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[Moderator]

Welcome.  
A couple of points before we begin:  First, CAPTA requires that all children have representation in a dependency case, and judicial and attorney organizations recommend that children should be represented by legal advocates and should be present in court whenever possible.  
Due to time and other resources, we are not including representation for or testimony from the children today.  The representation presented today is thus not according to standards. 
Also, we will not include testimony from the Mother in this hearing, again due to time.  Under normal circumstances that would be included, at least to affirm her agreement to the safety planning advocated by her counsel. 
[Judge]
This is Case No. 20-1234 In the Interest of Sam, Jason, and Rose, Minor children. This is a dependency case, and this is the shelter care hearing. Attorneys announce for the record and introduce your clients to the Court. 

 [Assistant Attorney general]
Good morning, Judge. Robert Wyman for the State. My client today is Ms. Miller, Child Protective Services Investigator. 
[Attorney for the Mother)
Good morning, Judge. (Name) for the Mother, Janet Wilson. My client, Ms. Wilson. 

 [Attorney for the Father Mr. Wilson (Jason and Rose)]

Good morning, Judge. Kelly Warner-King for Mr. Wilson, father of Jason and Rose Wilson. 
[Judge]

Let’s first address some preliminary matters.  I see counsel is present for each parent.  We will include in the order that counsel is appointed for each parent.

Next, I would like to address the parents’ rights at this hearing.  You have the right to appointment of counsel, and I just ordered that.  You have the right to receive discovery from the department with time for you and your counsel to review it before this hearing.  You have a right to a contested hearing today where you can call your own witnesses, cross-examine the State’s witness, and receive a decision by an unbiased fact-finder based solely on the evidence produced today.

Was discovery provided to both parents in time for this hearing?

[Both Parent’s Counsel]

Yes, your honor.  We received it today at court.
[Judge]

(To parents) Do you understand the rights I’ve described to you?

[Both parents]

Yes.

[Judge]

OK.  Due to time constraints we will dispense with opening statements and go right to testimony. 

[To AAG], Please call your first witness. 
First Witness, Investigative Social Worker

AAG:
Please state your name for the record.

SW:
Sara Miller 
AAG: 
Please state your current occupation.

SW:
I am an investigative worker for Child Protective Services.
AAG:
Do you recognize the Respondent Mother, Janet Wilson?

SW:
Yes.  

AAG: 
Are you acquainted with her children, Sam, Rose, and Jason?

SW:
Yes.

AAG:
How are you acquainted with this family?

SW:
I conducted an investigation related to them.

AAG:
What were you investigating?

SW:
An allegation that the children were left alone without adult supervision.

AAG:
When did you conduct this investigation?

SW:
February 29, 2020.

AAG:
How were you alerted to the situation?

SW:
We received an anonymous phone call to the Child Abuse Hot Line.

AAG:
Not from the mother, Ms. Wilson?

SW:
I don’t believe so.

AAG:
Could you please tell the Court what you discovered during your investigation.

SW: 
I arrived at the home and Sam, the 14-year-old, opened the door.  He was very distressed and worried about his mother.  All the children were filthy.  There was dried vomit or food on Rose’s clothes.  Sam was wheezing and in distress about his mother.  He was carrying the baby around singing to him to keep him from crying.
AAG:
Did he know where she was?

SW:
No.  She had left the evening before and didn’t return.

AAG:
How would you describe the house?

SW:
Cluttered and dirty.  Empty bottles of vodka.  

AAG:
Did you find any other concerns with the house?

SW:
Marijuana.

AAG:
During your investigation did you determine where Ms. Wilson was?

SW:
Yes. The City Jail.

AAG:
Why was she there?

SW:
She was arrested for stealing baby formula.  She bought vodka but tried to steal formula.  The call to the hotline also alleged that the mother was selling drugs to other homes in the neighborhood, but we haven’t been able to verify that yet.  We are still interviewing neighbors.  The allegation was anonymous, so we don’t know who to talk to at this point.
AAG:
Did she notify the police that she had children at home?

SW:
I don’t know.

AAG:
When was she arrested?

SW:
December 31, 2018.

AAG:
What did you do after you determined the mother was in jail?
SW:
I took the children to the hospital for a physical.

AAG:
What information did you obtain from the physical?

SW:
Rose had a severe diaper rash.  Sam was wheezing.  He has asthma.  The baby was unusually quiet considering what was going on – we were concerned that he already is accustomed to inadequate stimulation and response from his mother.
AAG:
Does Sam have medication for the asthma?

