Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OTC
STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER TO TAKE CHILD(REN) INTO géTSIEI’:')% (LLs7-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PROTECTIVE CUSTODY - 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (cHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. Inthe matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB
(see reverse side for other identifying information)

i 2. Date of entry of order: 01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521

Bar no.

Upon presentation of proofs as required by the court, IT APPEARS:

3. [d a. There are reasonable grounds for this court to remove the child(ren) from the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian in
compliance with O MCL712A.2(b)and MCR 3.963(B) [ ] MCR3.974(B)(1) because conditions or
surroundings of the child(ren) are such as to endanger the health, safety, or welfare of the child(ren), and itis contrary to
the welfare of the child(ren) to remain in the home because:

Mother is using illegal substances, failed to seek prenatal care, and is unable to meet the medical needs of the
child.

. Thechild(ren) has/have already been removed from the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian and is/are absentwithout leave

[]b
from court-ordered placement.
4. [ ]a. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.
[O) b. Reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home. Those efforts include: (Specify.)
Mother has had substance abuse treatment, a home health aide was offered and mother refused. Housing referrals
were made during the mother's pregnancy with this child.

[ ]5. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to
[ Jthe [ ]mother [ ] father subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
as provided in section MCL 722.638(1) and (2), and as evidenced

by

[ Jthe [ ]mother's [ ]father's conviction for murder of another child of the parent.

[ Jthe [ ]mother's [ ]father's conviction for voluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.

[ Jthe [ ]mother's [ ]father's conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of

the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

[ Jthe [ Jmother's [ ]father's conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.
[ Jthe [ Jmother's [ ]father's involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
[ ] notrequired because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parentto one of the circumstances stated above.
OR
[ ] stillrecommended because:

(When item 5 is checked, schedule a permanency planning hearing within 30 days of this determination.)

[ ]6. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5), subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of a tribal court but temporarily
located off the reservation, and removal of the child(ren) is necessary to prevent imminent physical harm to the child(ren).

(SEE SECOND PAGE) Do not write below this line - For court use only

MCL 712A.2(b), MCL 712A.15(4), MCL 712A.19a(2), MCR 3.963(B), (C), MCR 3.974(B)(1), MCR 3.979(F)(2)
JCcosb (9/10) ORDER TO TAKE CHILD(REN) INTO PROTECTIVE CUSTODY (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO

STATE OF MICHIGAN
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION
Mayberry COUNTY

JISCODE: OTC
ORDER TO TAKE CHILD(REN) INTO CASENO. 01137-1-NA

PROTECTIVE CUSTODY PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2

Court address

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915

Court telephone no.

(517) 483-9574
Inthe matter of \1o v K atherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED: ) ]
. DHS Child Protective Services Worker

' (specify whether child protective services worker, an officer, or other person deemed suitable by the court pursuant to MCR 3.963[B][1])

7 | 7. The child(ren) shall be taken into protective custody and

O a. placed with/returned to the Department of Human Services for care and supervision.

[0 b. placed at_General Hospital

for medical observation and

treatment until medically released to Mayberry County DHS

for placement at the discretion of DHS.

Placement shall continue until resumption of the next scheduled hearing.

8. To effect this order you are authorized to enter the premises located at 100 Main St,, Lansing, MI 48933

9 | T 9. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian of the child(ren) shall be directed to appear for a preliminary hearing in this matter

to be held on 91/06/2010 at _9:30a.m. at_201 Pine St, 2nd FI, Ctrm 2, Lansing, Ml 48933

Date Time (if known) Location

(Item 9 is not applicable for orders to take children into custody who are absent without leave from court-ordered placement.)

10. This authorization to enter the premises and take the child(ren) into protective custody expires 01/07/2010
10| [ | Enteron LEIN

01/05/2010
Date

Judge

NOTE to parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian: If you require special accommodations to use the court because of a disability or

if you require a foreign language interpreter to help you fully participate in court proceedings, please contact the courtimmediately
to make arrangements.

Jcosb (9/10) ORDER TO TAKE CHILD(REN) INTO PROTECTIVE CUSTODY (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2



IDENTIFYING INFORMATION

Name Race Sex Height Weight | Hair color | Eye color | Date of birth

Name Race Sex Height Weight | Hair color | Eye color | Date of birth

Name Race Sex Height Weight | Hair color | Eye color | Date of birth

Name Race Sex Height Weight | Hair color | Eye color | Date of birth
Home address City State Zip Telephone number
Father's name Address City State Zip Telephone number
Mother's name Address City State Zip Telephone number
Pickup radius CourtORI

|| Statewide [ ] Other: M

Reason for removal is stated in item 3 on page 1 of the order to take child(ren) into protective custody.

OFFICER'SCUSTODY STATEMENT AND RECORD OFNOTIFICATION

1. I certify and return that | have taken

Child(ren)'s name(s)

into custody on at and have delivered the child(ren)
Date Time

to

Place of temporary placement

2.1 [notified [ lattempted to notify the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian listed below that the child(ren) has/have been

taken into protective custody and that a preliminary hearing will be held on

Date and time

at
Location
METHODS USED
NAME (reasons for failure to notify must be noted) DATE TIME
Father
Mother

Guardian/Legal custodian

Other

| declare that this custody statement has been examined by me and that its contents are true to the best of my information,
knowledge, and belief.

