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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1. The question decided by the lowa Supreme
Court is faced in all states.

:5 T, , /. 22 A 2
/ ,2 / 8 . 2
, 25, , / , H 2
2 , [ 5/ H 2 . [/ 2
/ ,2 7/ L /
2 / . /5 , ,2 , ,
. # 2/ /5, , 5 .
2 7 /., 7 /
/ & , 2 " 2 7 # 2
7 A , / ,/ / Crawford v.
Washington, 4; B- € . 25 5
/ 7/ / / / 2
$
2 2 25 , /
// 2 / ,2 / 7 *
Crawford 2 [/ 7 2 25
, =/ 2 , / ,2 /- * %
) , , 7 ,
, 25 ? 7 ,
,2 / /.2 / 7 57
7 , 25, - 2
/ , 57 , # 2 ,, [/ 2, 0 State
v. Wright 14 3-/;) 4-8 O)X 6 2
> 25 , /5
.2 , # . ? [/ F @
.2,2 - / ,2 /- *ox
, 7 5717 , ,
See,e.g, '/ (140D 44 / B3 (&I # O
x5/ ) B/®B Cl # D -; B * - CB 7
/> Cl =05 D *; B3
- 0 #0 :5/) B4l 5/ /D --)i3 (4

05 D *4* -(B ((O)CB2 7 People



,2 , 27 , /
2 2 / , 2 5, = * %
7 , 7 5 5
, 2>/, 57, 0 Wright 14 3
/ 4- 08K / /L2 .
more 2 2 ,2 /- _2,2
/ 2 2,
, , / , , /
, 7 @ Id. B 72 C
2 7 2 " =/, Crawford ,2 /-
, - # ,
2 2, 7 5/ 5 . 2 /
/5, , , - / / 7/
2 - , /,
8/ / 2 ™ , =/ 2 /
,2 Idaho v. Wright ;(1 ) 4
B ((CC [/ -/ 2 / White v. Illinois
4 - ; B ((-C
v. Moreno $ /-;-8" - 1(B, Crawford v. Washington
4; B- ;00 + 4 D 4 BCB- 1€
B7 5/ 5/ 7777 / 5 Cl 6
D(C ) B-CB- 1l "/ D-;** B ((4CB2 /

, Woodard v. State ;( 3 -/)( B Oca
.0:5/7);;8@BC8 2"/ D ¢ -;8 ,2 - ;01-48

"7 & 4 B3 - U8/ "/ D 4% 1%;*
B .2 (OUs8 . "/ D- -( 83 - B 77
2/7 ,57 .,/ D——* ; B- 4l /
/" $ ,D * ;B * - ] ,2
- D) B " - o ,20 :5/7) I
D4(4 -83 - (87 5/ 5 , [/, ,
5 0:5/) B4 05 D;( 148- I
9505 D4 )4B- €9 05 D4 -4+
B- 108 77 .5 / 2/
0910 :5/) B-109+ 0 :5/) B-;0%2 O
=57 ) 11 %# -D-) 83  ((;-%
" D404 B3 - (108 . D *1*
B— -l "t/ D 1*~ * 148- 10 + "/ / . D (
*yB- 10 vt s,/ D) 1-33 - 41 2
"/ D1**; B (3 205"/ D( ;; -

B3 - 03 D() )B- 1



8 Crawford 2 " /7 / - - #
/5 7/, 2 / XX
/ 2 " ' 2 / 2 2_K2
2 /,
, , / /
2 2 " , 7
, 0 4; )* ( 77 /
Crawford ? @
/ 2 . # 2 / 2
/ / 2 2/ 7 77 , * "
2 .
2 7 , / 2 ,
2 -2, ? 1] 2
) // /7 / ? @
Crawford 8 , 2 " 7., , / 2
/? 5 2 7/ 7
, [ 2 5/ < 0 -
2 2 . [/, , Id. )
0O 2 2 " / 2 2
? o0 77 [/? 7
7 2 />
/7 7 @ Id.
2 / 2 2 - 72 / 7 , ,
- 2, # 27 2 2,2 2
-/ /0 Id. )
& ,2 ,2 / ,
- # 2/ = /5 5 . /
7 2 27 /
7 7 /
7 2 ,
.2 2 ,2 ? 0 2
7 7 Crawford [/ 2 "
5 Crawford 2 ** // "7
5 Idaho v. Wright / White v. Illinois /
.2 ,2 ,2 * ok -