SW:
He is prescribed an inhaler, but his mother had not refilled it even though it had been empty for several days.  She told him that they would refill it when she could get some money together.

AAG:
But on the day of her arrest, she purchased vodka?

SW:
Evidently.

AAG:
During your investigation did you become aware of Ms. Wilson’s prior child welfare history?

SW: 
Yes.

AAG:
Could you summarize it for the Court?
SW:
Yes.  

· 2004, Neglectful Supervision due to domestic violence incident.  Case against her was dropped and paramour took DV classes.

· 2008, arrested for DUI with Sam in the car

· 2012, referral for Neglectful Supervision when arrested for public intoxication at a local casino while leaving Sam unattended at home.

AAG:
Do you believe it is safe to return the children to Ms. Wilson at this time?

SW:
No.

AAG:
Why?

SW:
The specific threat to the children is that there is no adult in the home to provide adequate supervision due to substance abuse.  Ms. Wilson appears to have significant alcohol and substance issues that interfere with her ability to care for the children and her judgment as a parent.  We are particularly concerned as she should be especially close to and connected to her new baby’s needs but appears not to be able to do that.  He is extremely vulnerable, and, above all, needs protection.   All three children appear vulnerable to Ms. Wilson’s parenting struggles.
AAG: 
Did you conduct an interview with Ms. Wilson?

SW:
Yes.

AAG:
Did she explain to you what happened that would cause her to leave her children unattended?

SW:
No.  She did dispute that they were unattended, as Sam, who is 14, was there.
AAG:
Did you ask her if she or the children had any Native American Indian heritage that would activate the Indian Child Welfare Act?

SW:
Yes, but she said she did not have any relationship with a tribe nor was she aware of any Native American Indian heritage for her children.

AAG:
Did you ask her if she had any relatives that could assist in caring for the children at this time?

SW:
Yes but she said there were none.  Sam’s father was in prison the last she heard, which was years ago.

AAG:  
Did you ask about Mr. Wilson, Rose and Jason’s father?  Her husband?

SW:  Yes.  She was reluctant to talk about him.  When she did, she said that he was “good for nothing.”  He left her right after Rose’s birth because they were fighting a lot.  Ever since, he has not worked much, and doesn’t provide much support at all.  They still argue a lot, although she did not make actual domestic violence allegations against him.  I asked if he saw his children.  She said he has Rose over to the house “sometimes,” but he has only seen Jason a couple of times when he came over to pick up Rose.  She hasn’t let him take Jason.

AAG:
Did she say why she didn’t let Mr. Wilson take Jason to his home?

SW:
Yes.  She said that Jason is too young to be without her, and that Mr. Wilson is an OK parent, but doesn’t really know what he is doing.  She said he can keep a child Rose’s age OK for a day or so, but she wouldn’t let him take a baby like Jason alone.  She just doesn’t trust he would know what to do.   

AAG:
Can you describe your assessment of the safety of the children in each parent’s home?

SW:
In the mother’s home there is no adult who could properly provide for basic needs of the children due to mother’s substance abuse.  While Sam is less vulnerable to this threat, he appears to be suffering emotionally from the responsibility of having to substitute as the parent in the home, and we fear this may lead to further behavioral and perhaps legal problems for him. Obviously the two younger children are especially vulnerable to the mother’s inadequacies due to substance abuse.

The father’s home is largely an unknown.  We know he doesn’t provide much support for the children; he sporadically cares for them, though usually only Rose. His home is too small for the children to live with him.  The mother says he may also have a substance abuse problem, and that may contribute to his being less available and supportive than he should.  We just have a lot of concerns about Mr. Wilson’s ability to parent, especially on a long-term, regular basis.

AAG:
You mentioned behavioral problems with Sam.  Can you describe that?

SW:
Sam has been absent from school almost 10 times this year already, and they are preparing to file a truancy petition.  He was suspended from school twice last year and once this year for fighting with other students.  He is on a diversion program with juvenile court for stealing a bicycle last summer.

AAG:
Did you have an opportunity to interview the father?

SW: 
Not really.  I spoke to him on the phone.  I told him about our investigation and what was going on.  He said he didn’t want to talk to me.  He called me back the next morning, but I was out of the office on another call and had a bunch of work to do on this case – filing the petition, writing my report, getting the children settled in their placements, all of that work.  I just didn’t have time at that point.  I had reached out to him, but he was hostile and wouldn’t talk to me.

