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director. Yvonnie Pardee stated it was her understanding that after hours, CCSM 1, who 
has a personal relationship with Child A's Mother, received a text message from Child 
A's Mother on the evening of 8/22/2023. Within the text message Child A's Mother 
informed CCSM 1 that Child A made a disclosure that she had been touched (on her 
body) by Child B. Child A also made the disclosure that she told Child B to stop 
touching her and that she also told the CCSMs who placed Child B in timeout. Child A's 
Mother then stated she was going to speak with Yvonnie Pardee in the morning. 
  
After her discussion with Child A's Mother, Yvonnie Pardee contacted Kaylan Atens and 
informed her of Child A's disclosure. Yvonnie Pardee requested Kaylan Atens draft the 
incident report as she was overseeing the operations of the child care center on the day 
of the incident. Kaylan Atens then spoke to the bureau's consultant to inform her of the 
allegations received in addition to contacting the Wayland Police Department (WPD). 
When  arrived at the child care facility he was informed 
that during the previous week there were only two days when Child A and Child B were 
both present. During these two days, CCSM 1 and CSSM 2 were the only CCSMs that 
worked in the classroom with Child A and Child B.  interviewed CCSM 1 
and CCSM 2 onsite. Neither CCSM 1 nor CCSM 2 reported having any knowledge of 
Child A informing them of the incident that occurred between Child A and Child B, and 
both CCSMs denied witnessing anything occur between Child A and Child B. Yvonnie 
Pardee advised she has a child that is enrolled in the school-age classroom. Yvonnie 
Pardee's child denied witnessing any inappropriate interactions between Child A and 
Child B. Based upon the severity of the allegations, Yvonnie Pardee stated Child B was 
disenrolled from the child care facility. 
  
Prior to ending the interview Yvonnie Pardee also stated prior to the alleged incident 
with Child A and Child B, another child made an allegation regarding Child B.  On 
8/5/2023 Yvonnie Pardee reported Child C's Mother made a complaint that Child B has 
been looking under the bathroom stall while Child C was using the bathroom. However, 
the following day Child C's Mother sent a message through the ProCare app informing 
the child care center that Child C admitted to lying about Child B looking at her under 
the bathroom stall. Due to the disclosure received from Child C's Mother, the child care 
facility did not continue looking into the incident. 
  
CCSM 1 was provided with the allegations concerning Child A and Child B. CCSM 1 
identified herself and CCSM 2 and the CCSMs that primarily work in the school-age 
classroom. CCSM1 denied witnessing Child A and Child B associate with one another, 
and she had never witnessed Child B being "touchy" with any of the child care children. 
While discussing Child A's disclosure that she told the CCSMs and as a result Child B 
was placed in time-out, CCSM 1 denied any disclosure was made to her or CCSM 2. 
CCSM 1 also made a point to note she and Child A's Mother had a friendship and she 
would not have withheld this information from her.  While discussing Child A and Child B 
CCSM 1 denied there were any serious behavioral concerns for either child. CCSM 1 
relayed Child B would get upset or frustrated on occasion, but denied he exhibited any 
behaviors like what was reported in the allegations. 
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Mother believed it was more likely that Child A was touched on multiple locations on her 
body during one incident. 
  
During the conversation Child A denied she was ever touched beneath her clothing and 
identified "between her legs, her butt, and her chest" as being the locations where she 
was touched. Child A's Mother said Child A informed her that she told CCSM 1 about 
the incident. However, Child A's Mother didn't believe she told CCSM 1. Child A's 
Mother disclosed having a personal relationship with CCSM 1 and didn't believe she 
would withhold that information from her. Child A's Mother believed Child A was not 
honest about this because she may have thought she would get in trouble for not 
reporting Child B touched her. 
  
I asked Child A's Mother if she was aware of any specific toileting procedures that they 
follow. She also denied being aware of the toileting procedures in the classroom, but 
she was aware that the bathroom the children use is located within the classroom. She 
told me that it was also a gender-neutral bathroom, which she did not like. Child A's 
Mother believed that school age children should have separate bathrooms, or at a 
minimum not have mixed gender children in the bathroom at the same time. Child A's 
Mother then clarified her statement at my request, and she said she's witnessed both 
boys and girls in the bathroom together on occasion. I asked Child A's Mother if Child A 
had been touched in the bathroom. Child A's Mother was not aware of the location 
where Child A was touched, and declined my request that she ask Child A. Child A's 
Mother said Child A was doing well and that she did not was to bring up the matter and 
set her back. I then asked if Child A's Mother believed that the lack of supervision 
contributed to Child A being touched by Child B which she denied. Child A's Mother 
reported having been previously employed in a child care setting and said these matters 
can occur quickly. 
  
