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Subject: Children and Family Services Act protection application: First
Disposition.  Agency plan seeks to transfer placement of children from
mother’s primary care to father’s care.  Agency alleging emotional abuse.

Summary: Father accused of sexual abuse.  Father’s access supervised for 23 months.



Allegations made over three year span from child to maternal grandmother
and subsequently to grandfather, mother, medical personnel and relatives. 
Allegations investigated and unsubstantiated.  The Agency sought to place
children with father.  The father agreed.  The mother contested placement,
sought to have child protection proceeding dismissed, sought sole custody
and supervised access for the father.

Issue: Admissibility of videotaped child statement of sexual and physical abuse. 
Admissibility of child statements communicated to third parties.  Issue of
relevance and reliability.

Admissibility of assessors report due to knowledge of polygraph results. 
Independence of police, Agency, and assessor challenged.  Mother
advanced allegation of bias against Agency, assessor and therapists who
relied on the results of the police c investigation in part due to knowledge
of polygraph results.

Result: Agency successful in proving ongoing protection concerns.  Strong
evidence of emotional harm. Court amended Agency Plan of Care  to
undertake an interim step by way of  a Supervision Order,  reverting to a
shared parenting arrangement with conditions of compliance with the
Agency plan, counseling, etcetera.  Agency has control over therapeutic
involvement.  Agency to facilitate and ensure compliance with father’s
parenting time.  Supervision of father’s access lifted.  Continue
supervision for maternal grandparents pending transition and education.
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