE:

) GENERAL SESSIONS
) CASE NO. 2013-GS-10-01945
) 2013-GS-10-01946

Transcript of Record

Date: March 23, 2016

The Honorable DEADRA JEFFERSON

ORIGINAL

Denise J. Lauder, RPR

Ninth Judicial Circuit
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(These proceedings were had 3/23/2016
in re Stéte v. Fox, Charleston County Circuit
Court, 10:27 a.m;)A

THE COURT: Glynndeavin Von Fox. I
hope I pronounced that correctly.

Are you Glynndeavin Fox?

MR. VON FOX: Glynndeavin Von Fox.

THE COURT: Glynndeavin; I apologize
because I mispronounced your name.

Sir, you are representing yourself?

MR. VON FOX: Yes, ma'am, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And that is your desire, to
continue to represent yourself?

MR. VON FOX: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you think that's wise?

MR. VON FOX: I think it's wise enough
after I've been through three lawyers that have
tried to break mal -- legal malpractice laws in the
State of South Carolina.

THE COURT: Well, sir, I will tell you
this, and the Court does not take a position one
way or the other, I'm a lawyer and I have a lawyer
represent me, because I can't be objective about my
own situation.

MR. VON FOX: I don't need a lawyer.
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THE COURT: Let me finish saying what
I'm going to say to you. I understand that you may
have had some difficulty, again, I take no position
one way or the other, but when you represent
yourself you're charged with knowing the Rules of
Court, the Rules of Evidence, and the Rules of
Procedure.

And so prior to trial, I need you to
get familiar with those things or you're going to
be at a distinct disadvantage in trying your case.
Okay?

MR. VON FOX: Well, I have some
documents here that I've had mock trial classes as
well.

THE COURT: Well, now, again, I'm not
questioning your capacity or your ability. I just
want you to be aware of it because I don't want you
to be taken aback or caught off guard at the time
of trial.

MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: So even though the law --
even though the Constitution allows you to
represent yourself, you're still charged with
having the same knowledge basically as a lawyer and

following those same standards.
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MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: I just -- the law requires
me to advise you that while you have the ability
and the right to represent yourself, that may not
always be the most wise decision, that there are
certain dangers that are inherent in representing
yourself and 1f you cannot afford a lawyer, we can
appoint one for you.

So do you have any desire to have a
lawyer appointed to represent you if you meet the
requirements for appointment?

MR. VON FOX: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. How many witnesses
doe the State have, Mr. Patrick?

MR. PATRICK: Between eight to ten,
Your Honor. |

THE COURT: And, sir, how many
witnesses do you --

MR. VON FOX: About six.

THE COURT: About six. And are there
any pretrial motions, sir, that --

MR. VON FOX: I have not recei§ed
discovery in any aspect whatsoever.

THE COURT: I'm almost sure it was

given -- who was his -- who were your previous
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attorneys?' |

MR. VON FOX: Savage Law Firm. They
said they did discovery while I was in Tokyo.

THE COURT: Did you go by there and get
your file?

MR. VON FOX: No. They sent the file
by Fed Ex, and i1t did not have discovery items in
it whatsoever. |

THE COURT: Do you have any discovery
you can give him before he leaves the building
today?

MR. PATRICK: I can try, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Who did you all send the
discovéry to?

MR. PATRICK: We sent it to the Savage
Law Firm, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Who represented you at the
Savage Law Firm, sir? |

MR. VON FOX: It was Donald McKune, and
it switched to Cameron Blazer when Donald McKune
had an issue With his family.

THE COURT:. Okay. So when you say
you've had several lawyers, you've only had one law
firm representing you.

MR. VON FOX: I've had two lawyers at
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the same law firm representing me from the same
college.

THE COURT: That's considered like one
law firm, one set of -- when you say several to, me,
that makes me think you went to three different law
firms.

MR. VON FOX: Right.

THE COURT: So even though a law firm
may have several different members practicing in
it, for all intents and purposes it's one
representation because they can all switch off and
represent you.

| MR. VON FOX: They donﬂt have the same
-— different bar numbers, correct?

THE COURT: Oh, yeah. Yeah; a law firm
doesn't have a bar number. A bar number represents
your license and your privilege to practice law in
the State of South Carolina. So that's individual
to each lawyer, but that doesn't change the fact
that when you have a law firm representing you, any
member of that firm can represent you.

That doesn't represent separate
different folk. It's not like three separate --
when you said that, it made me think you've been to

three separate law firms and had terminated their
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representation.

Okay. Have you explored having a
lawyer -- an additional lawyer represent you or
another lawyer represent you?

MR. VON FOX: I've contacted two law

firms, Your Honor, but no responses yet.

THE COURT: And when was -- has the
Savage Law Firm been relieved from representing
you?
MR. VON FOX: They ordered the motion,
but they weren't relieved through formal paperwork.
MR. PATRICK: Orally, Judge.
THE COURT: Okay. When was that?
MR. VON FOX: They weren't relieved
orally either.
MR. PATRICK: That was on February 12,
2016, Judge.
MR. VON FOX: The judge never relieved
them orally either.
THE COURT: What was that?
MR. VON FOX: The judge never relieved
them orally either.
THE COURT: I can't hear you, sir.
AMR. VON FOX: The judge never relieved

them orally either.
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MR. PATRICK: I believe he did, Judge.

THE COURT: Who was the judge?

MR. PATRICK: Judge Jeff Young.

THE COURT: And the Savage Law Firm
made a motion or did Mr. Fox make a motion?

MR. PATRICK: It was a motion by the
Savage Law Firm, Judge.

THE COURT:. Okay. Ahd it was heard and
Mr. Fox was present?

MR. PATRICK: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And, sir, you're saying
that Judge Young didn't say Savage Law Firm was
relieved?

MR. VON FOX: No, Your Honor. He never
said orally or sent a form to the Clerk of Court's
office.

THE COURT: You don't have to get a
form. In criminal court you don't have to do --

MR. VON FOX: I'm waiting on the
transcripts, but I know what he said orally.

THE COURT: Yeah. You don't have to --
but you don't want them representing you, though,
do you?

MR. VON FOX: O©Oh, no, méfam, I don't.