Child C has been attending the child care facility for approximately three months. During 
this time Child C's Mother has had a "pretty positive" experience at the Education 
Station. Child B's Mother told me there was an incident at the beginning of August 
where Child Chas been attempting to look under the bathroom stall while she was 
inside. Prior to this occurring Child B's Mother stated there were small incidents that had 
occurred that Child B's Mother had "a weird feeling about," but explained it was not 
anything serious enough to bring to Yvonnie Pardee's attention. Child C's Mother 
explained the weird behavior and disclosed it felt as if Child B had been targeting her by 
way of playing with toys close to her proximity and making them hit her. 
  
Child C's Mother acknowledged being aware that multiple child care children will often 
be in the bathroom together. She did not believe this was a good idea, but also relayed 
she did not believe it important enough to make a complaint to the facility. As time 
progressed, at the beginning of August Child C reported an incident that occurred while 
Child C was using the bathroom. Child C disclosed Child B was attempting to look at 
her while she was using the bathroom by peaking under the stall. After hearing this, 
Child C's Mother immediately contacted the child care facility to report the incident. 
While Child C's Mother was attempting to gather more information about the incident, 
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Child C then disclosed she was not telling the truth. Child C's Mother then contacted the 
child care facility the following day through the ProCare app and informed Yvonnie 
Pardee of Child C's most recent disclosure and asked that the incident not be 
investigated. Since this time, Child C's Mother denied there have been any additional 
incidents concerning Child B. 
  
Despite Child C's Mother said mixed genders in the bathroom at the same time, due to 
there being two separate stalls, was not a "huge concern" but still maintained believing 
it was not best practice to have the children sharing and using the bathroom at the 
same time. Child C's Mother did not believe that the child care center failed to provide 
appropriate care and supervision for the school aged children.  
  
Child D and Child E have been attending the child care facility since August of 2021. 
While Child D only attended child care for the summer, Child D and Child E's Mother 
informed me Child E was still in attendance and enrolled in the 4's room. Child D and 
Child E's Mother does not have any "major complaints" for the facility. Child D and Child 
C's Mother identified CCSM 1 as the CCSM that is most frequently in the school-age 
classroom. She also stated Yvonnie Pardee will has also worked in the school-age 
room on occasion. Child D and Child E's Mother did not have concerns with the CCSMs 
not reporting incidents and told me they often post updates through the ProCare app in 
real time. Child D and Child C's Mother also stated Child E recently had an injury while 
in care and that in addition to notifying her through the app, they also called and spoke 
with her, so she was aware. Child D and Child E's Mother has not witnessed any 
negative changes in either child's behavior since attending. Child D and Child E's 
Mother acknowledged reviewing body safety with Child D and what were appropriate 
touches and inappropriate touches. Child D and Child E's Mother would "hope" Child D 
and Child E would communicate with her. While Child D and Child E's Mother did not 
believe this was an issue that impacted Child D while in the school age room, she was 
again going to discuss body safety with Child D and Child E. 
  
Child F's Mother informed me that Child F has been attending the child care facility for 
approximately 7 years. Child F's Mother has had an "awesome" experience since Child 
F has been attending. Currently Child F only attends for before and after school care, 
and she denied having any concerns regarding the care and supervision provided to the 
children at the child care facility. Child F's Mother denied having concerns pertaining to 
the child care facility reporting incidents saying they "constantly upload things to 
ProCare throughout the day."  
  
Child G's Mother reported being a former CCSM at the child care facility, and advised 
Child G no longer attends the facility. Child G's Mother worked at the child care facility 
for approximately 2 years. Child G's Mother said she left for a "variety of reasons." She 
elaborated on this and stated she "didn't feel it was run well; they don't follow licensing 
rules; and a lot of things [they] don't agree with. Child G's Mother specifically stated the 
school age room was not "structured" and that the CCSMs located in the room don't 
provide good supervision. What bothered Child G's Mother more than anything else was 
the lack of supervision the CCSMs provide to the children. As an example of this, Child 
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G's Mother believed it was inappropriate to have children of mixed genders being in the 
bathroom at the same time without supervision. On occasion, Child G's Mother would 
have a difficulty finding CCSMs in the classroom upon arrival. While Child G's Mother 
denied the children ever being alone in the facility without care, she stated the CCSMs 
would often be located in areas where they are not able to monitor the children's 
locations. 
  
Child G's Mother identified CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 as being the CCSMs that are primarily 
working in the school-age room. Child G's Mother did not personally work with either 
CCSM often but advised CCSM 1 had a close relationship with Child G. Child G's 
Mother said CCSM 1 was "always engaged" while actively working with the children, but 
stated CCSM 2 did not appear to pay much attention to the children. Child G's Mother 
acknowledged both CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 are often on their phones. Child G's Mother 
confirmed being aware of the investigation and allegations made that Child B touched 
Child A and attempted to look at Child C beneath the bathroom stall. Child G's Mother 
believed the incidents that occurred with Child A and Child C were preventable should 
CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 monitor the bathrooms more closely. 
  
