9-17-08

Mike Godfrey

DCFS Caseworker

55 South Main Street #24

Manti, UT  84642

Re:  Mike Godfrey’s 9-16-08 Certified Letter
Dear Mike

I am in receipt of your 9-16-08, certified letter.

Remember, the people of the community had no idea that it was really State error induced carbon monoxide poisoning that had caused harm to Daniel.  They had no idea that we were already taking appropriate steps to mitigate the situation…which would prove to be far superior to what we would be compelled by the State and their medical partners to do (see all documents submitted to the court).  (The treatment for carbon monoxide poisoning is to stop breathing carbon monoxide.)  The people of the community had no idea that the State and their medical partners would refuse to follow the carbon monoxide line of reason and action – even when they were apprised of the situation – that they would compel us to receive $40,000 dollars worth of inappropriate care – that the doctors would blame Daniel’s troubles on everything under the sun except for the real cause – carbon monoxide poisoning – and that the State and their medical partners – even after having been apprised of the real cause – carbon monoxide poisoning – would be simply willing to return Daniel and the rest of the family right back into the same toxic poisonous environment to be further sickened or to die…and if not for our profound faith in God and the instrumentality of our friend, Tom Rodgers; they had effectively sentenced our family to further sickness or death…and then, after all that; that they would then claim that we were the incompetent ones and that we needed them (the State and their medical partners) to manage our lives so that we would be safe and well.

The community understands all those things now (see www.danielinthelionsden.us ).  The good people of the community have also been witness to the fact that Daniel has been a very healthy, happy baby for many months now – based on the simple treatment of not breathing any more carbon monoxide.  That is obvious to everyone:  the people of the community; to you; to the judge; virtually everyone that sees him – even Dr Armstrong.  (See video on the website that documents Daniel’s phenomenal progress).

Dr Armstrong has constantly shifted his official written positions to try to accommodate the pressures of the Carbon Monoxide Cover-up in which he has been a part (see The Carbon Monoxide Cover-up Report on the website) – along with being faced with the undeniable reality of how phenomenally well Daniel has been doing ever since he quit breathing CO.  He has not been feeling comfortable with the awkward position in which he has placed himself.  In an effort to try to excuse himself from the obvious inconsistencies of his shifting statements and positions over time, he has made the false statements that he has been denied access to examine Daniel – to really be able to judge how he is doing.  The truth of the matter however, is that he has had free access the entire time to examine Daniel every time Mary has brought him into the clinic…and he has been doing what he has thought was medically appropriate for Daniel – and what he has recommended to us be done…which has been to weigh him and to look him over.

After our last hearing on 7-15-08, when the false statements in Dr Armstrong’s report were read concerning his being denied access to examine Daniel (which has not occurred at any time), Mary specifically made an appointment with Dr Armstrong’s receptionist on her next visit with Daniel to Dr Armstrong’s clinic on 7-22-08 (whereas we had been told previously by Dr Armstrong not to schedule specific times – but to just drop by on the appointed days and he would fit Daniel in – initially twice weekly; then weekly; now biweekly).  The receptionist wrote in a specific appointment time for an exam in Dr Armstrong’s appointment book for 7-29-08.  At that appointment on the 29th, the nurse took vital signs and then Dr Armstrong came into the room to look Daniel over – as he usually has, during the weekly visits.  I believe you have the report that he wrote following that examination – which is dated 7-29-08 and states the following:  “Daniel is pink, active and appears happy...his behavior appears appropriate...I believe that Daniel will continue to do well in terms of growth, and that the need for close supervision has passed...instead of weekly weighing, it would be fine to do it every two weeks.”

On Daniel’s last visit on September the 9th, Mary wrote down the following statement that Dr Armstrong made to her when he came into the room to look Daniel over: “Every time he [Daniel] comes in, I’m just amazed at how good he looks and how well he is doing”.

