SUPERIOR COURT FOR
: JUVENILE MATTERS
AT HARTFORD

MOTION TO EXTEND PROTECTIVE SUPERVISION

The children, , ,and , through counsel, respectfully request this
Honorable Court extend protective supervision for aperiod of six months. In support of this motion, the following is
asserted:

The petitions regarding the above-referenced children were filed on .. In support of the allegations, the
Department of Children and Families (hereinafter "DCF") aleged that ,» mother of the above-referenced
children, became involved with DCF in March , due to failure to maintain stable housing, failure to meet the
educational needs of her children, and ongoing substance abuse. As of the date of the petition, , continued to
struggle with substance abuse and housing, and left her children with inappropriate caretakers.

On » Ms. , entered a nolo plea and agreed to a disposition of protective supervision for a period of
six months. Disposition was entered as to " ,» and ,- The same disposition was entered
with regard to , on May ,» On that date, the court ordered protective supervision to expire on
September with regard to al children.

The specific steps, signed by Ms. on February , and approved and ordered by the Court on May

, require Ms. to, among other things, keep her whereabouts and the whereabouts of her children
known to DCF, her attorney, and the attorney for the children; maintain the children within the State of Connecticut during
the duration of the case except for temporary travel out of state with the authorization of DCF or the Court in advance; and
follow recommendations regarding treatment, aftercare and relapse prevention.

At the ACR on August , DCF reported that Ms. whereabouts was unknown and that DCF had no

contact with Ms. since June .

Also at the ACR on August , it was reported that had not been given a urine screen in two

months.[1] Further, Ms. compliance with substance abuse treatment was described as inconsistent. Project

Empowerment later reported to counsel for the children that Ms. disengaged from their services without

explanation but continues to irregularly participate in treatment at ADRC.

DCF located Ms. on August and discovered that Ms. sent , , and
to to live with their maternal grandmother, . Ms. indicated that she planned

to transfer guardianship of the three children to her mother.

By failing to keep her whereabouts known to DCF, only minimally complying with recommendations for substance abuse
treatment, and sending her children out of the State of Connecticut with the intent to permanently remove them from the
state, Ms. has violated the Court’s order for specific steps. Given the circumstances described above, it is not
in the best interests of the above-referenced children to allow the order of protective supervision to expire. Instead,



protective supervision should be extended for a period of six months.

WHEREFORE, the children, , , ,and , through counsel, respectfully request
that this Honorable Court:

extend protective supervision for a period of six months; and

conduct a hearing and issue a decision on this motion prior to September , the date on which protective

supervision is set to expire.
Respectfully submitted,

ChristinaD. Ghio
Center for Children’s Advocacy, Inc.
University of Connecticut School of Law
65 Elizabeth Street
Hartford, CT 06105
Juris #
(860) 570-5327

Attorney for Children



ORDER

The above motion having come before this Court for consideration, it is hereby ordered

GRANTED/DENIED.

Judge, Superior Court



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Thisisto certify that a copy of the foregoing has been hand-delivered to, ; ; ;

and

ChristinaD. Ghio

[1] According to , DCF caseworker, it appears that Ms. had not been tested since dueto
aproblem at ADRC.