Date Signature

Agency name




Approved, SCAO JISCODE: PRH
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRELIMINARY HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTYL(CHILD PROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1

ORDER_1 OF_1

Court addre Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, MI 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith (DOB 1/3/2010)
1. In the matter of
name(s), alias(es), DOB

i 2. Dateofhearing: _01/06/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Tavlor P63521

Bar no.

i 3. Removal date: 01/05/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)
(1 4. Military/nonmilitary affidavit attached.

THE COURT FINDS:

5. Thechild(ren) [ Jis/are [0]is not/are not subject to the continuing jurisdiction of another court. Court:

6. A petition has been submitted alleging that the above child(ren) come(s) within the provisions of MCL 712A.2(b).

7. [0 Notice of hearing was given as required by law. || Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.

I_ [ 18. The child(ren)is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5). The petitioner [ lhas [ ]hasnot given notice of the

preliminary hearing as required by MCR 3.920(C)(1).
[_| The preliminary hearing must be adjourned pending conclusion of aremoval hearing required by MCR 3.967.
[ | The removal hearing required by MCR 3.967 was conducted in conjunction with this hearing (see required findings in item 15).

A qualified expert, , testified as required by law.
I 9. [o] a. There is probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are: (Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)

Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative

[_|b. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.

[ 110. There is good cause to adjourn the preliminary hearing because
|| Petitioner recommends removal of the child(ren) from the home to assure the immediate safety of the child(ren).
(0] 11. The probable-cause determination was waived by all parties present.
i 12. There [f]is [ lisnot probable cause that one or more of the allegations in the petition are true.

(SEE SECOND PAGE)

Do not write below this line - For court use only

MCL 712A.2(b), MCL 712A.13a, MCL 712A.14, MCL 712A.19a(2), MCL 712A.19b(4), MCL 722.638, MCR 3.920(C), MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.965
JC11a (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRELIMINARY HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO JISCODE:PRH

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRELIMINARY HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER1 OF1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith (DOB 1/3/2010)
In the matter of

13 [_113. There is probable cause the [] parent [] guardian [] legal custodian [_lotherperson  residinginthe child(ren)'s home
— abused the child(ren). Presence of the alleged abuser in the home | does [ Idoesnot  present a substantial
risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, or mental well-being and he/she [Ishould |_Ishould not
be ordered out of the home. (Use form JC 65, Order Removing Alleged Abuser from Child's Home, as appropriate.)
14| 14. [B]a. Contrary to the welfare findings were made in a prior order.

__Ib. Itis contrary to the welfare of the child(ren) to remain in the home because: (Attach separate sheets as necessary.)

15| [Ol15. [O0)a. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were made as determined in a prior order.
[ Ib. Reasonable efforts were made to preventremoval of the child(ren) fromthe home. Those efforts include: (Specify below.)
Llc. The child(ren)is/are Indian, and the courtfinds by clear and convincing evidence and the testimony of an expert witness
who has knowledge about the child-rearing practices of the Indian child's tribe, that active efforts [ |have [ Ihavenot
been made to provide remedial services and rehabilitative programs designed to prevent the breakup of the Indian family.
These efforts have proved __Junsuccessful, [ Jsuccessful, thecontinued custody ofthe child(ren) by the parent
orIndiancustodian [ Jis [is not likely to resultin serious emotional or physical damage to the child(ren), and the
child(ren) __Ishould [ Ishouldnot be removed from the home. (Specify below.)
The efforts for 15.b. and 15.c. are: (Specify the efforts from 15.b. and 15.c. here. If the child is an Indian child, both 15.b. and 15.c. apply
and both the reasonable efforts and active efforts must be specified here.)

| d. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.

(SEE THIRD PAGE)
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Approved, SCAO

JISCODE: PRH
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRELIMINARY HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY/| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS),PAGE3
ORDER 1 OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith (DOB 1/3/2010)
In the matter of

.I | 16. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to
[ lthe [ mother L] father subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
as provided in section MCL 722.638(1) and (2), and as evidenced

by

_lthe [Imothers [ father's  convictionfor murder of another child of the parent.

_lthe [ Imothers [fathers  convictionforvoluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.

_lthe [Imothers [ father's  conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of
the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

_Ithe [Imothers [ lfathers  conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.

_Ithe [Imothers [ lfathers involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
(I not required because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parent to one of the circumstances stated
above.
OR
[_Istillrecommended because:

(When item 16 is checked, either complete item 18 below or schedule a permanency planning hearing within 28 days of this determination.)

.I (0] 17. [5] a. Reasonable efforts shall be made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return
home.
I b. Reasonable efforts shall not be made to preserve and reunify the family because itwould be detrimental to the child(ren)'s
health and safety.

i (1 18. Because reasonable efforts to prevent removal or to reunite the child(ren) and family are not required, a permanency planning
hearing was conducted. (Use and attach form JC 19, Order Following Dispositional Review/Permanency Planning Hearing.)

