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INRE: JANE DOE SUPERIOR COURT-JUVENILE MATTERS
TWELFTH DISTRICT
AT HARTFORD

FEBRUARY 9, 2000

I MOTION FOR IN-COURT JUDICIAL REVIEW RE: REMOVAL OF CHILD
Jane Doe, a minor youth whose statutory parent is the Degariment of Children and
Families, hercby moves pursuant to Practice Book §35-1 and Cann_Gen. Siat. § 46b-121, for an

in-court judicial review of the circumstances surfounding the intention of the Department of
Children and Families to remove her from her foster home. In support of this morion, the
undersigned counsel for Jane Doe represents the following

1. Jane Doe hes tice been the subject of termination proceedings, most recently on
November 9, 1992, when D.C F- successfully petiioned for the termination of the parenta rights
of C.and S, Doe, a couple with severe substance abuse problems whom D C F. had originally
approved as adoptive pasents for Jane and her brother, Michac

2. Prior 1o her placement with D@ and Pl Foster three years ago, Jane was in two
extremely harmul foster homes. In the firs, the white foster parents dispauged Jane’s bi-racial

background and backed out of a promise to adopt her afer the foster mother started an

extramacital affi which destroyed her marriage In the second home, the foster mother ireated

|| sane a5 adul bosrder, eaving he on her awn for hours on end Jane's brother is nowina
[ spaaste case amity ervices ot e





[image: image2.jpg]3 Depnd Pl Fosterar abi-rcil marid couple who have provided June with
unconditional love, acceptance, and support Incorporated by reference herein is D.C s “Study
For Motion To Review Plan For {sic] Whom DCF 15 The Statutory Parent, re Jane Doe", iled
it the court on December 10, 1997 and made a part ofthe hearing held on January 21, 1997,

4 On or about June 26 and 30, 1997, Jane was informed by her D C F. caseworker, Sue
Coe, that D.C F intended to remove her from the Foster home because of alleged unsceeptable
housekeeping standards uncavered by & FASU investigation. Jane was then asked to provide the
‘ames of say persons she thought might want to carc for ber

5. No FASU or case worker in D C . has ever offered the Fosters the foster home
support services (e.¢ homemaker aides) required t0 be provided by the Jusn . Consent Decree
‘and Tmplementation Manuals Appendices A and B although theso services are readily available in
the ommrity and would, in allkelihood, prevent the need to remave Jane. (Mrs. Foster has
arthvitis in  knee that was injured in a car accident and would benefit from the aid )

6 Ata Treatment Plan Review on Apeil 28, 1997, Ms. Coe endorsed the Fosters’ wish to
adopt Jane and agreed 10 send out an application for adoption. 1t was never sent. At that
‘meeting, she agreed 1o refer Jane 10-a counseling service, This was not done unil June 30, 1997,
atthe insistence of counsel

7. Jane Doe has suffered greatly from abusive and neglectful parenting in all her previous
DCF placerents, and riow from the prospect of being removed against her wishes o yet nother
stranger's home, or a shelter, Her age, her bi-racial background, her ife experiences, and
DD.C.F s lack of sitable foster homes, make it extremely unlikely an approprite foster home wil

be found





[image: image3.jpg]WHEREFORLE, Jane Doe and her counselrespectflly reques a in-court juicil review
ofthecircumstances surrounding her care, and mave for such further ordecs s wil preserv her
present foste placement, including but ot lmited 1o pyhological “bonding” asessment and

the provision ofn-home servces 10 the fostr parnts

SUBMITTED BY.
JANE DOE

BY

LYNN B COCHRANE
HER ATTORNEY

Juris # 101817

Greater Hartford Legal Assistance, Inc
80 Jefferson Street

Hartord, CT 06106

Tel (860) 41
Fax. (860) 341
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“The foregoing motion having been duly beard. it is ORDERED: GRANTED/DENIED as
follows

BY THE COURT

DATE 7

CERTIFICATION

1 hercby certfy that on February 9. 2000, a true and atested copy of the foregoing motion.
was maled postage prepaid 1o the following counsel of record

Asslstant Attorney Genersl
MacKenzie Hall

110 Sherman Street
Hanford, CT 06105

COMMISSIONER OF THE SUPERIOR COURT





[image: image5.jpg]INOTE This is an order I drafted for the benefit of my client and the Court, aftera hearing on the
annual review of the placement of a child for whom DCF was the stautory parent At the
hearing, T oraly sought advance written notice of DCF's intention to move my clent from her
foster parents afte they were found unacceptable to the Licensing Uit of DCF My clent had
lived with them for 2 years, was 16 years old, and consilered them her permanent family
Eventuall, the foster parents corrected enough of the problems DCF found troubling to convince.
DCF not to move my clent

| immm—— SUPERIOR COURT-TUVENILE MATTERS
INRE: JANE DOE TWELFTH DISTRICT

AT HARTFORD

FEBRUARY 9, 1998

ORDER
v hearing on January 21, 1998, reviw the pln of the Depirument of Children and

Faniles (ercimfier, D C ) for Jane Doe, i for whom D CF i the siattory parnt, the
lan was approved and i was futhered ordersdtht D.C ¥ ot remove Jine Do fom the care
£0d home oFhes present foie parats, Bob and Suc Foster, except n caseof emérgency or

exigency, without first. giving thity (30) days notice (0 Jane Doe’s counsel and guardian ad litem,
Attomey Lyon B. Cochrane.

DATI

BY THE COURT,