/ 5 2 77 /

) /5
Idaho v. Wright / White v. Illinois, [/ 2



2 / Crawford , , 2 ,
25 / -, , /- 22 A
2 . / .2 2 ,2 /- xR
2 /- /5, ? ]
2 7, 2 5 2
2 2 25 S 2 ,
55 5 # / 5 . H / 25
2 7/, / , 2 / - & 2 -
-8 2 - , 2, 2/ 2 2 -
FT.P. v. State ( -/ 18 " 77 - ;C
B2 / 2 , - # / , 5
- 12 .5 - 2 2 2
/ / =/ (I Seely v. State ** 3 [/ *™ - 13
“1) (48 # 77 - B2 /2 .. #
- 2 2 -
(I People v. Sisavath ) 77 ; 2 ( 8- ;C
B2 / 2 / 5 . 7
5 ., - Cl People v. Sharp 44 $ [/ 411
B** 77 - (B2 7/ 2 7 5 ,
5 . - (I Hernandez v. State (; -/ -1
B6 77 - 1 B2 / 2 -
Cl State v. Hooper ***$ /** - 13 ;;1-- B8/ 2
- 1C B2 / 2 , " -
Cl People v. Stechly )1 9 - -/ BB - 1CB2 /
2 , , 7, / 2 , - # L
12 .5 2 . Cl
Agilera v. State ) -9 :-/-QBB / 77 - 1082 / 2
, 5 . . 2 2
/ // 5 2, . , 2,2/
/ (I State v. Bentley 1 (93-/-( B8 . - 1C
B2 / 2 , "2 /7% , '
- (I State v. Henderson $ /711 8 - 1C
B2 / 2 . - # / /7 ,5 .
(I State v. Kennedy (41 -/ 1418 - 182 /
2 "2/ - /5, , U - # -
2 - , 5 . 2
2/ / (I Snowden v. State ) 1 -/ ;B / - &
B2 / 2 , - # - Cl
Williams v. State (1 -/ 1-138 77 - 1CB2 / 2

, 5 . 6 " -
2 7/ - 2 , 25,



/ (I State v. Justus - 4 3 [/ )1-B , - C

B2 / 2 , - # /2 /7 = /5, ,

" 5 . . (I Statev. Buda ( - -/1 4

BO I 7 + - cB2 7/ 2 - #

+ 7 L 2 /6 5, . Cl Flores

v.State - $ / 1 B9 5 - 4(B2 / 2 ,2 /

7 , b 5, 5 - Cl Statev. Blue 1 1

93-/ 44) B9+ - (82 / 2 ,

5 . (I Statev. Pitt ;1% /7 (; B% 77

- (B2 / 2 / "2/ /5, ,

- (l State v. Neese - 3 ) )i
77 - cB2 / 2 5 . 2/ -
/5, , " - (l State v. Hopkins 4; % /-4

B3 2 77 - 1082 / 2 2 $ , b

5, I - 2
- C
, 2 .5 25 / 2 7
* / 2 / F State v.

Arroyo (4 -/ (14 8" - 182 7/ 2
, / - (Il Commonwealth v.

DeOliveira );(9 - -/- )B - (B2 7/ 2

, / , - Cl People v. Geno )

93-/ )18 ,2 77 - ;082 / 2

2/ = /5, , " / - Cl State v.

Krasky 1 93 -/ B - 182 / 2

- Cl State v. Spencer (% / );B

- 182 / 2 , / 7 -

(I State v. Vaught Y- 93 -/ -); BO - ;C

B2 / 2 / 7 7 /, /

- (I State v. Brigman - - -/;QB89™ 77

- (B2 / 2 / , - -2 —*

LAY 4 # . 4 / Cl
Statev. D.H. - 13 -( B%2 77 + - 182 7/
2 , - # Y2/ == /5, , " -
(I Commonwealth v. Allshouse (-; -/ - 4B3$
7 - 1082 7/ 2 2/ /L 2
5, .. # . Cl Lollis v. State - - 3 [/
) B * 77 - 1082 / 2 , -
C



7 *Crawford , 5 2 2
2 2 , 25 577,/
2 , 27 2 2, 2
- 7 7 / // 2

2 2 -
5 /725 // / 5 2, ,
2 2 27 ,

-/ / 2

2. In order to properly protect and treat abused
children, the states need to know the rules
regarding interviews.

8 5 . ,2 2 , [/, 7/ # -
"2 /% , ' 2 ., , , 2
7 7 7 , / /.2 / &

5 . 5 7, -2 5
, [/, / / 2 / $
2/ = /5, , , "7 2 2
2 # 5 ./ , F
2 ,2/ 2 / ,
2 2 2 / 2 2
See e.g Randallv. State ( 1 -/ ; B+ 7 - (B2 /
2 - / 2 2/ / 7/ /
7 / , *oE Cl Starr v. State ;o - -/-(18 77
- ;B2 / 2 - / -2 2 /717
-7 / 5 (l State v. Tailo - 1
3 ;-- B . - 1CB2 / 2 - /
.2 2 / / (I Cabinet for Health and Family
Services v. A.G.G. ( 37 )B - (B2 / 2
- / , Crawford 77 ,
7 2, (lInreP.F. )3$ /--;B%#
5 77 - 4082 / 2 - /
Cl State v. Carothers 1-; 9 3 -/ B + - C
B2 / 2 - / -2 2 /. 5
(I State v. Tester Y(4 -/ - 4B@ - (B2 /