THE COURT: Okay. So it's —--
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MR. VON FOX: =-- a letter to them, not
them -- |

THE COURT: So it'é sort of a moot
issue, isn't it?

MR. VON FOX: I would imagine, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Yeah. In criminal court,
we don't have to do orders; a transcript is
sufficient once it's ordered from the bench. We
can do an order if we want to, but it's not
mandatory or required.

Okay. All right. Anything further,
Mr. Fox, you want to share with the Court before we
set the case for trial?

MR. VON FOX: The Savage Law Firm was
also supposed to ask for a jury trial in the
matter.

THE COURT: Yeah. Unléss you ask for a
bench trial, you always have a jury trial in
criminal court.

MR. VON FOX: I also made a request
downstairs for travel for religious purposes.

THE COURT: You have to pay your
witnesses. The Court has no responsibility --

MR. VON FOX: Not witnesses. A request
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to travel‘for religious purposes.
‘ MR. PATRICK: Hé.means for himself,
Judge.

THE COURT: I'm sorry, I'm confused --

MR. PATRICK: He wants to travel --

MR. VON FOX: I made a request down at
the Clerk of Court's office. You should receive it
in your basket today or tomorrow --

THE COURT: To travel where?

MR. VON FOX: Religious reasons to the
Anglican Church in England.

THE COURT: I mean, where do you want
to go?

MR. VON FOX: Either New York or
London, 1if you'li allow;

THE COURT: When?

MR. VON FOX: Before Eucharist is over,
1f possible.

THE COURT: I mean, I need dates. I
don't know when --

MR. VON FOX: I can give you dates if
you allow the travel. I just put a request in to
see if you would allow it or not.

THE COURT: Yeah, I haven't -- if you

put it -- when did you submit it?
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MR. VON FOX: This morning.

THE COURT: Oh, yeah. It wouldn't have
made its way upstairs to me yét. |

MR. PATRICK: Judge, we would object to
any request to travel. I mean, that's a condition
of his bond. It's in the bond paperwork.

MR. VON FOX: 1It's actually -- no, Your
Honor, it's not in the bond paperwork.

THE COURT: Well, it's what you --

MR. VON FOX: They allowed -- they
allowed travel to Jamaica and Grand Cayman in
2015 --

THE COURT: Let me -- let me -- let me
interrupt you one second. And I apologize for the
interruption. The small print on the bond form
says you can't travel outside of the state of South
Carolina. If you went to those places, it's
because the judge -- your previous law firm
probably submitted a consent order and the
Solicitor agreed to it and the judge signed off on
it, which then allowed you to leave the boundaries
of South Carolina for purposes of traveli

So I will look at your -- since the
State objects to your travel, we really need to

dispose of that today.
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MR. PATRICK: Judge, the State —-

THE COURT: 1Ivy, go downstairs and find
his -- see if that'request is in my basket, and
then I'm going to wait to see what he's actually
asking for.

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: So if you can indulge me,
Mr. Patrick.

MR. PATRICK: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Mr. Fox, if you could hang
around for me, we'll deal with your travel request.
Okay?

MR. VON FOX: I have one more request.

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. VON FOX: The appellate process for

the travel request if it's denied.

THE COURT: That's what is called an
interlocutory issue, and the Supreme Court and the:
Court of Appeals will take it up. It will just
kick right back and they'll say it's interlocutory,
completely discretionary. Of course I can't speak
for them, but based on experience, it's
interlocutory and it's completely within my
discretion. And since I haven't made a decision

yet, I think it's rather premature.
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MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. VON FOX: As well there was a
request to understand the face-to-face meeting with
witnesses.

THE COURT: I'm sorry, I'm didn't hear
you.

MR. VON FOX: Face-to-face meetings
with a witness -- |

THE COURT: That's your responsibility
to contact witnesses. They don't have any
obligation to talk to you if they don't want to.

MR. VON FOX: Will they grant me a
letter to contact them and ask them to unlock the
e-mail?

THE COURT: Unlock whose e-mail?

MR. VON FOX: Unlock their e-mail at
the Solicitor's office so I can send them an e-mail
to correspond --

THE COURT: Who are you trying to
correspond with?

MR. VON FOX: The Assistant Solicitor
himself.

MR. PATRICK: The e-mail is not locked,

Judge. Judge, this kind of brings up --
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MR. VON FOX: The e-mail is locked, the
Assistant Solicitor, .Stephanie Linder's.

THE COURT: Okay. What's going on?
Help me.

MR. PATRICK: We have a couple of
mental health concerns.

- THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PATRICK: Judging by ﬁis behavior
-- the original offer was PTI. He went through the
PTI process, was rejected. He had several meetings
with —--

THE COURT: Why was he rejected from
PTI?

MR.»PATRICK: The head of PTI, Ty
Felkner, had a meeting with him where he turned --
had sort of an aggressive demeanor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PATRICK: And there were
requirements that he go through some mental health
treatment during the course of PTI. It came to
light that it was not going to be a successful
process.

The Savage Law Firm filed a motion to
have him relieved. I believe one of the purposes

of the motion to have it -- a judge look at the



w N

o O s

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

17

case. The result of the motion was that the Savage
Law Firm was relieved and the case was put on a
trial docket.

He has traveled before. He traveled to
Japan and got arrested for assault there. While in
a Japanese jail, there was --

MR. VON FOX: Your Honor --

THE COURT: I'm going to let you
respond, sir.

Go ahead, Mr. Patrick.

MR. PATRICK: While he was in the
Japanese prison, there was a medical diagnosis for
mental health issues. He was extradited back to
the United States, made it back to Charleston,
that's when the whole PTI process started.

There are about a dozen lawsuits in
Federal Court that allege pretty outrageous claims.

THE COURT: You mean, he's made in
Federal Court or somebody --

MR. PATRICK: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: ~-- somebody made against

MR. PATRICK: He made in Federal Court.
THE COURT: Against who?

MR. PATRICK: Against the State of
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South Carolina, against the Savage Law Firm,
against the Market Pavilion Hotel where this
incident occurred. Some of the damages are in —-
upwards of millions of dollars. It's just -- it
Speaks to a —--

THE COURT: Sir, are you representing
yourself in Federal Court?

