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CHILD’S OBJECTION TO PERMANENCY PLAN
Pursuant to Connecticut General Statute § 46b-129(k), the minor child, India King, through undersigned counsel, respectfully files this objection to the  permanency plan filed by the Department of Children and Families (DCF) recommending transfer of guardianship to Tayna Rose. 
The following is asserted:

1.
India came into DCF care pursuant to a bench Order of Temporary Custody on 8/29/14.  She was adjudicated neglected and committed to DCF after a trial on 3/18/15.  On 8/29/14, India was placed in a temporary foster home in Hartford.  On 9/8/15, she was placed in a different foster home in Hartford while DCF explored relatives.  On11/17/15, India was moved to a relative foster home with her maternal aunt in Broad Brook.  India was removed from that home and recently placed, as of 4/27/15, in a new general foster home in Hartford.  
2.
India testified at her neglect trial that she wanted to remain at home with her mother.  She never wanted to be removed from her mother’s care and she would like the permanency goal to remain reunification.  
3.
India visits with her mother, weekly, at the library, supervised by DCF. DCF does not allege any concerns about the quality of interaction between mother and India at these visits. Mother provides food, hygiene supplies and clothing to India at visits. India’s older sister, Karizma, also attends these visits at the library, as she is home from college for the summer and living with mother.  India also maintains daily contact with her mother, via phone calls, texts and Facebook.  India states that these interactions are positive and she enjoys them. 
4. 
Despite Mother not engaging in mental health treatment, India states that she has a positive relationship with her Mother and India intends to return to live with her when she turns 18 if DCF keeps her in care against her wishes. 

5.
India engages in her own therapy with Tamar Draughn at Phoenix Professional Services, where she is also attending a Teen Group.  India also has a summer internship with the Hartford Youth Public Safety Program. Throughout the school year, India maintained good grades at Hartford High School Law and Government Academy and was active in extracurricular activities.


6.
India does not currently live with Tanya Rose, the guardian proposed by DCF.  India has only had one visit with her since coming into care.  It is premature to plan for transfer of guardianship to Ms. Rose, as India has not even been placed there yet.  

7.
India is 16 years old and wants to return to the care of her mother. She would like DCF to continue reunification efforts with her mother and maintain reunification as her permanency goal.
WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, counsel for the child respectfully submits this objection to the proposed permanency plan of transfer of guardianship to Tanya Rose. 
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