AAG:
Does the Agency have any recommendations as to the placement of the children on a temporary basis?

SW:
Yes.  We recommend that Sam remain in his placement at the Sandy Hill group home.  We recommend that Rose and Jason remain in their respective receiving homes while we secure longer-term foster care placements.
AAG:
Let me ask you a few questions about the Sandy Hill group home.  Is this a qualified residential treatment program?

SW: 
Yes it is.

AAG:
Are you aware of any treatment program or model they use?

SW: 
Yes, we use Sandy Hill as a placement for troubled youth because they have a certified treatment program for youth.  I would say they are especially good at addressing trauma in the youths’ background – I think it is part of their treatment model.  Over the past year or so, we no longer have group care placements that are essentially places to keep older youth because foster care is hard to find.  Sandy Hill will tell us if the assessment of the youth, including their observations, tell them that he does not meet their treatment criteria.

AAG:
You said that Rose and Jason would remain in their respective homes – they are not placed together?

SW:
Not now.  We couldn’t find a home that could take a new baby and a toddler.  So, they are placed in different homes now.  We are trying to find a home that can serve both of them.  I just can’t say if or when we will be able to find that home.

AAG:
Do you have any recommendations for Ms. Wilson?

SW:
Yes.  She should be assessed for alcohol and substance abuse issues and cooperate with all recommendations.  My guess is that she will be recommended for in-patient treatment, given how quickly she returned to use after the birth of her baby, that she is using despite a newborn in her care, and has past legal problems related to use. She should also be assessed for mental health issues and cooperate with all recommendations.  She should remain clean and sober and submit to random drug and alcohol testing to ensure sobriety.

AAG:
Any recommendations for the children?

SW:
Yes. In addition to the assessment Sam will receive while at Sandy Hill, the two younger children need to be assessed for immediate medical needs, and a birth-to-three developmental assessment should be conducted to see if they are developing on track.
AAG: Let’s address some basic issues.  Did you provide notice to all parents of this hearing?

SW:  I was able to let them know by phone of the hearing.  Today I provided each of them the formal paperwork with notice and summons.

AAG:
Has paternity been established?

SW:
Yes as to Mr. Wilson.  He appears on the birth certificate for Rose and Jason.  We have not been able to determine paternity of Sam.

AAG: Did Sam’s father receive notice of these proceedings?

SW:  No.  We have not been able to locate him yet.  We may need to publish notice.

AAG:
Do you have a recommendation regarding visitation?

SW:
At this point we ask that visitation is supervised twice per week for two hours for each parent.  We ask the authority to liberalize that, especially as it relates to the father – if he is willing to work with us to assess his situation, we may change that recommendation.  At this point, we do not feel comfortable with the parents visiting together, so we are talking about 4 visits per week for the children.  That is a lot.  Visits with Same should be in coordination with his placement provider.

[Judge]

Counsel for the Mother, you may cross-examine.
A:  
Thank you.  I’d first like to clarify your testimony regarding the mother’s history.  You testified to “negligent supervision” related to domestic violence in 2004.

SW:
Yes.

A:
The charges related to that incident were dropped against Ms. Wilson?
SW:
Yes.

A:
And the charges were sustained against her boyfriend, and he was ordered to participate in domestic violence perpetrator treatment classes?
SW:
Yes.

A:
As a professional social worker, would you  characterize being a victim of domestic violence as grounds for a finding of negligent supervision of the victim’s child?

SW:
Well, not necessarily.  I didn’t conduct that investigation.  But the mother was arrested with her boyfriend at the time, and only later were the charges dropped.   I guess I just have concerns about that whole scene, along with the rest of the picture.

A:
The department did not open a case or take the children into care at that time?

SW:
No.

A:
So services were not offered to the family at that time?

SW:
I don’t’ know.  I didn’t find anything about a case being opened.

A:  
Let’s move to your assessment of safety regarding Ms. Wilson.  You identified substance abuse as a threat to child safety in her home, correct?

SW:  Yes.  That it was a cause of her inability to provide proper supervision, care, and sustenance for her children, and to rely too heavily on her teenage son to care for her other children.  I found those things put her children, especially the youngest, at imminent risk of harm.  

A:
Your solution is to place those two younger children in separate foster homes?

SW:
That is what we have available at this time to care for Ms. Wilson’s children.

