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Altorniey for 1 vl
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d D1-7 and dpp}'dXitﬁéfél‘ -1 and'172 hours of oral
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. bﬂlty criteria for DMR supports by reason of
AR 6.03(1). ”

IDENCE PRESENTED

1 on the Appellant’s denial of eligibility for DMR services. -
1-year-old woman who s lives infJ R MA. (A3-4,

1 ‘p_sychpiogi.cai testing of the Appellant after the age of 14 were:
(D47, Ad)




e Appellant was 13 years of” dgze, she scored a.
yw. that in 1964 when the Appellant s was 14 years of

nce Scale (WAIS) was admlm tered. On that test, she

matoe [Q ¢ scqxe of 8 d‘,a bull Scale IQ score

es was that the App(,ﬁant gives the. nnm‘c%x on

a shown. She dwplayed higher [dmhfy'v\nth the more

. : ‘ im h;‘ih acadernic. The reporter noted that there was a moderately

- wide seaiter and sony s in function was Jikely. The Case Record Fa]der states
 that the Apy ’ellcmi’s IQ is 66 and L,IVE‘;‘» her a diagnosis. of “Moderate” as an “Established
ma;mosw Merital Disorder”. There was 1o indication of the ievel of education of the

esters/reporters o1 of Hnma sertifications within this exhibit. (A1)




o ft was 17 years of & state
id n ,tes that shie | isr ally a rion-reader. bhe

Vo

. wa.s 38 yeals of agev The pm pose of the evaluatlon was to determme ehg blhty for Mass
‘ ppellant obtamed a Verbal IQ score'of 66, a
Scale IQ score of 7 5 The report states that she is

_‘ppe part of the low average range (D7)

12: Jetirey M. Schumer, Psy D., a licensed psychologlst administered the Wechsler
Adult lmglhg@mé, Scale-II (WAIS- 1I) to the Appellant on October 21, 2002 when she
~ was 52 years of age. Dr. Schumer’s report states that the Appellant was referred for a
psyeht ogxcal evaluation by DMR to assess her current intellectual and adaptive
‘ al m the deterrhination of ehglbﬂrty for DMR services: On this test the




) score; of; 66 a Performan e IQ score of 83 and a Full

I pievmhs test

asily ti _ked by people She hves ina roommg house in
.-beheves that the Appellant needs protection




of the Appellant =,He : tat d that the Appellant
andle he doesn t fear

‘state of ngf whether they Weze swk anxmus not motivated:
illness. Individuals who score 4 or below on 1Q subtests are

be m lly rétarded. lefercnt subtest scores show an individual’s
eaknesses. Usually mentally retarded individuals have low subtest scores.




r' 'Wayryn n revwwe : he Psycholo rical Evaluation performed by Dr. Davis and stated

' She te tified that the Ful Scale score of 75 indicates that the

I me range and is not mentally retarded. She noted that
1 but that it took her more

“she reviewed the Psychologlcal Evaluation performed by Dr.
; ed» that she disagreed with his statement that there was no significant




Hie Verbal IQ scote (66) and the Performance 1Q scoe (78). (A4)

in. two or. more of the followmg adaptlve skill areas:
10me hvmg, social skills, commumty use, self direction, health
ctmnal academics, leisure and work must exist concurrently with sub

ctual functlomng, and the 1nd1v1dual must have manifested the criteria (a)

and (b):before the age of 18.

" The sci that. the Appellant obtained on the Binet before age 18 while a-
low 70 and: although I did not give these scores. great weight, 1.did give
onsid atlon in: hght of the other. evidence presented. None of the Appellant’s Full




bon of the Department may appeal to the
L.c. 30A [115 CMR 6.34(5)].

Hearmg Officer