19. Conditions of custody in the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) reside(s)
[ ] a. areadequate to safeguard the child(ren) fromthe risk of harmto the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
(0] b. are notadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-
being.
(@] No provision of service or other arrangement except removal of the child(ren) is reasonably available to adequately
safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
(0] Conditions of custody at the placement away from the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) is/are placed
are adequate to safeguard the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.

.I 1 20. Parenting time with , even if supervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

(SEE FOURTH PAGE)

JC11a (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRELIMINARY HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3



Approved, SCAO JISCODE:PRH

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRELIMINARY HEARING PETITIONNO.  10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS),PAGE4
ORDER _1 OF _1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katlin Smith (DOB 1/3/2010)
ITISORDERED:
21. The petition [ lisauthorized. [ lis not authorized. [ ]isnotauthorized pending resumption ofthe preliminary hearing.
i 0] 22. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. (] The father was not presentand must appear at
the next hearing. (0] The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.
i || 23. This matter is set for a continued preliminary/removal hearing on pursuant to MCR 3.967.

The petitioner shall give notice of these proceedings as required by MCR 3.920(C)(1) (use form JC 48).

.I 0124, Thechild(ren)is/are

(0] a. placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and
i. the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regarding the child(ren) including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider for the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the Department of Human Services.
ii. ifthe child(ren) is/are placed in the home of a relative, a home study shall be performed by the Department of Human
Services and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.
iii. upon request, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).

Mayberry County DHS

: , under the supervision of the Department
Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

"I b. released to

of Human Services. (] The following terms and conditions apply to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian:

i L] 25, shallhave __lapsychological evaluation __lcounseling
to determine appropriateness and conditions of parenting time.

0]26. [O]a. Parentingtime of Teresa Smith is

__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
0] The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__Ib. Parenting time of is
" Junsupervised. | |supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Departmentof Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__lc. Parenting time of is
__lunsupervised. [ |supervised until further order of the court.
|1 The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ d.

(SEE FIFTH PAGE)
JC1ia (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRELIMINARY HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4



Approved, SCAO

STATE OF MICHIGAN
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION
Mayberry COUNTY

Court address

ORDER 1 OF %

ORDERAFTERPRELIMINARY HEARING
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE5

JISCODE:PRH
CASENO. 01137-1-NA
PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915
In the matter of Mary Katlin Smith (DOB 1/3/2010)

IT IS ORDERED: (continued)

I 27. Until further order of the court, placement shall continue pending

L] trial . disposition

[ ]28. Other:

.I Recommended by:

9:30a.m.

Date and time

Referee signature

01/06/2010
Date

Court telephone no.

(517) 483-9574

__| resumption of the preliminary hearing (0] pretrial

Judge

JC11a (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRELIMINARY HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 5



CHECKLISTFORADVICEOF RIGHTSAND GENERAL PROCEDURE FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING

1. [ ] Determine whether parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian have been notified, are present, and if not present, whether to
proceed in their absence.
2. [ ] Determine whether the lawyer-guardian ad litem for the child is present and direct that the lawyer-guardian ad litem for the
child receive a copy of the petition.
3. [ ] Determine whether the minor has no father as definedin MCR 3.903(A)(7) and take appropriate action as described in MCR
3.921(C).
4. [ ]If arespondentis present, assure that each respondent has a copy of the petition.
5. [ ] Read the allegations in the petition in open court unless waived by all parties present.
6. [ ] Determine whether the petition should be dismissed or the matter referred to alternate services; otherwise, the preliminary
hearing shall continue.
7. [] Advise the respondent of the right to the assistance of an attorney.
8. | Advise the respondent of the right to trial on the allegations in the petition and that the trial may be before a referee unless
a timely demand for a jury or judge is filed.
. [_] Allow the respondent an opportunity to deny or admit allegations and make a statement of explanation.
10. [ ] Ifthe hearingisheld by areferee, advise the parties of the right tofile arequest for review of the referee's recommended findings
and conclusions.
11. [ ] Inquire whether the child is subject to the continuing jurisdiction of another Michigan court and, if so, which court.
12. [ ] Inquireifthe childis anIndian as definedin MCR 3.002(5), and if so, follow the procedure in MCR 3.965(B)(2) and determine
whether to continue with the preliminary hearing.
13. [ ] Unlessthe preliminary hearing is adjourned, decide whether to authorize the filing of the petition, and if authorized, whether
to release the child to a parent, guardian, or legal custodian or whether to place the child out of the home as prescribed by
MCR 3.965(C) and (D). If this is the first court order authorizing removal of the child, make contrary to the welfare
findings and findings regarding the efforts to preventremoval. Reasonable efforts findings must be made now or within
60 days of the date of removal. If the child is an Indian, there are additional requirements.
14. [ ] Advise the parent(s) when additional costs or reimbursement may be assessed.
15. [ ] Having ordered placement of the child outside the child's home, inform the parties of the following:
a. that the agency has the responsibility to prepare an initial services plan within 30 days after the child's placement.
b. the general elements of an initial services plan as required by the rules promulgated pursuantto 1973PA 116, MCL 722.111
t0722.128.
» the background of the child(ren) and the family;
» anevaluation of the experiences and problems of the child(ren);
» aprojection of the expected length of stay in foster care; and
» an identification of specific goals and projected time frames for meeting the goals.
c. that participation in an initial services plan is voluntary without a court order.
d. that, on motion of a party, the court will review the initial services plan and may modify the plan ifitis in the best interests
of the child.
16. [ ] Having found the alleged abuser should be ordered out of the home, complete JC 65, Order Removing Alleged Abuser from
Child's Home.