Dr Armstrong previously made the statement in the presence of two witnesses – Mary and me – that he thought that Daniel was looking so good and doing so well that he did not think it was medically necessary for blood to be drawn for vitamin studies.  That contradicts what you, a non doctor thinks is necessary – and what you have prompted another doctor to recommend – that you found – who has never even seen Daniel to know if it would be appropriate in his present obvious state of good health – or whether it would be a violation of the Hippocratic Oath; by way of ordering invasive and traumatic tests on a perfectly healthy baby that does not need them – based on erroneous diagnoses by other doctors 7 months ago.

I addressed that issue with you in an e-mail on 8-13-08 (see attached).

Dr Armstrong has been very uncomfortable with the position in which he has placed himself…and when you told him (as a non doctor) that you wanted him to order up some tests he did not feel comfortable doing (because he knew – as he has previously stated – that they were not necessary for Daniel’s health needs) that made him even more uncomfortable – and he tried to squirm out of his responsibility as the Doctor in this case.  He has written and said some things that we can prove are not true – and we’ve had to counter those things by letting the truth be known.  (…and we can prove the truth of those matters by putting him up on a witness stand and having him answer certain questions under oath – and that is something for which he has a mortal fear).  Well too bad for him.  We aren’t letting him off the hook.  We aren’t exactly comfortable, either – being compelled by the State to do the things we’ve been compelled to do – including the $40,000 worth of incompetent doctors and inappropriate care we were forced to receive – but despite Dr Armstrong’s flaws…at least we know what we’re dealing with in Dr Armstrong…and he is the one doctor that has had free access to see, examine, and handle Daniel for the past 7+ months…and we are not letting him off the hook.  We will continue to take Daniel to his clinic for his (now) biweekly visits – where Dr Armstrong has free reign, as he has had the entire time – to look Daniel over all he wants and to make any recommendations that he feels that Daniel needs.

Mike, in the past you have indicated that you were not free to do what you personally feel is right in this matter – that other people were “pulling your strings”.  If you really do have the “power” to negotiate, as you say you would like to do – why don’t you simply decide to do what you know is truly right – with respect to Daniel’s well being – and have your counsel, Julie Lund put in an order to dismiss the case – and go and put your efforts into helping children and babies that truly need it – beginning with the thousands of those at risk by carbon monoxide poisoning in Utah, of which you are now aware – as discussed in my 8-13-08 e-mail letter to you (see attached).

Sincerely

David B Conrad 

Attachment:  8-13-08 E-mail Communication with Mike Godfrey

Sent via e-mail and First Class Mail to Mike Godfrey (via e-mail to the others cc’d)

cc:
To the Website:  www.danielinthelionsden.us 

Mark Shurtleff, Attorney General


Wade Farraway, Attorney General’s Office

Duane Betournay, Director of DCFS




Bruce Zylks, Regional Manager, DCFS


David Tibbs, Assistant Attorney General – Counsel for DCFS (initially, now recused)

Julie Lund, Assistant Attorney General – Counsel for DCFS


Annette Monson, Caseworker, DCFS



Michael Jorgenson, Guardian Ad Litem

_____________________________________________________________________

	RE: My Thoughts‏

	From:
	Mike Godfrey (mgodfrey@utah.gov)

	Sent:
	Mon 8/18/08 6:50 AM

	To: 
	Dave Conrad (dconrad000@hotmail.com)


Thanks.. Lets see if he will put it in writing. I'll need to submit what he said to the court. 

 
____________________________________________________________________________
From: Dave Conrad <dconrad000@hotmail.com> 8/14/2008 8:09 PM >>>


Thank you for the clarification of that one point, Mike.  We have reminded Dr Armstrong that he shared his view that those tests are not necessary in front of two witnesses -- both Mary and me -- so you should not have any trouble having him repeat that view to you.
 
Dave
 

_________________________________________________________________________


Date: Thu, 14 Aug 2008 08:01:02 -0600
From: mgodfrey@utah.gov
To: dconrad000@hotmail.com
Subject: Re: My Thoughts


Thanks for getting back with me..

