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OBJECTION TO MATERNAL GRANDMOTHER’S MOTION TO INTERVENE
I.
INTRODUCTION
The minor child in the above-captioned matter, through undersigned counsel, hereby objects to GRANDMOTHER’s Motion to Intervene.  A review of DCF records and court filings in this matter reveals that GRANDMOTHER has an extensive child protection history in Connecticut—a history which includes allegations of sexual abuse, physical neglect, and abandonment.  (Social Worker Affidavit, DATED, ¶ 4.)  According to DCF court documents and DCF testimony offered during the Order of Temporary Custody hearing, GRANDMOTHER obstructed DCF’s attempts INVESTIGATE THIS CHILD PROTECTION CASE, and the Department ultimately determined that GRANDMOTHER was not a viable placement option.  Accordingly, good cause exists to deny GRANDMOTHER’S application for intervention.  In further support of this Objection, undersigned counsel offers the following: 
II. 
LEGAL STANDARD
1. 
 Connecticut General Statute § 46b-129(c) provides that a grandparent’s motion to intervene shall be granted “except for good cause shown.”      
III. 
ARGUMENT
1. 
 There is good cause to deny the grandmother’s motion to intervene.  
The interests of GRANDMOTHER in these neglect proceedings are well represented by the existing parties.  To the extent that GRANDMOTHER’S intervention is motivated by an interest in the appropriateness of CHILD’S placement, his physical, emotional, and psychological well being, and his best interests; her involvement is unnecessary because those interests will be closely monitored and adequately represented by CHILD’S attorney, the Department, and this court.  In re Kristy L., 47 Conn. Supp. 273, 289 (Conn. Super. Ct. 1999).  Additionally, to the extent that GRANDMOTHER’s position is for CHILD to be immediately reunified with his mother, her interests are adequately represented by the legal advocacy of MOTHER’S counsel.    

2.
Allowing GRANDMOTHER to intervene will unnecessarily delay the proceedings and cause prejudice to CHILD.  Based on a review of the case and DCF documents, GRANDMOTHER has a significant child protection history that includes allegations of sexual abuse, physical neglect, and abandonment.  (Social Worker Affidavit, 1/13/09, ¶ 4.)  Her involvement with child protection services in Connecticut spans at least a full decade.  (Id.)  In 2004, GRANDMOTHER’S relatives were granted guardianship of one of her daughters, who was removed from her care in 2003.  (Id.)  The Department has already rejected GRANDMOTHER as a viable placement option for CHILD in light of her extensive DCF history; thus, her attempts to assert herself as placement resource will only frustrate or delay any sense of stability CHILD can hope to attain while committed to DCF.  GRANDMOTHER’S intervention would be contrary to CHILD’S interests, and is at odds with his need for a safe and stable placement while his mother works toward reunification.
CONCLUSION
For the reasons stated above, GRANDMOTHER’S motion to intervene should be denied.  


Respectfully submitted,


__________________________________
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