©



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OAT

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRETRIALHEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS),PAGE1
- ORDER_t+ OF ¢
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB

i 2. Dateofhearing: _01/05/2010 Judge/Referee; Andy Taylor P63521

Bar no.

i | 3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)

THE COURT FINDS that:

Court(s)

. A petition has been submitted alleging that the above child(ren) come(s) within the provisions of MCL 712A.2(b).

i 4. Thechild(ren) [lis/are [isnot/are not  subject to the continuing jurisdiction of
. [0 Notice of hearing was given as required by law. [ | Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.
. Thelawyer-guardianadlitem [olhas [ lhas not complied with the requirements of MCL 712A.17d.

i [ |a. There is probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are: (Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)
Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative

0 ~NOoO O

I b. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.
|| c. Theputative father was notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The putative
father waives allrights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right to an attorney.
9. [0 a. Contrary to the welfare findings were made in a prior order.
Llb. Itis contrary to the welfare of the child(ren) to remain in the home because: (Attach separate sheets as necessary.)

Mother is using illegal substances, failed to seek prenatal care, and is unable to meet the medical needs of the child.

I 110. [0)a. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were made as determined in a prior order.
| b. Reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home. Those efforts include: (Specify.)

| c. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.

(SEE SECOND PAGE) Do not write below this line - For court use only

MCL 712A.2, MCL 712A.13a, MCL 712A.14, MCL 712A.19a(2), MCL 712A.19b(4), MCL 722.638, MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.965
Jc11b (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRETRIAL HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OAT

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRETRIAL HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER_+ OF &
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

I _111. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to
_lthe  [Imother __Ifather subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
as provided in section MCL 722.638(1) and (2), and as evidenced

by

_Ithe [Imothers [ lfathers  conviction for murder of another child of the parent.

_Ithe [Imothers [ lfathers  conviction for voluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.

_Ithe [Imothers  [lfathers  conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of
the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

_lthe [Imothers [lfathers  conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.

_Jthe [Imothers [ father's involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
[_Inotrequired because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parent to one of the circumstances stated
above.
OR
[_Istillrecommended because:

(When item 11 is checked, either complete item 13 below or schedule a permanency planning hearing within 28 days of this determination.)

I [0]12. [7]a. Reasonable efforts shall be made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return
home.
[_Ib. Reasonable efforts shall notbe made to preserve and reunify the family because itwould be detrimental to the child(ren)'s
health and safety.

[ 113. Since reasonable efforts to prevent removal or to reunite the child(ren) and family are not required, a permanency planning
hearing was conducted. (Use and attach form JC 19, Order Following Dispositional Review/Permanency Planning Hearing.)

14. Conditions of custody in the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) reside(s)
[_la. areadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
[©]p. are notadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-
being.
[°] No provision of service or other arrangement except removal of the child(ren) is reasonably available to adequately
safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
[_IConditions of custody atthe placement away from the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) is/are placed
are adequate to safeguard the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.

.I [115. Parenting time with , even if supervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

(SEE THIRD PAGE)
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Approved, SCAO JIS CODE: OAT

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERAFTERPRETRIAL HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY/| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS),PAGE3
ORDER_+ OF_ 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED:
[ 116. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. [ The fatherwas not presentand mustappear at
the next hearing. Ol The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

17. Thechild(ren)
[]is/are placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and

a. the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regarding the child(ren) including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider for the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the Department of Human Services.

b. if the child(ren) is/are placed in the home of a relative, a home study shall be performed by the Department of Human
Services and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.

c. uponrequest, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).

(] remain home with or is/are released to under the supervision of
Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

the Department of Human Services. [_] The following terms and conditions apply to the parent/guardian/legal custodian:

i L ]18. shallhave __lapsychological evaluation __lcounseling
to determine appropriateness and conditions of parenting time.
0] 19. Ola. Parenting time of _T€resa Smith is
__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
' The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__Ib. Parenting time of is
" Junsupervised. | |supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lc. Parenting time of is
|_lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ ]d.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)
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JIS CODE: OAT

STATE OF MICHIGAN
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION

Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS), PAGE4

ORDERAFTERPRETRIALHEARING

ORDER_1 OF_1

CASENO. 01137-1-NA
PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

Court address
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915
In the matter of

Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITIS ORDERED: (continued)

Court telephone no.

(517) 483-9574

.I 20. Until further order of the court, placement shall continue pending || resumption of the pretrial d trial

on_03/02/2010

8:30 a.m.

Date and time

[ 121. Other: (nclude orders regarding discovery, scheduling orders, etc.)