A:
You testified that you believe Ms. Wilson should enter in-patient treatment.  Wouldn’t a licensed residential family-based treatment facility address the safety concerns you expressed related to the care of Rose and Jason?
SW:
Possibly.

A:
Isn’t it true that such a facility provides, as part of the mother’s treatment for substance abuse, parenting skills training, parent education, and counseling for her and her family?

SW:
Yes, that is what they provide.

A:
Isn’t it also true that the facility is structured to address the effects of all types of trauma, and that the treatment program is also set up to address and respond to all types of trauma that a client may have experienced in their past?

SW:
Yes, that is true, they are supposed to be organized and structured that way, as a condition of federal funding through the Family First Act.
A:
And they accept placement of children with clients, including new babies?

SW:
Yes.

A:
DCYF contracts with such treatment programs?

SW:
Yes.

A:
Are you able to make a referral now for intake and seek to get Ms. Wilson into a program immediately?  They do take intakes on an imminent basis, don’t they?

SW:
Yes, they do, and if that is what the court wants me to do, I can do that.

SW:
Are you saying that this would not be in the child’s best interests?

SW:
No, if it can happen, this would be good for Jason, at least.  I don’t know if Rose would do as well in a facility like that.

A:  
Did you contact one of these programs to seek placement of Jason and Ms. Wilson there prior to this hearing?

SW:
No.

A:
But you acknowledge it would be in his best interests if it could be accomplished?

SW:
After we assess his basic medical health and find it to be satisfactory, I might.

A:
He’s been in care for two days, hasn’t his basic medical health been assessed?

SW:
Yes.

A:
Did the department find any significant medical needs?

SW:
Generally, no.  But he still needs a birth-to-three developmental assessment.

A:
He could participate in that while in the treatment facility, right?

SW:
I don’t see why not, that would be up to the provider.

A:
Your honor, at this time I don’t have anything further for this witness.  Ms. Wilson intends to join the father, Mr. Wilson’s, request regarding placement of Rose.

[Judge]
Thank you, Counselor.  Counsel for Mr. Wilson, you may cross examine the witness.

A:
Thank you, your honor.  Ms. Miller, I want to begin by addressing your testimony that the father was hostile toward you and would not be interviewed.  You called Mr. Wilson yesterday, correct?

SW:
Yes.  I called to talk to him about what was going on, to ask him about his home and parenting history, and assess him as a parent for his children.  After a few perfunctory responses, he refused to continue our conversation, and accused me of being anti-father. I wasn’t able to get much meaningful information from him.

A:
The children were removed from their home three days ago.  Your notes indicate that the mother gave you the father’s name and phone number the next day.  But you didn’t call until yesterday, correct?

SW:
Yes, as I said before, there is just a lot of work to get done at a time like this.  I have to investigate the allegation, and then in this case find placement for three children, all of whom have unique needs.  Then I have to document all that, write a report, fill out a referral for a petition for court, then copy all of that for the attorneys.  And, this is not the only investigation I have open right now.  Besides, when Ms. Wilson gave me his information, she also told me that he has not been significant in their lives and isn’t much a father to his children.  So, I didn’t see it as a fruitful road given all I had to do to take care of these vulnerable children.

A:
When you called Mr. Wilson, you’d already made the decision to place his children in foster homes, isn’t that right?  

SW: 
Yes, that was just how things progressed.  If I had the chance, I would have told him that we could investigate him and his home, and maybe consider placement in the future.  If he was cooperative and checked out.  But I didn’t get that chance.

A:
Mr. Wilson told you that he’s had Rose, and sometimes Sam, over to his house, including overnight, on several occasions, didn’t he?

SW:
Yes, but…

A:
And you told him that wouldn’t change the decision that was made about placement.

SW:
Again, that is where we were in the process, and I guess he just wasn’t willing to work with us in that process.  So, he hung up on me.

A:
He didn’t threaten you or call you names or anything like that?

SW:
No.  He was clearly angry though.  That came through the phone, and just made the conversation difficult from the beginning.

A:  
Never-the-less, you assessed the safety of the children in the father’s home?

SW:
With the information I had.

A:
And you assessed the threat he posed to the children as essentially having unknown parenting abilities and an insufficient track record of providing for the family and the care of the children, correct?

SW:
Yes, that is the information I have.

A:
There is a list of “threats to child safety” in the departments’ policy and procedural manual, isn’t that right? 