MR. VON FOX: Yes, ma'am, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask you a
quick question. What do you do -- how old are you?

MR. VON FOX: I'm 38.

THE COURT: How far have you gone in
school?

MR. VON FOX: A bachelor's.

THE COURT: And what is yoﬁr bachelor's
degree in?

MR. VON FOX: Political science,
history, and the classics.

THE COURT: And where did you receive
your degree?

MR. VON FOX: I haven't received a
degree entirely. TIt's just the BA program itself.

THE COURT: So you didn't graduate?

MR. VON FOX: Not yet. I'm currently

in the university program.
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THE COURT: Okay. What university
program --

MR. VON FOX: Arizona State University
with a 3.5 GPA.

THE COURT: And you're a resident of
Charleston?

MR. VON FOX: Correct. I went to the
College of Charleston as well, and The Citadelf

THE COURT: What do you do for a
living? ’

MR. VON FOX: 1I'm a consultant.

THE COURT: With -- I mean, you have to
explain --

MR. VON FOX: Your Honor, I'm a
consultant with the federal programs, I've also
done work related to American Tribes in the local
areas.

THE COURT: So you're a government
consultant for what kind of programs?

MR. VON FOX: Federal programs in their
éntirety. Any program.

THE COURT: How long have you been
engaged in that employmeht?

MR. VON FOX: About ten years.

THE COURT: Okay. Sir, is there
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anything else you want to share with the Court?

MR. VON FOX: Yes. Well, the
application that the Assistant Solicitor here makes
is understandable if there was a concern of mental
health. These documents from Tokyo that I received
from my lawyer saying they came from either my
lawyer or him are not signed under Rule 902. They
are a foreign expert withess under Justice --
Justice Graves --

THE COURT: Well, he's not offering
them and he hasn't given --

MR. VON FOX: I understand, but he's
making a claim that I have a mental issue. And
this is the document that they claim is supporting
that mental issue itself, it's not signed. 1It's
from a Japanese psychiatrist who has to be Buddhist
to be a psychiatrist in Japan.

THE COURT: Uh-huh.

MR. VON FOX: They have a national
religion, énd they don't have the same legal system
as the United States --

THE COURT: That's correct, they don't.

MR. VON FOX: And -- but the charges in
Japan were not a conviction. They were some kind

of —— I don't know -- some kind of -— I have no



~ o U W N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

21

idea.

THE COURT: Okay. |

MR. VON FOX: It was from Japan, I
didn't receive any paperwork. They took all the
paperwork from me. I don't have any paperwork from
Japan whatsoever, and I have the actual
psychological testing done from another
psychologist.

THE COURT: Weil, sir, 1f you think
you're competent and you think you can represent
yourself, I'm fine with that.

MR. VON FOX: Right, but it's --

THE COURT: You're doing it at your own
risk. What I would strongly suggest you do, and
you can take it for what it's worth, is —-- have you
been —- and please don't take this in any
pejorative sense. You know, I'm asking these
questions for a reason; they're not random. Have
you ever been evaluated by the Department of Mental
Health?

MR. VON FOX: I have not --

THE COURT: Have you ever had any kind
of diagnosis? |

MR. VON FOX: No, I haven't. And the

outlandish claims in Federal Court stopping cases,
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there's all evidance, signed documented evidence --

THE COURT: Well, no, the question is,
did you file cases in Fedéral Court?

MR. VON FOX: I did.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. VON FOX: And they all have
documented evidence, dates, times, places, people,
real events -- |

THE COURT: When did you file those
cases?

MR. VON FOX: Throughout the last
month. I have five appeals --

THE COURT: So they haven't -- yeah.
Yeah. You know in Federal Court they can dismiss
your causes of action on summary Jjudgment without a
hearing and you'll just get a form order.

MR. VON FOX: And I can make an appeal
to Richmond.

" THE COURT: Yeah. I mean, which would
take about three years. Yeah. All right.

MR. VON FOX: The U. S. Constitution
gives me protected rights.

THE COURT: Listen, I'm a lawyer and
I'm a judge, I'm a great believer in the system. I

say, exercise your rights. That's why we -- we've
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got a system, it's wonderful. Even with its faults
and problems, it works as far as I'm concerned. I
say, avail yourself of it. You will never hear me
criticize you for filing anything or doing anything
that you think is appropriate to protect your
interests. Only you can make that decision. I
can't make that decision for you.

MR. VON FOX: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And I would never
discourage you from doing that.

All right. Let's see here —-

MR. VON FOX: I would also like to make
a request to —-

THE COURT: Because what I was going to
suggest to you, because I feel like it wouldn't
hurt you at all, is to go get evaluated and if, in
fact, there's something where you might need some
meds, they might be willing to take you back in
PTI. Who knows? Which would be such a great
opportunity for you, because then once you do PTI
you can get your record expunged.

MR. VON FOX: Yes. Yes, Your Honor.
And I've done this. I've actually went to MUSC
upon their recommendation after receiving --

THE COURT: When was that?
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MR. VON FOX: That was right when I
returned from Japan. |

THE COURT: All right. So what --
where -- you went to the Institute of Psychiatry?

MR. VON FOX: I went to MUSC's
emergency room to test me for medication that was
forced on me in Japan that was not approved by the
EPA --

THE COURT: Well, that's not the kind
of evaluation I'm talking about.

MR. VON FOX: Well, no, that's -- and
they put me through an evaluation with Dr. Susan
Knight, a psychologist.

THE COURT: Okay. What did Dr. Knight
say?

MR. VON FOX: Dr. Knight made some
statements on her documentation without even
providing testing in her contract. So there was no
testing done whatsoever. Dr. Randolph Waid in Mt.
Pleasant, however, conducted the tests on my behalf

THE COURT: And what did Dr. Waid say?

MR. VON FOX: I have them right here,
Your Honor, if you would like to read them.

THE COURT: I'm sorry?
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MR. VON FOX: I have a copy for you
right here.

THE COURT: Sure. Let me look at it.

MR. PATRICK: I've actually seen that,
Judge.

THE COURT: Well, these are Japanese
documents. I'm talking about - |

- MR. VON FOX: Weli, that's the Japanese
report --

THE COURT: Yeah. But behind this is
Dr. Waid's report. Okay. Let's see, and this was
done -- let's see.