22. Prior orders remain in effect except as modified by this order.

.I Recommended by:
Referee signature

01/06/2010
Date

Judge

JC11b (9/11) ORDER AFTER PRETRIAL HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OCI

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION IDE(N)'?IIDZ\E(II?N%OIEE(ESI\FAIE'?ION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
COUNTY
Mayberry (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS)
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of (Insert name as shown on petitiorB
name(s), alias(es), Do Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

2. The legal files and orders reflect that the child/parent named above is identified as: (State all variances in the name, date of birth, race,
ﬁ]grfie@\therine Smith

3. The child's/parent's name, date of birth, race, and sex is as shown on
the birth certificate.
] other:

THE COURT FINDS:

[ ]4. After reviewing the legal file, that the child named above came into foster care on é)]t-/05/2010 and has
ate

been placed with the Department of Human Services for placement, care, and supervision since that date.
ITISORDERED:

5. OJa. Eventhoughthere are variances in the name, date of birth, race, and sex of the child described in item 2, the child is the
same child as the child described in item 1.

[ Ib. Eventhough there are variances in the name, date of birth, race, and sex of the parent described in item 2, the parent
is the same parent.

16. The corrected case name is N re Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

03/01/2010
Date Judge

USE NOTE: This order should be used for a single child or parent.

Do not write below this line - For court use only

JC90 (9/08) ORDER CORRECTING IDENTIFYING INFORMATION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS) MCR 2.612(A)



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OCP
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. (01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDEROFADJUDICATION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
ORDER_L+ OF ¢
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. Inthe matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Date of hearing: _01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521

Bar no.

[ ]3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)

THE COURT FINDS:
4. Thechild(ren) [ Jis/are [ lis not/are not subject to the continuing jurisdiction of

Court(s)
5. A petition has been submitted alleging that the above child(ren) come(s) within the provisions of MCL 712A.2(b).

6. [_| Notice of hearing was given as required by law.  [_] Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.

7. Therespondent(s) 1 €resa Smith
Name(s)

|| did notappear [[] appeared in court in person or by and
Manner of appearance

|| was/were represented by an attorney.  [_| waived representation by an attorney.

[0l 8. The pleaby Tere(s)a Smith is knowingly, understandingly, and voluntarily made.
Name(s
9. After [ Itrial, []admissionofplea, [ ]no contest plea, and by
Ol apreponderance of the evidence, LI clearand convincing evidence,

[l a. there are no statutory grounds to exercise jurisdiction over the child(ren).

Ol b. there are statutory grounds to exercise jurisdiction over the child(ren) (MCL 712A.2[b]). The statutory ground(s) is/are:

Ol failure to provide, when able to do so, support, education, medical, surgical, or other necessary care for health or morals.

|| substantial risk of harm to mental well-being.

|| abandonmentby parents.

_llack of proper custody or guardianship.

[0 an unfithome environment, by reason of neglect, cruelty, drunkenness, criminality, or depravity on the part of a parent,
guardian, nonparent adult, or other custodian.

|| failure to comply with a limited guardianship placement plan.

|| failure to comply with a court-structured guardianship plan.

|_lwhenaguardianshipisin place, failure to provide support or to regularly visit, contact or communicate with the child(ren)
for a period of 2 years, either before or after a guardianship petition was filed and a support order entered.

10. Specific findings of facts and law are [ onthe record. Ll in the attached written opinion. as noted below.

1. The mother has refused required medical assistance for her medically frail newborn who was born drug addicted.
2. Mother does not have appropriate housing and cannot provide an appropriate environment for the child at this time.
3. Mother is still actively using illegal substance to the point of unconsciousness.

4. Mother refused all prenatal care.

(SEE SECOND PAGE)

USE NOTE: Use of this form is optional Do not write below this line - For court use only
when the court conducts the dispositional
hearing immediately following adjudication.

MCL 712A.2, MCL 712A.13a, MCL 712A.14, MCL 712A.19a(2), MCL 712A.19b(4), MCL 722.638, MCR 3.205(A), MCR 3.206(A)(4),
JC49 (9/11) ORDER OF ADJUDICATION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1 MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.972



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OCP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDEROFADJUDICATION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER _+ OF 4
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

.I (1111. O] a. Contrary to the welfare findings were made in a prior order.
Llb. Itis contrary to the welfare of the child(ren) to remain in the home because: (Attach separate sheets as necessary.)

Mother is using illegal substances, failed to seek prenatal care, and is unable to meet the medical needs of the
child.

.I 12. Ul a. Based on testimony, there is probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are:

(Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)

Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative

| b. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.

0l c. The naturalfatherwas notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The natural
father waives all rights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right to an
attorney.

I— 113. OJa. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were made as determined in a prior order.

| b. Reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home. Those efforts include: (specify)

| c. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.
| d. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not required as determined in a prior order.
I _114. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to

_Ithe _Imother [ father subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
asprovidedinsectionMCL 722.638(1) and (2),and as evidenced

by
[ lthe I mother's [ ]father's conviction for murder of another child of the parent.
[ lthe I mother's [ ]father's conviction for voluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.
[ lthe I mother's [ ]father's conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of

the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

_Ithe _Imother's [ father's conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.
_Ithe _Imother's [ father's involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
I not required because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parent to one of the circumstances stated
above.
OR
[_I stillrecommended because:

(When item 14 is checked, either complete item 16 below or schedule a permanency planning hearing within 28 days of this determination.)