SW:
It’s been a while since I looked at it, but yes there is that list.

A:
Unknown parenting ability is not one of those threats, is it?

SW:
No, although one of them is that a parent rejects a CPS intervention, and basically refuses to participate in the investigation of the allegations.

A:
You didn’t contact him while you were investigating allegations, you contacted him after you’d made a determination that he couldn’t parent his children and they needed to be placed in foster care, isn’t that correct?

SW:
Again, that is just how the process worked out.  I was contacting him to investigate his home and his parenting.

A:
The State contracts with a nurse home visiting program, correct?

SW:
Yes.  

A:
This is a nurse who comes to the home of the child and examines the child, can make referrals for medical or other services for the child, and also is able to provide parenting education for the caretakers of the child.  Correct?
SW:
Yes, they do that.

A:
Also the State provides for birth-to-three services?

SW:
Yes.

A:
And that service provides a developmental assessment of a child who is under three years old to determine if they are on track or behind developmentally; and if behind, they provide in-home services for the child, services that often include the parents and educate them on how to help their child catch up developmentally?  That is what that service does isn’t it?

SW:
Yes. 

A:
And, obviously, if there are substance abuse issues identified in a parent, there are providers who offer substance abuse prevention and treatment services to parents, correct?

SW:
Yes.

A:
The department has contracts with day care providers for children?

SW:
Yes.

A:
You haven’t actually assessed Mr. Wilson as being a threat to his child’s safety yet, have you?

SW:
As I said, he didn’t let me.

A:
Were you able to at least conduct a CPS background check regarding Mr. Wilson?

SW:
Yes.  This is the only allegation that comes up.

A:
The present situation?  Does that include any that would name him as the child?
SW:  Yes, the present situation.  And, yes the search would include that, and his name did not come up as a child either.

A:
I have nothing further at this time.
[Judge]

[To AAG] Any Redirect?

{AAG]

Thank you, your honor, just a few questions.

AAG:
You said you haven’t created a case plan that includes a recommendation to place the baby Jason with his mother in treatment.  Would you be able to do that soon?
SW:
I want to staff that with my supervisor, as far as the recommendation is concerned.  But, if we agree with that recommendation, then yes I could.

AAG:
Would you base that recommendation on any aspect of the mother’s behavior?

SW:
Yes, absolutely, it would be based on the mother’s understanding and agreement about the reasons for her going to treatment and the risk her addiction presents to the safety of her children, and her maintaining compliance with all aspects of the treatment program, including especially that she remain in treatment as a condition of Jason’s placement with her.

AAG:
Are you willing and prepared to interview and work with the father as you continue your investigation of him as a placement resource?

SW:  Of course.

AAG:  
On cross you mentioned an assessment for Sam that would take place within 30 days.  Can you clarify for the court who would conduct that assessment?  Is it someone from Sandy Hill?

SW:
Thank you, no it would not.  The assessment would be conducted by a Behavioral Rehabilitation Services worker at DCYF.

AAG:
Thank you your honor, nothing further.

[Judge]
OK.  Counsel for Father do you have witnesses?

A: Yes, your honor.  Mr. Wilson will testify.

[Moderator]

Time out.  Here, we are going to highlight a growing part of dependency courts around the State.  That is the value of the Parent-for-Parent program in your court.
[Parent-for-Parent – from the side-stage]

I work with Parent-for-Parent, a program that is becoming more common in Washington State.  In fact, we are currently in the process of expanding to all counties as a result of funding from the legislature and grant funding.  As part of this program, I am a parent who has lived experience in the dependency court, and now work in a mentoring capacity for parents currently involved with the court.
As a peer I show empathy and respect toward parents and try to give hope that this process can end in a positive way for their family.  I have many skills for working with parents, but the single most important skill I bring is the ability to say, “I’ve been where you are, I made it through, and you can too.” Lots of what I can do begins by being an empathetic peer.
I made contact with Mr. Wilson prior to court today.  I understood why he was angry.  When the social worker called him, the decision to place his children in foster care had already been made.  I was able to listen to his concerns and explain that the upcoming hearing was a place where he could talk to the court about it.  I told him based on my experience, this judge listens and doesn’t just automatically rubber-stamp decisions. I also explained why going into court angry wasn’t a good idea.

I was able to help him consider solutions and get him to a place where he is willing to work with his attorney and cooperate with the court and department. I also learned he has a grandmother who raised him and could help, and encouraged him to invite her to attend to show the court that he is not alone in problem solving. After this brief encounter he met with his attorney and made a plan for this hearing.  