Dr. Armstrong hasn't said to me the tests are not needed. IT is correct I'm following the service plan and what was ordered.

I do appreciate Dr. Armstrong seeing Daniel.  If Dr. Armstrong will give me the same information he gave you it would really move us forward. 

At this point in time, I recommend the tests we discussed be followed. Possibly a evaluation by a physician who is out of the area would be something we can do. If the physician doesn't recommend the testing , I will report back to the court what the recommendations are.

 

Thank you

 

Mike Godfrey
_________________________________________________________

	My Thoughts‏

	From:
	Dave Conrad (dconrad000@hotmail.com)

	Sent:
	Wed 8/13/08 9:22 PM

	To: 
	Mike Godfrey (mgodfrey@utah.gov)

	
	


8-13-08
 
Mike, thank you for coming by on Monday.
 
I've had a little time to gather my thoughts and would like to share them with you.
 
I feel that you are a good guy and that you mean well...but you are lacking in understanding and experience in certain areas...and mistaken about a few things.
 
I am a well-trained doctor and understand the Hippocratic Oath which all doctors are supposed to take upon themselves when they become doctors – “First Do No Harm”.
 
Any good doctor knows that taking blood from a baby is very difficult and traumatic -- and that you do not traumatize a baby by taking blood for tests unless the baby is experiencing clinical signs of sickness or nutritional deficiency...which Daniel is clearly not.
 
Even Doctor Armstrong has had the decency to acknowledge that.  Back in March in both Mary's and my presence Dr Armstrong said that he thought that Daniel was looking so good and doing so well that he did not feel it necessary to have any additional blood taken for vitamin studies.
 
...and Daniel is even bigger, stronger and more robust now -- than he was back in March...in fact, his growth and development has been like a rocket on the chart -- on the simple treatment of not breathing Carbon Monoxide.
 
When you came by on Monday you said that you asked Dr Armstrong to order blood tests for nutrient and vitamin studies...and he said that he did not feel that that was necessary...but you thought they should be done, because of a statement you were interpreting in the Service Plan that Annette Monson drew up -- forgetting that the statement also contained the phrase “unless authorized by Dr Armstrong”...and “they will follow Dr Armstrong's recommendations regarding Daniel's care”...and also not realizing that a doctor following the Hippocratic Oath does not monitor blood nutrient and vitamin levels by actually taking blood from a thriving, healthy baby exhibiting no signs of sickness or deficiency -- but rather -- the fact that the baby is observed to be healthy and thriving is an obvious indication that he is not suffering from nutritional deficiencies.
 
Without realizing it, Mike -- when you put pressure on Dr Armstrong to take blood from Daniel --when Dr Armstrong did not feel that it was necessary -- you were putting pressure on Dr Armstrong to break the Hippocratic Oath.
 
...and then you found another doctor that was willing (without ever having even seen Daniel) to order the blood tests.
 
Mike, do you realize the position that puts you in?  You -- along with the Judge have stated that Daniel appears to be very healthy...but then you follow that by saying, “but I'm not a doctor -- we have to go by what the doctor says”.  Now you have the doctor that has been free to see, handle and examine Daniel once per week for the last 7 months tell you that he does not feel certain tests are medically necessary (repeating what he told Mary and me back in March)...but now you take the position that you know more than the doctor about “doctor things” -- and insist that the tests be done.
 
You have used the statement, “It won't hurt your baby”.  Mike, when is the last time you had to hold your terrified, screaming, flailing baby or grandbaby down while someone engaged in the very painful, disturbing process of attempting to get enough blood from its tiny veins and body for one simple blood test -- let alone the 7 complicated blood tests you are insisting upon here?
 
Mike, if you will go back and read the portion of the Service Agreement to which we are referring, I think you will see that the manner in which Annette drew it up is subject to interpretation.  Monitoring of blood nutrient and vitamin levels need not be done by actually taking blood -- and should not be -- on a baby that is not exhibiting signs of sickness or deficiency (but rather by non-invasive and non-traumatic means as described above).  There is also wording that allows for the doctor's discretion -- as far as what the doctor thinks is actually medically necessary.
 