NOTE: Ifthe child(ren) were not removed before adjudication and the court determines at trial that removal is necessary, the court
must make the required findings regarding contrary to the welfare and reasonable efforts to prevent removal.

(SEE THIRD PAGE)

JC49 (9/11) ORDER OF ADJUDICATION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OCP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDEROFADJUDICATION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
ORDER_+ OF 1L
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

i _115. [2]a. Reasonable efforts shall be made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return
home.
[_Ib. Reasonable efforts shall notbe made to preserve and reunify the family because itwould be detrimental to the child(ren)'s
health and safety.
[116. Since reasonable efforts to prevent removal or to reunite the child(ren) and family are not required, a permanency planning
hearing was conducted. (Use and attach form JC 19, Order Following Dispositional Review/Permanency Planning Hearing.)

i 17. Conditions of custody in the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) reside(s):
[_la. areadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
Ulb. are notadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-
being.
(2] No provision of service or other arrangement except removal of the child(ren) is reasonably available to adequately
safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
[_IConditions of custody atthe placement away from the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) is/are placed
are adequate to safeguard the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.

i 18 Parenting time with ,evenif supervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

ITISORDERED:

i 0/19. The petition is dismissed, the child(ren) is/are released to ,
and the jurisdiction of this court is terminated except that the court reserves the right to enforce orders for reimbursement of

court costs, attorney fees, and other assessments that have accrued up to and including the date of this order.

[_120. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. [_IThe fatherwas not presentand must appear at
the next hearing. [_IThe putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

21. Thechild(ren)
Olis/are placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and

a. the parent, guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regarding the child(ren), including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider of the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the Department of Human Services.

b. if the child(ren) is/are placed in the home of a relative, a home study shall be performed by the Department of Human
Services and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.

c. uponrequest, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).

[_Iremain home with or is/are released to underthe supervision of
Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

the Departmentof Human Services. [IThe following terms and conditions apply to the parent/guardian/legal custodian:

.I L ]22. shallhave __lapsychological evaluation __lcounseling

to determine appropriateness and conditions of parenting time.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)

JC49 (9/11) ORDER OF ADJUDICATION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OCP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDEROFADJUDICATION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE4
ORDER_+t OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

IT IS ORDERED: (continued) )
[123. [ Ja. Parentingtime of _1€resa Smith is
__lunsupervised. [ |supervised until further order of the court.
__Ithe Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__Ib. Parenting time of is
Junsupervised. [ |supervised until further order of the court.
__lthe Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__lc. Parenting time of is
__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
__the Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ d.

24. Placement shall continue pending disposition on _03/02/2010 9:30a.m.
Date and time
- | 25. Other:

Mother shall provide DHS and her attorney with her new address. Mother shall allow DHS and the L-GAL entrance into
her home at any time.

i 26. Prior orders remain in effect except as modified by this order.

Recommended by:
Referee signature

01/06/2010
Date Judge

MCL 722.638-AGGRAVATED CIRCUMSTANCES

(1) The Department shall submit a petition for authorization by the court under Section 2(b) of Chapter XIIA of 1939 PA 288, MCL 712A.2, if

one or more of the following apply:
(a) The Department determines that a parent, guardian, or legal custodian, or a person who is 18 years of age or older and who resides
for any length of time in the child’s home, has abused the child or a sibling of the child and the abuse included one or more of the following:
(i) Abandonment of a young child.
(if) Criminal sexual conduct involving penetration, attempted penetration, or assault with intent to penetrate.
(iii) Battering, torture, or other severe physical abuse.
(iv) Loss or serious impairment of an organ or limb.
(v) Life threatening injury.
(vi) Murder or attempted murder.
(b) The Department determines that there is risk of harm to the child and either of the following is true:
(i) The parent’s rights to another child were terminated as a result of proceedings under Section 2(b) of Chapter XIIA of 1939 PA 288,
MCL 712A.2, or a similar law of another state.
(if) The parent’s rights to another child were voluntarily terminated following the initiation of proceedings under Section 2(b) of Chapter
XIIA of 1939 PA 288, MCL 712A.2, or a similar law of another state.

(2) In a petition submitted as required by subsection (1), if a parent is a suspected perpetrator or is suspected of placing the child at an
unreasonable risk of harm due to the parent’s failure to take reasonable steps to intervene to eliminate that risk, the Department of Human
Services shall include a request for termination of parental rights at the initial dispositional hearing as authorized under Section 19b of
Chapter XIIA of 1939 PA 288, MCL 712A.19b.

Jc49 (9/11) ORDER OF ADJUDICATION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: DSP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDER OFDISPOSITION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS),PAGE 1

- ORDER L OF 1L

Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of name(s), alias(es), DoB Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
2. Dateofhearing: 01/05/2010 Judge/Referee:Andy Taylor P6§521
ar no.
.I []3. Removaldate; 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)

4. An adjudication was held and the child(ren) was/were found to come within the jurisdiction of the court.

.I ] 5. Release of the parental rights to was executed by

Name(s) of child(ren)

pursuant to the adoption code on
Name(s) of parent(s) Date

THE COURT FINDS:

i |1 6. Notice of hearing was given as required by law.

i 7. Thelawyer-guardianadlitem [ Jhas [ lhasnot compliedwiththe requirements of MCL 712A.17d.

i 8. [l a. Thereis probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are:

(Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)

Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative

| b. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.
[l c. The putative father was notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The

putative father waives all rights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right
to an attorney.