MR. VON FOX: I have a lawsuit in Tokyo
in preparation for suing the actual hospital in
Tokyo.

THE COURT: Like Ilsaid, if they have
any process, avail yourself of it. I would never
criticize you for that.

MR. VON FOX: But, Your Honor --

THE COURT: Let me -- let me read for a
quick second. I'm trying to see what date this was
actually done. |

MR. VON FOX: November 15, 2015, some
time —--

THE COURT: Okay. It doesn't have a
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date on here, which is sort of -- okay. This was
as a result of your family court action; 1is that
correct?

MR. VON FOX: Yes, Your Honor. It's
anger management --

THE COURT: I need order, please.

MR. VON FOX: It's an anger management
battery.

THE COURT: Was this before or after
you were evaluated for PTI?

MR. VON FOX: That was afterwards, and
they used the PTI evaluation for Dr. Susan Knight,
which did not show any testing whatsoever from a
psychologist, per her contract and my lawyer.
Which caused me to go to MUSC emergency room and
take medicine.

And I have documentation for the
medicine I was taking as well, and the effects on
my body increased my Alc, gave me diabetes and
almost cardiac arrest, and seconded by two
endocrinologists at MUSC.

THE COURT: 1Is this all the pages of
this report? I'm missing a page with the findings.

MR. VON FOX: It's just the relevant

pages for the findings, the tests themselves --
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THE COURT; I need the findings, that's
what is relevant to me. Yeah, because I need to
know what his diagnosis is. So I -- based on what
I've read as the result of those tests, I can
pretty much assume what the diagnosis is.

MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: And you may well want to --
did he suggest you take some medication?

MR. VON FOX: No, ma'am. No, Your
Honor, not at all. And I have the testing from
MUSC showing they issued the medication they had me
on.

THE COURT: I'm sorry?

MR. VON FOX: I have the information
from MUSC showing the medication and the effects on
my body and the endocrinologists involved.

THE COURT: Oh, I have no doubt what
you're telling me. You said you're diabetic,
correct?

MR. VON FOX: Well, the diabetes was
caused by the medicine I was pretty much --

THE COURT: In Japan?

MR. VON FOX: No.

THE COURT: Where?

MR. VON FOX: Here in the United
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States.
THE COURT: Well --

MR. VON FOX: I was forced medication

. in Japan, but the Japanese medication 1is not

approved by the drug administration.

THE COURT: Well, it's not unusual for
medications to cause your blood sugar or your blood
pressure to be affected.

Did you make a copy of this for Mr.
Patrick?

You can't get the Eucharist served to
you here?

MR. VON FOX: ©Not in the Catholic rites
with the Anglican Church, Your Honor. Not since
the American Revolution.

The closest one is in Trinity Church in
New York City. The Episcopal Church in Washington,
DC does not do it either.

THE COURT: Now, what date is this that
you are seeking to travel?

MR. VON FOX: T was just seeking the
opportunity to approach you and understand 1if T
could.

THE COURT: Well, no, I'm not going to

make a decision without knowing what dates --
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MR. VON FOX: I can send the dates down
to you this afternéon'downstaifs if you woﬁld like.

THE COURT: No, I need to know the
dates now. You should know the dates you want to
travel.

MR. VON FOX: Well, I mean, I can
travel the 27th through the 29th of April. Is that
pertinent?

THE COURT: Well, your trial is going
to be before then probably. So I think it might be
a moot issue.

MR. VON FOX: Also, I would like to
make énother request to extend the trial date
past —-

THE COURT: Why?

MR. VON FOX: The university semester
I'm qurrently in.

THE COURT: Do you actually go to class
or do you do it online? |

MR. VON FOX: I do it online. But it's
not done until the 29th.

THE COURT: Yeah, bﬁt you can do that
at your oWn leisure, can't you?

MR. VON FOX: It's up to the professor.

THE COURT: I can't hear you.
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MR. VON FOX: It's up to the
professor's choice.

THE COURT: But they're usually pretty
reasonable, wouldn't you think?

MR. VON FOX: I can ask them, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: 1It's been my experience
that they're pretty reasonable and lenient with you
if you have some, you know, extenuating
circumstances.

MR. VON FOX: Would you allow me to
speak to him about the situation in South Carolina?

THE COURT: Pardon me?

MR. VON FOX: Would you allow me to
speak to him about the situation in South
Carolina --

THE COURT: You can talk about.whatever
you want to talk about.

MR. VON FOX: I don't want to violate
any kind of laws.

THE COURT: You can talk about anything
you want to with your professor. I would think |
that you would tell him that you have some stuff
going on if -- if, in fact, it conflicts with a

class you have, I would think you would tell him.
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MR. VON FOX: Well, they're going to
request proof. Is it possible I send him proof?

THE COURT: You can send them a copy of
the Indictment.

MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: Or send them a copy of the
docket if you want. It will be up online in the
next couple of days. Probably by this afternoon
sometime. It would be my goal to have it up by --
well, I've got probation violations, but probably
around -- well, it will be before 5:00.

MR. VON FOX: Also, Your Honor, may I
show the discovery questions to you as well? Is
that --

THE COURT: We don't do -— I mean, you
would have to serve those on Mr. Patrick.

MR. VON FOX: Okay. )

THE COURT: Because I can't -- 1
certainly can't give you any discovery.

Mr. Patrick, is it possible -- I would
imagine in the file you have that you sent to the
Savage Law Firm --

MR. PATRICK: We do --

THE COURT: -- there might be

something --
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MR. PATRICK: 1It's been_kind of
distributed throughout that trial folder. I've
been serving everything on him by certified mail.
I would ask if I do that, if I could send out a
letter with the Rule 5 material in it.

THE COURT: Well, if he's here --

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: -- no time like the
present.

MR. PATRICK: All right. Thank you,
Judge.

THE COURT: And then that way he can
sign off on something right there indicating he
received it from you today.

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: Or if you need him to come
back tomorrow, but I would, again, think it might
be prudent to get that done today.

