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INRE: A TWELFTH DISTRICT

(dob. 10/12/93) AT HARTEORD.

NOVEMBER 4, 1999

MOTION FOR REVIEW OF IMPLEMENTATION OF PERMANENCY PLAN

AR o minar child whose statury parent s the Commissioner of the Department of
Children and Fanilies (hercinalter DCF) hercby moves, by and through his atrney, pursuant
to Connecticut Generl Statutes Section 17a-112(h) and Connecticut Practice Book Section 35
1(a), for a in-court reiew of bis permanency plan. T support of this motion, the undersigned
‘counselfor the minor ehild represents the following:

1. The parcnual rights of the child's parents were termirated and DCF appointed his
Statutory pareat on September 10, 1995,

2. “The child i curretnly living in the pre-adopuive Home i Bridgeport, Connecticut
whete he was placed on August 14, 1998, His previous placements were in Hartford.

3, Astudy for the child was submitted by DCF to the eourt on December 9. 1998, In

this sy, DCF indicated that it would

ke refersal o the permanency placement services of





[image: image2.jpg]Cathalic Famil Services in Brdgeport, Connectcur. DCF estimated the e frame for
aduption 10 be seven o cight months.

. Atwcsmen plan was o sobiised  the courton Seprenber 29, 1999. A second
eaument plan was completed by DCE in February of 1999, but spparently not e wih the
Court. The satd targe dat for achcring A's dopuon was Auguse 24,1999, The case was
subsequently tansferred t the Bridgeport offce of DCF and the current caseworker was
asigned to the case in April of 1999

5. Connecticur Genera Statune Secton 173-112(h) mandates that where termination of

srental vights i granted, the statunory parcnt shall report 1o the court within 60 days on a case
P ghts s ¢ i v

plan which includes messurable objectives and tme schedules, In ddition, every six months
thereaier, such sttutory parent shall make a report o the court on the progres made toward

afthe plan
6. The gosl of the Decermber 1998 sty and the February 1999 tratment pl have
et 10 be acheved Meamahi, there has e o veve of that sty and o new trestment
plans have been submitted 1 the court, lthaugh one ws e i September, 1999
7, Ao the DG caseworker s exprest hope o the adoption process 1 be
complte by Decerber 1999, the dpsion caseworker at Catholc Family Srvice n

Brdgeport assigned o the case reposted in October, 1999, that the prospective. adoption





[image: image3.jpg]mother i diffcult 10 contact and that this has slowed progress toward adoption. However, the
prospective adoptive mother is anxious 10 proceed with the adoption and have i finalized.

8. The unnccessary prolongation of the finalzation of adoption is not in the best interest
offthe child, and s contrary 1o the Spirt of the Adoption and Safe Farmilies Act of 1997, 42

ULS.€. 620 and Connecticut General Stawtes Section 173:112(h).

WHEREFORE, the undersigned moves that this motion be granted to review the

anency plan and

dentify and resolve barricrs toward the finalization of A R's adoption.
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