I_ 9. Inallcases exceptwhen all parental rights have beenterminated, the court has considered the case service plan and other evidence
presented. The findings below are specific to this case and are based upon this hearing, and [1]the following report(s):

(Identify report[s] and date[s] of report[s].) _INitial Service Plan dated 3/25/10; Parent Agency Treatment Plan dated 3/25/10

Specific conditions reviewed on the record as required by MCL 712A.18f(4) were

a. compliance with the case service plan with respectto services provided or offered to the child and his or her parent(s), guardian,
or legal custodian and whether the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with and benefited from those services.

b. compliance with the case service plan with respect to parenting time with the child and whether parenting time did not occur
or was infrequent and the reasons why.

c. the extentto whichthe parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with each provision of the case service plan, prior court
orders, and any agreement between the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian and the agency.

d. likely harm to the child if the child continued to be separated from his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.

e. likely harm to the child if the child was returned to his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.

NOTE: Ifthe child(ren) was/were notremoved prior to the dispositional hearing and new allegations are made that require removal,

I— asupplemental petition mustbe prepared and filed and an emergency removal hearing held, whereupon contrary to the welfare and
reasonable efforts findings must be made. Use form JC 75. A dispositional review hearing must be held within 14 days after the
child(ren) is/are removed. See MCR 3.974(C).

USE NOTE: Use this form when a Do not write below this line - For court use only
release has been executed pursuant
to the adoption code after adjudication
and before the dispositional hearing.

(SEE SECOND PAGE)
PL 96-272, 42 USC 670 et seq., MCL 400.55(h), MCL 400.203,

MCL 712A.13a, MCL 712A.18, MCL 712A.18f, MCL 712A.19, MCL 712A.20, MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.973(F)
Jc17 (9/10) ORDER OF DISPOSITION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: DSP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDER OF DISPOSITION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER 1 OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
In the matter of

.I [ 110. [ ]a. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were made as determined in a prior order.

[ ] b. Reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home. Those efforts include: (Specify.)

[l c. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.
[ 1d. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal were not required as determined in a prior order.
I [ 111. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to

[ Ithe [ Imother [ father subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
asprovidedinsectionMCL 722.638(1) and (2), and as evidenced

by
[ |the [ Imother's [ ]father's conviction for murder of another child of the parent.
[ |the [ Imother's [ ]father's conviction for voluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.
[ |the [ Imother's [ ]father's conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of

the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

[ Ithe [ I mother's []father's conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.
[ Ithe [ I mother's []father's involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
(I not required because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parent to one of the circumstances stated
above.
OR
[ stillrecommended because:

(When item 11 is checked, either complete item 13 below or schedule a permanency planning hearing within 28 days of this determination.)

I_ B112. [ Ja. Reasonable efforts shall be made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return
home.
[ 1b. Reasonable efforts shall notbe made to preserve and reunify the family because itwould be detrimental to the child(ren)'s
health and safety.
[l c. Reasonable effortsto preserve and reunify the family were not previously required, but due to achange in circumstances,
reasonable efforts are now required. Those reasonable efforts have begun and include: (Specify reasonable efforts, and if
applicable, the reasons for return.)

| The child(ren) should be released to _ ,
Nﬁﬁiﬂﬁ@r?{/@tﬂﬁﬁw pakgian, or legal custodian

[ 113. Since reasonable efforts to prevent removal or to reunite the child(ren) and family are not required, a permanency planning
.I hearing was conducted. (Use and attach form JC 19, Order Following Dispositional Review/Permanency Planning Hearing.)

(SEE THIRD PAGE)

Jc17 (9100 ORDER OF DISPOSITION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: DSP

STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDEROF DISPOSITION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
ORDER 1 OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of pary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

14. Conditions of custody in the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) reside(s)
El | a. areadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
I b. are not adequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-
being.
I No provision of service or other arrangement except removal of the child(ren) is reasonably available to adequately
safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
[_] Conditions of custody at the placement away from the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) is/are placed
are adequate to safeguard the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
I c. are not relevant because the parent(s) released the child(ren) pursuant to the adoption code.

El " 15. Parenting time with , even if supervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).
ITISORDERED:

16 _l1s. Nams iswarned and the jurisdiction of the courtis terminated.

17 _117. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. __| The fatherwas not presentand must appear at

—_— the next hearing. __| The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

18 __118. The child(ren) is/are in the temporary custody of this court and

__lis/are placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and

a. the parent, guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regarding the child(ren), including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider of the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the Department of Human Services.

b. if a home study has not yet been completed, then one shall be performed by the Department of Human Services
and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.

c. uponrequest, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).

01 remain home with or is/are released to _Teresa Smith
Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

under the supervision of the Department of Human Services. __IThe following terms and conditions apply to the
parent(s)/guardian/legal custodian:

Mother must comply with the in-home nursing aide, attend classes at the hospital for medically frail infants and
remain drug free.