MR. VON FOX: Your Honor, not to say
that I have a crutch in the law itself, but
understand I'm not a barred lawyer so I would need
probably a day to go over that documentation and
research --

THE COURT: Well, you'll have more than

a day because today is Wednesday.
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MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: Court doesn't start until
Monday. While I have a great deal of empathy
regarding your religious requirement and the
limitation of your ability to have the Eucharist
served in a way that you feel is appropriate and
consistent with your religious beliefs, at this
time and with -- and the dates you told me are
beyond the dates of your trial, so really it's a
moot issue at this point. We'll have to -—- because
once your trial --

MR. VON FOX: What about an earlier
date, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Pardon me?

MR. VON FOX: What about an earlier
date?

THE COURT: I'm not going to consider
anything before trial.

MR. VON FOX: Okay.

THE COURT: Because you need —-- too
many things -- you know, Brussel's airport was
bombed yesterday by two folk who blew themselves
up. It's just -- travel right now, to me, 1is an
iffy proposition anywhere out of the country. And

even with travel within the country, I have no
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control over the northeasters that are coming

through the north and whether your flights might be

cancelled.

I can't run that risk. I need you here

at court. Okay?

charges, it's a moot issue; you can go wherever you

want to go.

be if‘you'ré convicted.

So if you're exonerated on these

MR. VON FOX: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: The only issue is going to

And if you've convicted,

it becomes a moot issue as well.

Mr.

10:

Patrick

49 a.m.)

MR. VON FOX: Yes, -Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

And make a copy of that please for
and then have it put in his file.

Thank you. It will bé set for trial.
MR. PATRICK: Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you very much.

(These proceedings were concluded at
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MS. LINDER: Your Honor, this individual has thrown
bodily fluids and assaulted while resisting arrest. It's
from January of 2013. Wé are actually here today due to the
defense's motion to be relieved as counsel. And, Your Honor,
I think they can explain that, but I'm happy to go into more
detail.

MS. BLAZER: May it please the Court. I'm Cameron
Blazer. And I'm here with Don McCune from the Savage Law
Firm. Mr. von Fox is present as well. We are here because
Mr. Fox has sought to have us relieved. We have not made
this motion of our own accord.

Solicitor Linder is correct. This case arises out
of a January 2013 incident that occurred at the Market Street
Pavilion Hotel. And shortly thereafter, in March of 2013,
with the permission of Ms. Linder, Mr. von Fox traveled to
Japan on business. While in Japan on business, a similar
incident took place. And he was taken into custody in Japan
where he was held for quite some time while we worked through
the international authorities to try to get him brought back
to)the United States.

And during that time, he was treated with medication
and diagnosed preliminary with schizophrenia. Upon his
return to the United States in January of 2014, he was
returned through New York City and returned to South

Carolina, at which point, he did begin receiving treatment at
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M.U.S.C. and was successfully being treated and was dbing
very, very well.

And by virtue of all of that, in negotiation with
Ms. Linder, she was very understanding about the original
incident and agreed to refer Mr. von Fox to PTI with the
condition that he present to her in advance proof of the
compliance with medical treatment. I obtained a release from
him and sought proof of his compliance with his psychiatrist
at M.U.S.C. That was completed this summer. He provided me
with a summary that I then provided to Ms. Linder. And at
that time, Ms. Linder referred him to the PTI program.

Due to a number of scheduling issues, the actual
intake appointment did not occur until November. And none of
those were chargeable to Mr. von Fox.

At some point in the late summer or early fall, both

I and Mr. von Fox's mother observed some of what we believed
to be potential deterioration in his well-being. And I was
very concerned, but I withheld any observation directly to
Mr. von Fox, because I didn't want to make a bad situation
worse. But it reached a point where I began receiving
numerous concerning carbon copies of documents being --
letters being sent to various authorities around the country
and internationally.

And so I reached out to Dr. Steele at M.U.S.C., who

had been his psychiatrist. I received a return phone call a
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few days later from the resident who had taken her place in
managing Mr. von Fox's care, and provided a little bit of my
observations to her. And she agreed to address that with
Mr. von Fox.

When she addressed that with M;. von Fox, he became
very upset with me and felt that I had violated his HIPAA
rights and confidentiality rights and sought to have me
withdraw from the case at that time.

Mr. McCune stepped in at that time and had been
communicating with Mr. von Fox since that time. So if it's
all right, I would like to turn it over to him.

THE COURT: Yes.

GEORGE MULLEN: Thank you, Your Honor. I was
originally working at fhe Savage Law Firm when this case
originated. I left the Savage Law Firm. I returned on the
1st of September. So Ms. Blazer and I communicated about the
subject, because I knew the case very well.

Mr. von Fox wrote a letter to Andy Savage and asked
that our firm be withdrawn from the case. And I told him
that we would, you know, be happy to move in that direction,
but for him to try to obtain alternative counsel so that
someone could set the speed, because we weren't sure whether
he had capacity to make a proper decision at that time.

So he went to his second PTI interview. 2And,

apparently, there were some issues at the PTI interview with
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some resistance, belligerence --

(Whereupon, there is an interruption from a cell
phone in the audience.)

THE COURT: Please seize that phone.

GEORGE MULLEN: So we communicated with the PTI
person and with Ms. Linder in an effort to find out where we
were, also communicated with Mr. Fox that the PTI could be --
Ms. Linder asked this, that he be stabilized on his
medications for a time period before he be re-entered into
the PTI program. And the solicitor withdrew the admission to
PTI program.

We communicated that with Mr. Fox. He insisted that
he wanted us relieved as counsel. So the instant motion came
out of that. And we communicated with him about that. And
that's why he's here today.

THE COURT: Mr. veon Fox, I have just heard what your
attorneys have stated. Do you want to have your attorneys
relieved?

MR. VON FOX: Yes. And what they stated is not true
either.

THE COURT: Okay. And you understand, though, when
they call this case for trial, you will be required to
represent yourself?

MR. VON FOX: Yes, sir. And I have the

documentation that they are actually not telling the truth.
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THE COURT: Well, the main thing is, I just want to
make sure that you understand --

MR. VON FOX: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: -- that coming up at the last minute and
saying, I just retained an attorney, is not going to
guarantee you a continuance of that case. It may, but not
necessarily.