During the phone interviews with the child care parents it was mentioned that I should 
reach out to CCSM 3 who could provide me with additional information pertaining to the 
care and supervision within the center. 
  
CCSM 2 has been employed at the Education Station of Wayland for approximately 2 
years. In that time CCSM 2 has primarily worked in the school-age room, but 
acknowledged she has more recently worked in the school-age room. CCSM 2 recalled 
the incident noted in the allegations. Child A made a disclosure to Child A's Mother that 
Child B had touched her on multiple locations on her body, but denied there was skin-
to-skin contact between Child A and Child B during the incident. CCSM 2 denied having 
any awareness of the alleged incident until the following day when Child A's Mother 
spoke to the interim program director, Kaylan Atens. CCSM 2 denied Child A brought 
the incident to the attention of herself or CCSM 1. If this incident had been reported, 
CCSM 2 stated an incident report would have been drafted and they would have notified 
Child A's Mother through the ProCare app in addition to consulting with her during Child 
A's pickup. CCSM 2 recalled there was a separate incident that occurred concerning 
Child B shortly before the disclosure made by Child A. Child C informed Child C's 
Mother that Child B was attempting to watch Child C beneath the bathroom stall.  
CCSM 2 also denied this was brought to the CCSMs attention, but advised Child B's 
Mother later informed the child care center that Child C admitted to making up the 
allegations. CCSM 2 denied there were any previous concerns exhibited by Child A, 
Child B, or Child C that would have required the CCSMs to provide increased 
supervision while toileting. 
  
CCSM 2 confirmed that the school-age children all use the same bathroom located in 
the classroom. She continued to state that they "usually" have a CCSM standing 
outside the bathroom when there are children of mixed genders using the bathroom. 
CCSM 2 said it was not common for the CCSMs to allow mixed-gendered children in 
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the bathroom together but stated it has happened during urgent situations. I then asked 
CCSM 2 about the allegations concerning the child care children playing in the 
bathrooms. CCSM 2 acknowledged this has been a problem and that whenever they 
notice multiple children in the bathroom, they always come over to provide supervision. 
CCSM 2 also confirmed there have been several previous incidents where they have 
found the child care children "horsing around."  
  
CCSM 3 requested that the conversation be anonymous out of concern that providing 
the information to the Bureau could result in conflicts amongst the CCSMs. CCSM 3 did 
not have concerns regarding "management" but has had concern regarding care and 
supervision with the school-age classroom. 
  
CCSM 3 reported having familiarity with both CCSM 1 and CCSM 2. CCSM 3 stated 
"some days they are fantastic and great, but a lot of times they’re on their phones." 
While CCSM 3 has observed both CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 on their phones she believed it 
was difficult to determine whether the CCSMs are updating the ProCare app as 
opposed to “texting.” CCSM 3 said while it can be difficult to tell, she acknowledged 
there have been times where the CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 have been on their phone 
longer than what she would expect for documenting in the app. While CCSM 1 has 
been observed occasionally using her phone, she believed CCSM 2's use of her phone 
was more excessive compared to CCSM 1. During the interview CCSM 3 confirmed 
there have been multiple children in the bathroom at the same time. Whenever the 
CCSMs have noticed this, they always make the children leave the bathroom. CCSM 3 
did not believe the incident involving Child A and Child B occurred solely due CCSM 1 
and CCSM 2 not paying attention in the classroom. CCSM 3 said the children can move 
around the room quickly, and that it would be impossible to prevent the children from 
always entering the bathroom together. Aside from the frequency and/or duration that 
CCSM 1 and CCSM 2 are on their phones, CCSM 3 denied having any concerns. She 
believed CCSM 1 was more attentive and that she "plays and interacts" with the 
children more than CCSM 2. 
  
Kaylan Atens provided her account of what occurred during the incident between Child 
A and Child B. Kaylan Atens identified herself as the program director for the Dorr 
Education Station, but advised she was also working at the Wayland location filling in 
for Yvonnie Pardee while she was on leave. Kaylan Atens denied being aware of the 
allegations that Child B touched Child A in multiple locations atop her clothing while they 
were both in the school-aged bathroom which is located inside the classroom. Kaylan 
Atens discovered what occurred on the following day when Child A's Mother came in to 
the facility. While discussing the matter with Child A's Mother, she told Kaylan Atens 
that Child A would no longer be attending the child care facility if Child A and Child B 
remained in the same classroom. After her discussion with Child A's Mother, Kaylan 
Atens spoke with Child B concerning the incident. During her conversation with Child B, 
Kaylan Atens stated Child B admitted to the touching Child A with an open hand. 
Though, Child B would not disclose the location on Child A's body where she was 
touched. After Child B's disclosure and acknowledgment that he touched Child A, 
Kaylan Atens informed him she was going to report the incident to Child B's Guardian. 








