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INRE.C TWELFTH DISTRICT
s
A AT HARTFORD

JUNES, 1999

MOTION FOR FUNDS FOR CHILDREN'S EXPERT ON PERMANENCY.

Pursuant 10 the Fourienth Amendrment 1o the Consiution of the United Sttes, the
Decaration f Righis of the Constiution ofthe State of Connecticu, Comy. G, St Sections 46b-
12104136, and Comneticut Practie Book Section 35-1, the hidrenn the sbove-captioned case
respeciully move through their attomey, for suficentfuds from th Judicia Department t retin

an expert 10 evaluate and, if necessary, 1o tesify 10 the above-named chidren’s interests in

permanency during the dispositive phase of the pending temination of parental rights mater niiated
by the Commissioner of the Department of Children and Failies (hereinafler, DCF). T support of
this Motion the children represent the following

1. C.Sand Aare commitied to DCF, and placed together inthe home of Respordent

mother's sister and brother-in-law in Massachusetis They are willing 10 adopt all

four o the respandent mother’s children Petitions o terminate the parents!rights





[image: image2.jpg]ofthe chien’s parents are peading. A tria scheduling conference isunbened on
June 21,1999

C, whars 13 years old, has consistently viced his oppositon o being adopted
S, who will b tvelve years ol this August, has shifted back and forth n this
regard. A, whois 9, has expressed no sirong opinion either way:

“The Os are assisted n raising the children by M., a licensed mental heakth
counselor, whsee th faily reaulaly 10 help them solve parenting nd
behavioral issues which arse.Approximatly six months ago, he started meeting
with the children individually. It s beieved tht these meetings are not
confidential therapy sessions.

On April 29, 1999, DCF salicted M. $'s opinian of the chidren’s thoughts snd
feelings sbout being adopted by the Os. (Attached as Exhibit A), The lasc
psychological evaluation of the D fumily was completed in August, 199, by Dr. R
s therefore believed that M. B will be  witness for the Pettoner. On May 26,
1999, at a hearing on DCF's mations for the extension of the children’s
commitments, DCF Social Worker SW testified that Mr B had not yt rendered
His opiion

“The children, being wards of the state require the necessary funds to secure their





[image: image3.jpg]own expert on the issue of permanency, in order (o adequately prepare their case,

o confront the Petitioner’s witness, wnd 10 present their own posiion. Siich

expert i necessiry, o ensure tha the children, as fullparties to this action, are

afforded due process during a tial which seeks to sever permanently theirf

ties, to ensure that ther right to counsel is meaningul, and to ensure that their

Fght to confront the state’s witnesses and 10 present their own case is not

hindered because of thei lack of money.

WHEREFORE, the children respectfully move for sufficient funds o retain

‘an expert on permanency, o be paid at Judicisl Department rates, to meet the children, review

documents, and to tesify, f called t0 do so

BY

“The Children

LYNNB COCHRAN

THEIR ATTORNEY

Juris No. 101817

Greater Hartford Legal Assistance, Inc.
80 Jefferson Street

Hartford. CT 06106

Tel - (860) 541-5045

Fax. (860) 5415050





[image: image4.jpg]Upon hearing the foregoins Application, this court finds g00d cause for the ssuance of

temporary injunction without bond, and bond is hereby ORDERED: WAIVED.

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut, this _ day of 1998

CERTIFICATION
1 hiercby certify that a copy of the foregoing Application was mailed, postage paid, or hand-

delivered to the following. counsel and pro se parties of ecord on the __ day of February, 1998,

Jamey Bell
Commisioner of the Superior Court