2 - / -2 2 / / C



25 2 / 2 J2 K
2 ,2/ 2/ 2 2 # 2
2 - # - 2
25 5 2 /
5 2 / 2
2 , 2 / - 2
/ 2
,2 / 5 2 5
2 /t 2 / = . 2
27 2 ,2/ 2 # 7 2
2 /
2 7 5 2
-/ 2 - /
2 2 ,2/ 2 5 2
2
2 / /
2
"2, 2/ = /5, , " What to Do If
You Suspect a Child Is Being Abused 2 THE. _ .
2, s E / " 727t , E-2 /
7, 2 / / vs /
6 - )
2/ = /5, , , - , / 7
// 2 / 2 ., ,
/ 2 / / ., 5
2 2 2 / -2 25 , /
2/ = /5, , , - , / ,
2 2,2/ , [/, 7
/ , /5/ / 7 2 2
’ # -/ # , 5 2
/ 2 / / 2 @ 2 9
"2/ = /5,, " The CAC Model 2 TF
EE. .. s E7 E / E , /
2 vs / 6 - ) B?The CAC

ModeliC 2 2 7 5/ ,2/7x, [ 7



’ ’ ’ 2 2 ,2 /
2, 2/ - /5, , " Mission and
. E / " 727t E *

; s M
2 /, /, 2 5 J o, K2 . /
5 / ., . 2/ 0
,2 Investigating Child Sexual Abuse
Allegations: Do Experts Agree on Anything? 2 THE. - .
E , 4 2 B 2 , /



10

, 95 ,2 /7 , 7 - 7

; / 7 /7, 5, , - 2/
7 0 The CAC Model supra.
& 2 /5 2/ = /5, ,
- /.2 / 2/ 2
/ 5 H 7 / 5 2 2
0] 2 2 . 2 2, 4
2/ . [25 2 277 [/ 2 2
5 2, "2/ = /5, ,
Before the CCAC: A Broken System 2 THE
- -2, - E / " 727 £2 E 2
’r s # E v / 6
- ) & - 2 55 - ,
7 2 /2 |, 2/ = /5, , ,
7

2
/.2 /
/,
2 2 / 2 *7 , 5
8 - 4 /7 )(( ,2 /
] 2 5, I ( NB5
) C 2 - - / "2/ =
& Child Maltreatment B- 4C 5
2 THE. .. , 22 5E7 E, £7 E, 4E,2 7
2 2 ., /6 - )
5, = 2 / 5
7 2 .2/ . 2 2 /
# 7 5, =/
/ , - 5, y s ? 2
/ / 2 /

NN

N

7 7 7 ,2 , /5 7 /



11

2 2 / , /
7 5, 2
/7 ,2 , [/ - # 2
. 2 2 5, 0P 9 6 # Sexual Abuse
Statistics 2 THE. . .7 5 * * _, 2
? / . /6 - )
" - 2,2/ = /5, , , 7
? / 7,2/ 7 I
) /, / 2 2 | 7/,
2 ,2 / 5 -1 /
7 , I 7/, 77 ,2 /5,
/ 2 0 The CAC Model supra 2 , *
- 2,2/ - /5, , 7
? / 7 , (V4 ,2 2
, 2 2 , / 2 5 . 2 , 7/,
7 7 I ,2,
? 2 ,2/ 5,2 /* / 5
,2 / / 5 * 2,2 2 /
,2 / / , @ Id
# 2 /9% , " 2 ,2/
/5 , 55/2 1
2/ /5 2 / 2
, / 5 2 /
2 + , ' See 9 "2/
, Current Listing of Member Childrens Advoca-
cy Centers 2 THE. .. , * E7 E7 70
7 /P ((( .. [/ 6 - ) ,
- ; 2 25 4 7T /7, , 5
/, .2,2,2/ = /5, , , -
, /! 5 5/:
/ /3 - / , ,2 2
, / 2 ,2 *2/ /5, ,
" 0 / 55/, 2 .
MRD.v. T.D. * /* _ Y3 - 1 B ™5 77 - )
B 7 2 (I People v. Sandefur ***Q - -/ **

- 13 ;4 (B8 77 ;+ - 108 ° /



12

Cl Potter v. Greene *** -/ ** - )3 @ 77
- )8,2 7/, / ( Zukowski v. State - ) 3 (8B
" 77 - Y82/ 7C



13

CONCLUSION

/

1-0: 8 3 B! LC98Q%9

! - 0 L %9

Counsel of Record
0:9 0] 0

1 8:% = o

$% & ")
! LA 0/0
$2 FB41 C14 *

6 "FB41 C14 * 11;

4 -

Attorneys for Amicus Curiae