MR. VON FOX: Absolutely, I understand, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Just because you decide to hold off and
not do anything, doesn't mean that the wheels of justice have
stopped.

MR. VON FOX: I understand, Your Honor,
completely.

THE COURT: Are you under the influence --

MR. VON FOX: Not at all.

THE COURT: And Qot taking any medication?

MR. VON FOX: Not at all. May I explain myself?

THE COURT: You don't need to. I don't need to go
into the facts of the case. You are saying you do not want
Ms. Blazer or --

MR. VON FOX: I have a medical malpractice lawsuit
against M.U.S.C. "

THE COURT: Well, that's a whole different matter.
But as far as the criminal matter, you understand that when

that case is called, you will be sitting at that table by



“ ;

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

yourself?

MR. VON FOX: BAbsolutely.

THE COURT: Very well. That is your choice. Have
good day.

MS. LINDER: Just so that the Court is aware, if
Your Honor is relieving Mr. Von Fox's representations, the
State will be seeking an evaluation to be done.

THE COURT: Okay. That is fine. But right now,
y'all are off.

MR. VON FOX: I have evaluation already taken care

of.

a

THE COURT: That's good. 1I'm only here on the being

relieved as counsel for these attorneys. Have a good day.

(Whereupon, proceedings are adjourned.)
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Wr.Fox began to be withdr=sn and to bs swsy from his femily and friends since around a year of 2011,
bésed on information from his mother, Ms, Teresa Fore (ls. Fore gave us this infermation -through an |
Amer ican embassy).  Therefors, |t |s assumed thet the onset of his mental iliness, schizophrenia, was
sround that time of his iife.

He came to Japan, February 2013, and he was arrested for his violencs at the hotel hs stayed at. fe
olaimed it for “self-defenss® , howaver. It is aseumed that his |liness influenced his behavior at
the hotel to some extent.

3

While he was under arrest, he repetitively stated paranoid-|ike-commsnts. For example, he
sutomatically lost a U.S. citizenship because hs was arrested in a country of cotmunism, Japen. And,
he alep stated that he was made to become a commumist because an American citizen, who was arrosted
in @ country of comsunism for more than 3 months, was made to be a communist. And. he aleo continued
odd behavior and-he repetitively sent letters to goverrments and embasgles of Switzerland, Russis,
Gorman. UAE. Ireland. Hs strongly refused to return to the U.S. for ths above-ment ioned parancia.

A psychiatrist saw him on October 17th 2013, sinoe he was assumed- to have a mental iilness. He was
diagnosed with Schizophrenla. At that time, he did not think that he had Schizophrenia and he did
not eccept to receive treatment for it, It was judged that he nesded 2 full treatment with a
hospitalization. Then, several pesychlatrists saw him again on November 21st, 2013, ard concluded
that he had Sohizophrenia. paranoid typs, and needed a ocompulsory hospitalization. Treatment with
medioation started in our hospital, Aseh! Gerenral Hospital, snd abnormal ly peychological confusion
seemed to become better. Right now, he does not have any significant problems in his privets room of

a closed psychiatric unit.
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L. Randolph Waid, Ph.D.
Licensed Clinical Psychologist

The Oaks Busineés Conter

1459 Stuart Engals Bivd.
Suite 204-A
Mt. Pleasant, S.C. 29464 REPORT OF P$ YCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION
Confidentinl-For Professional Use Oaly
Name: Glvnndeavin Fox
Age 37 (DOR- 10/13/17)
SeN. Male

(dennfying Intormation/Reasop for Reliral: Glynadeavin Fox iy a 37-year-old maic who
- agrocment in the Family Coun of the 9™ Judicial Cireuit (07/09/15) was ordered o submit t
office Hvrlusliop was

psycholngical evaluation agirccted toward parental fimess to be conducied W i

843 8816878 P.001

Telephone
(843) 881-2778
Fax
(843) 881-6878

per o setijement
O a

also directod to assess Mr Fax with regard to anger management issucs. There was agreement for there to
be consullation between this cxaminer. L. Randolph Waid. Ph.D. and Marnisa Nava. Ph.D. who was
mandated 1o direct the reunification process between My Fox and his duughter, Mackenzic Lynn Fox
(DOB 1/18/08) Mr. Fox's lcpal interests arc represented by Grover “Beau” Seaton. V. Esqure. The
appoipted (iuardian ad Litem is Scan F. Keefer, Evquire. Thus, evaluation wos pursued in thes office with

vegard to Mr Fox's psvchological functioning. anger management. and parental fitness

Notification' Prior to commencing the evaluation of Mr. Fox. he was informed of the purpose of the
assessmeat and the limits of confidentiality. M. Fox was informed that per the settlement agreement ip the
Family Court of the 9 Judicial Circuit (0771971 5), he was ordered to submit to psychological evaluation
to uddress parcatal fituess and anger 1ssues as well as for this examiner fo consult with Mansa Nava, Ph D.
Mr. Fox was informed that the evgluation would consist of multiple intervicws as well as conduction of

psychological testing and review of records. M. Fox was alsp informed that there m

av bc interviews of

collaterals to assist in the evaluatios - Mr. Fox consented. providing a release form allowing for thus
cxamner to consult with Marisa Nava, Ph 1. and Sean Keefer. Esquire. Yet. Mr Fox refused to provide
release allowing this examiner to ntervicw family mcmbers, specifically his mother. Ms. Teresa Gore  Mr.
Fox was informed that 8 report of my findings aud opuions would be provided to the Farmily Court of the
o™ tudicial Circuit as well os to the Guardian ad Litem. As such. information obtained during the

' conduction of the evaluation was not confidenual. Mr Fox was provided an Loformed Conscat Form
detailimg the purpose of the asscssment and the limuts of contidentiality. Mr. Fox read and signed the

Informed Consent Form and agreed to participate in the assessmient

My understanding of Ms. Fox's case was assisted by review of reconds from the ¥amily Court of

. ~th . . e ’ -
e 5™ tudicial Civculs including the fallownng.

