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Summary: The appellant mother appealed orders granting the Agency
permanent care and custody of her children.  No access was
ordered.  At the beginning of the final disposition hearing, the
judge had refused a motion supported by all the parties for an
adjournment to allow for preparation of an update of parental
capacity assessments of the parents.  After hearing evidence
regarding, among other things, courses and counseling and
access visits, the judge concluded that the appellant still lacked
judgment and insight.

Issues: Whether the judge erred in refusing the adjournment, in
appreciating the evidence before her, or in refusing to grant
post-permanent care access to the appellant.
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Result: Appeal dismissed, except in regard to access.  In exercising her
judicial discretion regarding the adjournment in the particular
circumstances before her, the judge made no error in principle
nor was the result so clearly wrong as to amount to an injustice. 
There was no palpable and overriding errors in her appreciation
of the evidence that would change the outcome and would
warrant appellate intervention.  Where the judge’s decision did
not contain any analysis on the issue of access, she erred in
principle.  That issue is remitted to the same judge for
rehearing.   

This information sheet does not form part of the court’s judgment.  Quotes
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consists of 15 pages.


