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Summary: A referral to the Minister of Community Services of the respondents who

were living together as a couple was made because of child protection
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issues including domestic violence, mental health of the mother, parenting
deficiencies and other lifestyleissues. Asaresult, the one month old baby
was taken into agency temporary care and approximately one year later
the second child was taken into care at birth. Services have been
provided. The statutory deadline for the older child had already passed at
the trial date and there was a period of ten months remaining in the
statutory time line for the younger child.

Whether either or both children should be taken into permanent care or
returned to one or the other of the parents.

Both children were placed in permanent care. The fact that there were ten
months remaining in the time line for the younger child was considered
and rejected as areason for returning the younger child to the mother
under supervision or to continue in temporary care with services.
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