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Summary: Child removed from Mother’s care because the Mother was homeless,
used marijuana, did not enroll the child in school, engaged in conflict with
her mother that was seen or heard by the child, failed to permit the child to
be interviewed when there was an allegation of sexual abuse, caused the
child to become parentified and allowed religious belief to distort rational
thinking.

In this Variation Hearing the Mother satisfied the Court there were
reasonable and probable grounds to believe there were significant changes
in circumstances since the date when the child was taken into care and
those changes indicated a Supervision Order was adequate to protect
against risks to the child’s health and safety.  
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