I offered him information about the Dependency 101 program.  For your information, the Capacity Building Center for Courts recently published evaluation results about Dependency 101 classes.  It said that when parents attended Dependency 101 they had increased knowledge of the professional roles in the system and greater trust of CPS, they attended court hearings more often, and they had greater engagement and compliance with services and visitation.  It also reported that parents attending Dependency 101 reunified with their children significantly more often and their parental rights were terminated less often.  It also showed that when parents also participated in additional mentoring from Parent-for-Parent professionals, it even further increased the rate at which they reunified with their children.
That study is available on the CITA website page for this event.

[Father’s Attorney]

A:
Mr. Wilson, can you please state your name for the record?

Fa:
Jason L. Wilson.

A:
And you reside at 6450 SE Allen St.?

Fa:
Yes.

A:
Can you describe your home?

Fa:
I live there by myself.  It is a two-bedroom home, with one bathroom.  There is a small living room with an area for a dinner table, a kitchen, and a small utility room.  It has a back yard--not a big one, but enough to play around in.  I’ve had Rose over many times, and Sam a couple too, and they often play back there.  

A:
The social worker testified that when she called to talk to you, you were angry and hung up on her.  Is that correct?
Fa:
Yes.  And I apologize for that.  But she said my kids were already in foster care and there was nothing I could do about it.  She hadn’t even talked to me.  She didn’t seem interested in learning about me, except to check a box.  I thought there wasn’t anything I could gain by talking to her, so I hung up.
A:
Have you had the opportunity to think more about this matter?  Are you willing to cooperate with the department and the court to make a plan for your children’s safety?

Fa:
Yes.  I am willing to do whatever they need me to do so my kids can not be in some stranger’s home.  I talked to my grandmother, and she is willing to help too.

A:  
Tell the court about your grandmother a little.  Did she raise you?

Fa:
Yes, that’s right.  My mom took off when I was little.  I don’t know my father.  I was raised entirely by my grandmother.  We didn’t have a lot growing up.  I got into plenty of trouble, but she managed to get me through high school. I even took some classes at community college, but I dropped out to get a job.  We just couldn’t afford college.

A:
Were you ever involved with CPS when you were a kid?

Fa:
No.  We had plenty of social worker types that helped my grandmother get housing or food or whatever.  But she never hit me or anything, it wasn’t like that.  We just were poor.  She was a good parent to me.

A:
You mentioned that your grandmother is willing to help?

Fa:
Yes, she is.  No one has contacted her, but I called and she is willing to help me out

A:
You mentioned that she hasn’t spoken to anyone.  Is she here with you today?  Could she talk to the social worker?

Fa:
Yes, she is out in the lobby outside the courtroom.  She is willing to talk to anyone.  She is upset about the kids being in foster care, like I was.  But she is here to help.  She is mostly upset at me.

A:
Let’s talk about your involvement with the children.  Have you ever lived with Ms. Wilson and the children?

Fa:  I lived with her for a few months before we got married.  She got pregnant right after we got married.  I ended up losing my job while she was pregnant, and that caused a lot of stress.  We were both young and partying too much, and pregnancy and a child was not something we were prepared for.  When the baby came, Rose, it was just too much.  I probably wasn’t the most helpful, I was really down after losing my job.  I felt like I wasn’t doing what I was supposed to be doing, providing for the family, and I wasn’t really focused on taking care of children.  Janet just ended up getting really mad at me several times, and I just left.  I stayed with friends for a little while, then got a place of my own.

A:
Were you ever part of caring for Rose?

Fa:  Yeah, some.  Janet and I were on-and-off.  I would get work, help with expenses, and we would be friendly and see each other more.  I would have Rose over to my house when Janet needed help.  When I wasn’t working the tension would rise again, and I would see less of them.  I just really have a hard time keeping a job, and that makes it hard for me to be there for them.

A:
Has CPS ever been out to your house concerning your care of Rose?

Fa: 
NO!

A:
Have you ever taken care of Jason?

Fa:
No.  I would like to.  I love him and want to be there for him.  Janet has kept him close to her.  He is only a few weeks old, so I understand.
A:
Have you ever called CPS on Janet?

Fa:
No, of course not.  She has struggled over the years, and there have been times I was worried about what was going on there, or who was in the house, but I would never call CPS on her.