1. Final ordet/approval of apreement, Amy Lyin Fox v Glynndeavin Von Fox, Mav. 2010.

3 Juterim consent onder wn the Family Court vl the 9N Judicaal Crreuit. Amy Hartley v. Glynndeavin Voo

Yo, Apri, 2014

3 Amecnded complaint in the Family Couwst of the 9% Judicial Circuit fried on behalf of Amy Hurtley by

Matthew C Halverstadl, Esquirc. Japuary. 2015

4 Amended answer and counterclaim filed by Grover “Beau” Seaton. 1V, Esquure on hehalf of

(flynndeavin Von Fox n the Family Count of the Y™ Judicial Circuit, February. 2015
5 Reply filed in the Farmly Court of the 9™ Judicial Circuit by Matthew C. Halverst

of Amy Hartley. February. 2015

adt Lisquirc. un behall

6 Affidavit of Teresa Gore in furtherance of motion to intervene and be jomed as a third party defendant

filed n the Family Coun of the 9% Judicial Cureuit, March, 2015

7 Final order in the Family Court of the 9™ Judhcial Circutt, Amy Harltey vs. Glynndeavin Von Fox. July,

20135



gmmnz_emmnun-::n-x-:;\a—.n...xqe...... : IO

NOV-03-2015 08:25 Teichner ~ Waid 843 6816878 P.004

children would describe their relationship with him as being “ftherly.” With rcgard to time away from
visnting Mackenzic. Mr. Fox offered hittle explanation and claimed that he is pursuing the current acuons a3
he basically “wants to see my daughter.” Mr. Fox offered little insight into the impact of not having secn
his daughter for an extended period of time might bsve oo her as wel as the parent child relaticuship.

Summary of Psychological Tesung Mr. Fox's guarded and not forthcoming approach toward the
cvaluation was also evident in his responding 10 psychalogical tests. With regard to any psychological
problems that cause any concern for Mr. Fox currently he stated, “nothing. | baveno probleras.” With
regard to what he would most like to change about himself, he stated. 1 geed to lose weight.” With regard
1o what he least likes about himself now is *'{ aeed to lose weight. 1 am overweight ” What he likes about

msclf gow is “that [ bave a degree.”

Mr. Fox was administered the Personalily Assessment Inventory (PAL). an objective broad-baxd
psychologrcal test. Mr. Fox's response sct (validity scalcs) 1o the PAl indicated that he was motivated to
portray himselt as being exceptionally froe of coramon shortcomings to which most individuals will admit
As a result, Mr. Fox will be quitc reluctant to adnut to migor faults, perhaps not ven willing to admit these
(yults to himself. Regardless of the cause, the test results are unlikely to be a valid reflection of Mr. Fox's

experience.

Despite Mr. Fox's level of defensiveness described above, he described prablems of greater
intensity than is typical of dcfensive respondesnts in the areas of suspiciousness, mistrust, compulsivencss of
ngidity. unusuel sensory-motor problems, failure in close relationships. and inflated self estecrn.

The PAl clinical profile futled to rcveal any clcvations that would b¢ consrdercd to wdicatc tbe
presence of climcal psychopathology. Yet. demal and defeasivencss may he responsible for the generally
trouble (roe picture that Mr. Fox is reporting. ’

The PAI clinical profile failed lo revea! any indications of significent psychopathology the areas
that arc tapped by the \ndividug) clinical scales. Mr. Fox described a self concept that appcars to involve a
generally stable and positive sclf evaluation. |fe descnbed an interpersonal stylc involving very strong
peeds for attention and affiiation There was report of experiencing a high level of stress compared to thut
of normal adults. Yet, such demands appcar to be buffered by a large number of individuals to whom he
can turn for support when noeded. M. Fox denied being distressed from thoughts of suicide. He alxo
denicd experiencing difficulties with anger management.

In return coasultation on Augusl 11™. 2015, 1 discussed with Mr. Fox that his responsc gvle
psvchological tesung was overly defensive, not rendering the test results to be a valid depiction of any
ongoing conocrns or difficultics. T asked Mr. Fox to complete the Minncsata Multipbasic Personality
Ipvintorv-2-Restructured Form (MMP1-2-RF) with the previous responsc set being 1 miod.

The MMPL-2-RF validity scales revealed a clumcally sipnificant elevation with regard to the L-
Scale (F=81). The finding is generally reflective of prescnung one’s seif in an overly virtuous

fushion/defensive.

Revicw of the MMPI-2 Restructured Clinical (RC) Scaled revealed a chnically sigmificant
elevation with regard o ideas of persecution (T=66). There were o other clinically significant clevatons
revealing of complamnts associated with somatic dithculties, low positive cmotions, CYnicis, anusocial
behavior, dysfunctional negative cmolions. aberrant €Xpenences. or hypomanic activation. 1deasof
persecution reflect belicfs such as “] fecl | have often been punished without causc { am sure [ amo bewg

1alked about, people say insulting and vulgar things about me.”

Review of the MMPi-2-RF Somatic/Cognitive and Internalizing Scales also failcd to rcveal any
clinically significant elevations suggestive of ongoing difficuities. Therc wasno report of difficulies with
suicidal deation, helplessuess. hopelcysness, self doubt, mefficacy. stresg/worry, anxicty. anger pronencss.

or behavior restricting fears.
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Review of the MMP1-2-RF Externalizing, Interpersonal. and Interest Scales also failed to reveal
any clinically significant clevations. This included a lack of a significant clevation with regard to family
problems, though obviously there is estrangement currently onpoing between Mr. Fox and his desire to be
involved with his daughter. Therc was no report of difficultics with inierpersonal passivity. social
avoidance, shyness. substance abuse, or aggression. -

Revicw of the MOMP1-2-RF Psy-5 Scales also failed to reveal any clinically significant elevabons
with regard 10 aggressiveness. psychoticism, disconstraint, ncgative emotionality. or inroversion

Mr. Fox respondcd to the OMNI Personality lnventory. The OMNis a self report inventory
designed to assess hoth pormal and sbnormal personality waits. Mr. Fox responded to the OMNI i a

comsistent fashion without acknowledgment that hc was experiencing any disruptive levels of distress.

s Review of the OMNI-1V revealed Mr. Fox to statc that he is calm and relaxed and not particularly
worried about the future. Mr. Fox has @ positive view of himself and 15 content with the tife ge has lived,
Frequently. be has ordinary, understandable fluctuations in mood. Mr. Fox reported betag content with o
peaceful. quict. and predictablc way of life.