Mary scheduled Daniel for an examination in Dr Armstrong's clinic on July 29th.  The nurse took vital signs and then Dr Armstrong came into the room to look him over -- as he usually has, during the weekly visits.  I believe you have the report that he wrote following that examination -- which states the following:  “Daniel is pink, active and appears happy...his behavior appears appropriate...I believe that Daniel will continue to do well in terms of growth, and that the need for close supervision has passed...instead of weekly weighing, it would be fine to do it every two weeks”.
 
On Tuesday, the day after you visited us, Dr Armstrong accepted Daniel into his clinic for his usual (now 2-week interval) monitoring.  I have communicated my thoughts to Dr Armstrong on the matter and I believe we have an understanding.  Dr Armstrong will continue his role in monitoring Daniel's progress.
 
Mike, as you were leaving on Monday, you made the statement, “If I thought we were hurting babies in any way, I would quit my job.”  
 
I believe that you were being sincere when you made that statement...I sense that you are a good guy...but do you see that without realizing it, you were insisting upon something hurtful to Daniel that is absolutely not necessary for his well being -- not even necessary according to the current wording of the Service Agreement -- but something you thought necessary to the position and the interests of DCFS?
 
Now, I'm going to put you to the test, Mike...to see if you really meant what you said about “quitting your job if you thought DCFS was hurting babies” -- even if it were to hit you in the pocketbook...
 
There are approximately 80,000 residents in Utah that live in manufactured homes.  A very high percentage of those manufactured homes have the exact dangerous furnace/hot water heater flue/fresh-air adder design as ours.  The people think they are safe because the State passed it off as being safe.  They are unaware of the danger.  Carbon monoxide is odorless, colorless -- tasteless.  People don't know what is affecting them.  This harms and in some instances kills people -- especially young children and babies -- or leaves them open to be exploited by the medical profession that routinely refuses to do the simple medical test for blood carbon monoxide levels.
 
People who have air conditioning are susceptible to the problem in the summer time.  In the winter it gets even worse -- especially with a high snowfall winter.
 
People are being hurt -- especially young children and babies.
 
DCFS has an oath and responsibility to protect families -- especially children and babies...and that is what the citizens pay them to do.  DCFS -- all the way up to the Director -- Duane Betournay has had the information about this great danger to thousands of children and babies in Utah (and their parents) for many months now.  DCFS has the resources and connections to get the word out if they wanted to -- so that unsuspecting families in harm's way can be warned so that they can protect themselves from this danger.  (Tom Rodgers and I have been trying to get the word out, but our resources are limited -- and the vast majority of people in harm's way have still not been warned).  This problem will continue to sicken and kill people -- especially young children and babies.
 
But here is the problem...this dangerous situation was allowed by thousands of erroneous State inspections...so it is embarrassing for the State -- of which DCFS is a part.
 
...so now DCFS has to choose between saving families and babies from harm or death -- even though the needed information to the public is an embarrassment to the State (of which DCFS is a part)...or cover-up and suppress the information from the public -- which is to put the self-interest of the State and DCFS above the safety and well being of families, children and babies.
 
Mike, as a DCFS agent, you have sworn to protect families, children and babies.  You now have this information.  The information can easily be verified.  You now have a responsibility to do everything you can to make sure that your superiors all the way up to and including Duane Betournay gets the public sufficiently warned -- and soon.  They can do it if they are willing -- even if public knowledge of the problem could be somewhat embarrassing to the State.  DCFS has the resources and the connections -- and the responsibility.
 
Mike, if you have the courage to fulfill your responsibility as a DCFS agent -- with the oath that you have taken -- and insist that your superiors up to and including Duane Betournay get the public sufficiently warned about this hazard -- which they could easily do if they want to -- and you find that they will not -- that they would choose their own self-interest over saving babies from harm and death...will you then really quit your job, as you said you would?...even if it hits you in the pocketbook?
 
Dave Conrad