A:
What have you done?

Fa:
I just try to come around or offer to take one of the kids or something.  I am always afraid that if I make too much noise about stuff that she will just cut me out.  I am not able to help out with money like I should, so I don’t really have a leg to stand on.  She can just “X” me out of the picture if she wants.

A:
Are you willing to work with the department and court to protect your children’s safety?

Fa:
Yes, of course.  As long as it’s for real, not just jerking me around to fill out a form and then leave my kids in foster care.  

A:
Are you willing to let people come to your house to assess how things are going and offer help or services to you and your children?

Fa:
Sure, I guess.  I’m not sure what that looks like, but I can show people that I can be a good father.  I can work with them.

A:
Do you think your grandmother would be helpful too?  Would she be willing to meet with people coming to the house too?

Fa:
I’m sure she would.  One thing you can count on from her, she won’t tolerate any problems with the kids.  She’d bust me in a minute if I didn’t follow the rules.  I guess she’d meet with folks.  She’s stuck in her ways.  I don’t know if anyone is going to teach her about parenting.  But she’s a hawk when it comes to watching my behavior.

A:
Nothing further your honor.

[Judge]

[To AAG] Cross from the State?

[AAG]

Thank you, your honor.

AAG:
Neither of your children has ever resided in your home on an ongoing basis?

Fa:
They have spent nights there.  Mostly Rose, and Sam some.  Not Jason, of course.

AAG:
How many nights, at the most, have either of your children spent at your home in one stretch?

Fa:
Generally, only one.  Sometimes two, over a weekend.

AAG:
You mentioned that you and Ms. Wilson “partied too much” and were not prepared for parenting.  What did that entail?
Fa:
You know, drinking, smoking weed.  We were young.  We went out a lot.  

AAG:
Have you quit “partying”?

Fa: 
Well, I didn’t quit drinking or anything.  But I keep it under control.  I still smoke weed some too.  But, it’s legal now anyway.  No big deal.

AAG:
Were you aware of Ms. Wilson’s struggles with addiction?

Fa:
Not really, I am not around that much, and she isn’t going to have me come over when she is too far gone.

AAG:
And you haven’t ever done anything about it?

Fa:
Like I said, I try to come around.  I just don’t really have a leg to stand on since I don’t pay support regularly or have custody.  If I make a problem, that could be the end of my relationship with the kids.  Then, where am I?

AAG:
Were you aware that Ms. Wilson was leaving the two younger children, including your newborn son, in the care of Sam, a 14-year-old boy, when she left the home?

Fa:
No.  I guess I didn’t know that.

AAG:
Your attorney asked the social worker to testify to all kinds of services that could be provided to you in your home.  We are talking about people who come into your home to see the children, make sure they are being cared for properly, assess and improve your parenting, that kind of thing.  Are you aware of that?
Fa:
Yes.  Honestly, I don’t think it is necessary.  But, if that is what is needed, then I will do it.

AAG:
Are you willing to participate in an assessment of your drinking and drug use to see if you need treatment?

Fa:
That isn’t a problem, like I said.  But I’ll do whatever you say to have my children out of foster care.

AAG:
Nothing further your honor.

[Judge]

OK.  First, I want to commend the parents for coming to court today, participating with your attorneys and in this hearing, and especially for engaging with the Parent-for-Parent program.  The folk you meet in the program are really great people, and we’ve heard about evaluations that say when you participate with them your case turns out better.  So, great work!

I also want to say that the court and all these professionals around you are dedicated to your success, and if you will work with us, I believe you can succeed in this case, whatever that means to you.  So, please keep engaged with your social worker and attorney, and keep coming to court.

I find that the mother and father received notice of these proceedings.  I order the department to continue efforts to locate and provide notice to Sam’s father, and to clarify paternity.
I find that the Indian Child Welfare Act does not apply.  I encourage parties to continue to keep that issue in mind and report to the court if information is learned that changes our understanding on that.

Counsel is appointed for the parents.  I will also appoint counsel for Sam, and CASA or Child Advocate program person for Jason and Rose.

The parties are scheduled for a settlement conference three weeks from now, and fact-finding in this matter is set 60 days from today.  We will see you all at the 30-day shelter care hearing…

[Moderator]

That concludes the presentation…  Obviously we have left a few things undone, like findings about reasonable efforts, placement, and visitation.  We leave that to your discussions at the table, along with your assessment of what was presented during the hearing.