With regard to interpersonal relationships. Mr. Fox stated that he enjoys meetipg and talking to
others 10 an average extent  Yel he is inclincd to be wary of others and suspicious of their mientions. Mr.
Fox stated that he relates to others in a genuinc and straightforward way without being at all duplicitous or
manipulative. Mr. Fox reported that he is content with going unnoticed and usually does not go out of his
way 1o attract attention. Mr. Fox reported being inclined to be somewhat modest. unpretenuous. and self-
effacing '

Mr. Fox rcported that he tends to be cautious and dcliberate, carcful o consider the consequcuces
of hus actions. He reported having good coutrol over most behaviors like cating, dnokiog. spending. or

HA

M. Fox reported having 4 oonspicuous amount of drive. motivetion, end desirc 10 SWpass uthers .
with his accomplishments. [t is very likely that he favors traditional and conservalive social values. tle

tends to be somewhat intolerant of cultura) diversity, though this is inconsistent with his involvement with
American Indian tnbes.

Mr. Fox reports being more active and energeuc than most people. He describad bemg nest,
organized, and thorough. Mr. Fox views himsclf as being very self reliant. usually handling the evervday
demands of life without turing 10 others

' .
With regard to the Perscnaliy Disorder Scalc, thers was a cmeld glcvation wilh regard 1o paranoid
(T=64). Mr. Fox denied having a pervasive pattern of behaviors, traits, or attitudes associgied with 8
«hizoid. schizotypal, antisocisl, bordelinc, histriogic. parcissistic, avoidant dependcut. of

obsessive/compulsive personality disorder.

Mr. Fox reported being 3 sacial consumer of alwhol Indeed, there was report that he may have a
glass of wine with dinner. Mr. Fox stated that-he has nevet previously beco intoxicated. Hc does not view
nimsclf as having any problems with the use/abusc of alcohol. Mr. Fox denied cver experiencing tbe
missing of school or work due to sicobul consumption. He denied more disruptive symaptoms such as
delirium tremors, blackouts, oF needing a drink ia the MOrning.

Mr. Fox responded to the Substance Abuse Subtle Screening lovegtory (SASSI-3). The SASSI-3is
a self report inventory designed to assist in aseessing whether an ipdividual i3 at high probability for a
substance abuse problem. 1t was noted that Mr. Fox was overly defensive in his responding to th: SASS]-3
There was no report of experienciog disruptive Symploms associated with substance abuse, nof did Mr Fox
- report having Irequent obvious or subtle attnbutes to his personality that are commonly found o the



IKMIﬂ_Emmlﬂﬂ 15 G- BUAM dX 2LgLIVH - caras

NOV-03-2015 08:26 Teichner ~ Waid

'

843 88:6878

personalities of individual with substance abuse problems. Overall. it appears that Mr. Fox does not have
any difficulties with substance abusc/abusc of alcohal. Tndeed, family court records fail to reveal

allegations that Mr._ Fox has a substance abuse problam

In consultation with Dr. Mansa Nava and Sean Keefer, Guardian ad Litem, as well as review of
records frorn Dr. Nava's involvement with Mr. Fox’s daughter as well as the daughter’s mother and

stepfather, thare was complant perticularly by the doughtex, Mackenzic, that Mr. Fox would

easily become

angry and mad st her. There was also discussion with Sean Keefer, GAL. regarding the wcident in Japan
and whether that involved a pbysical altercation. 1o the current evaluation, Mr. Fox denied cxperiencing
disruptive difficulties with anger dyscontrol. Mr. Fox was administered the State Trait Anger Expression
Inventory-2 (STAXI-2). The STAXI-2 provides CONCISc mcasures of the expericnce, expression and
control of anger. Mr Fox's responscs to the STAXI-2 failed to reveal any clinically significant levels with
regard to statc anxiety. As such, Mr. Fox denied expericncing rclatively intense angry feclings that would
be situationally determimed such as his curent iavolvemeant in the Family Court legal procecdiogs.

M. Fox also denied having high lcvels ol rail anxiety which would te sssociated with chronically
and frequently experiencing angry feelings as well as often believing that one is treated unfairly by others.
High troit angry ndividuals generally are quack tempered and readily express their angry feelings with little

provocation. Such individuals are often impulsive and lacking in anger control

Mr. Fox did report that he speuds a great deal of energy in calming down and reductng his anger as
soon as possible. There was also acknowledgment of spending a great deal of energy w monitoring and
preventing the autward cxperience and cxpression of anger. Certainly, the development of intemnal controls

over the experience and expression of anger is gencrally seen in 3 positive light if it does ot serve to reduce
Q person’s awareness of the need to respond with asscrtive behavior in order to facilitatc a constructive

solution to 4 frustrating situation.

" Mr. Fox stated that in the past, he expericneed difficulties with attention/focus and was secn by Dr.
Glasier in ¢onsultation. There was placement on psychostimulant medication which was of assistance 0
Mr. Fox though use rendered im “woucy.” [n the current evaluation, Mr. Fox responded 1o the Barkley
Deficits in Executive Functioning Scale. Sisnilar to his responding to other psychologcal tests, Mr. Fox

responded either ncver of rarely to every item on the inventory other thon stating sometimes

“{ am nnt ablc

to comprehend what 1 read as well as | should be ablc to do: [ have to reread material or ! forget its
meaning © Mr Fox’s responses to the Barkley Scale resulted in a score oa the ADHD-EF Index Scale that
was significantly below the cutoff score utilized o identify adults who are at risk for disruptive behaviors

associated with ap atlention deficit hyperactivity disorder.

Mr. Fox was also provided s Persvual Prohlcms Checklist for adults to coroplete  The cheeklist s
comprised of a list of 208 problcms that people may he confronting in their life Mr. Fox endorsed the

fotlowing problem aress:

Heing criticized by others.
Not fitting in with peers.
Being overweight

Not having suitable clothes.
Job not paying cnough.
¥rends or relatives crticizing job.
Getting bad grades.

Takiog the wrong courses
Not moking enough money.
Failing to support church
Neodipg lcgal advice.
Needing a vacation.

Losing job.

P.006
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