__| because the parent(s) released the child(ren) pursuant to the adoption code, the child(ren) is/are
__| committed to the Department of Human Services for permanency planning, supervision, care, and placement under
MCL 400.203.
| other:
A post-termination review hearing will be held e

19 19. The Director of the Michigan Department of Human Services is appointed special guardian to receive any benefits now due
_ or to become due the child(ren) from the government of the United States.

20 20. Ol a. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall comply with, and benefit from, the case service plan. ] Inaddition,

__I'b. Theparent(s) need notcomply with, and benefitfrom, the case service plan because parental rights were released pursuant

to the adoption code.
[lc. The parent(s) need not comply with, and benefit from, the case service plan because jurisdiction of the courtis terminated.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)
Jc17 (9100 ORDER OF DISPOSITION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
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STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDER OF DISPOSITION PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4
ORDER 1 OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of \14ry Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED: (continued)

Ol 21.

i 122,

[ ]27.

Parenting time of _Teresa Smith is
|| supervised by the Department of Human Services and/or its designee.
] unsupervised at the discretion of the Department of Human Services.

|| suspended while psychological evaluation or counseling is conducted, or until further order of the court.
Parenting time of is
|| supervised by the Department of Human Services and/or its designee.

] unsupervised at the discretion of the Department of Human Services.

|| suspended while psychological evaluation or counseling is conducted, or until further order of the court.

. Parenting time of is

|| supervised by the Department of Human Services and/or its designee.
] unsupervised at the discretion of the Department of Human Services.
|| suspended while psychological evaluation or counseling is conducted, or until further order of the court.

. Reimbursement:

. Other: (Attach separate sheet if needed.) (An order for child support must comply with MCR 3.973[F][5] and MCR 3.211.)

i 26. Prior orders remain in effect except as modified by this order.

Review hearings shall be held as follows:

(NOTE: The review hearing shall not be delayed beyond the number of days required regardless whether a petition to terminate parental rights
or another matter is pending. MCL 712A.19a provides that the permanency planning hearing shall not be delayed beyond 12 months from the date
of removal of the child and every 12 months thereafter.) __| dispositional review hearing
__| dispositional review hearing __| permanency planning hearing
The supervising agency shall provide documentation of progressrelating to all aspects of the last court-ordered treatment plan,

including copies of evaluations and therapy reports and verification of parenting time, not later than 5 business days before
the scheduled hearing.

i 28. [ Notice of the next hearing has been provided as required by law. O Notice of the next hearing shall be provided.

i Recommended by: _
Referee signature

i 01/06/2010

Date

Judge

Jc17 (9/10) ORDER OF DISPOSITION (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4
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STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDERFOLLOWING CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
1 ORDER 1 OF 1
Court address B Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
1. In the matter of

name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Dateofhearing: 4/17/10 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521

Bar no.

THE COURT FINDS:

3 | || 3. The court ordered the protective custody of the child(ren) on (formJC05b).

Date

4. This emergency removal hearing is held pursuantto MCR 3.974(B)(3).

5. The parents, guardian, or legal custodian were present and/or attempts were made to secure the presence of each parent,
guardian, or legal custodian.

6. The lawyer-guardian ad litem for the child(ren) was present.

7| []7. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5). The petitioner _Jhas [ Jhas not given notice of the

preliminary hearing as required by MCR 3.920(C)(2).

[_| The preliminary hearing must be adjourned pending conclusion of aremoval hearing required by MCR 3.967.

| The removal hearing required by MCR 3.967 was conducted in conjunction with this hearing (see required findings in item 10).

A qualified expert, , testified as required by law.
Name

il 8. [_| a. Taking the child(ren) into protective custody was necessary to protect the health, safety, or welfare of the child(ren), and it
is [ lisnot necessarythatremoval continue pending the dispositional review hearing. [ ] Contrarytothe welfare
findings were made in the order authorizing the emergency removal (form JC 05b).

(2] b. There are reasonable grounds for this court to remove the child(ren) from the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian in
compliance with MCL 712A.2(b) and MCR 3.974(B)(1) because conditions or surroundings of the child(ren) are such as to
endanger the health, safety, or welfare of the child(ren), and itis contrary to the welfare of the child(ren) to remain in the
home because: (Attach separate sheets as necessary.)

Mother has not complied with the public health nurse or attended classes at the hospital. Tested positive for cocaine

|| c. Taking the child(ren) into protective custody is not necessary.

9 | [2]9. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian from whom the child(ren) was/were removed has/have received a written statement
of the reasons for the removal and has/have been advised of his/her/their rights in compliance with MCR 3.974(B).

10| [©]10. | a. Reasonable efforts to preventremoval of the child(ren) from the home were made as determined in the order authorizing

the emergency removal (form JC 05b).

(5] b. Reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home. The efforts include: (Specify on page 2.)

L c. Thechild(ren)is/are Indian, and the court finds by clear and convincing evidence and the testimony of an expert witness
who has knowledge about the child-rearing practices of the Indian child's tribe, active efforts [ Jhave [ ] havenot
been made to provide remedial services and rehabilitative programs designed to prevent the breakup of the Indian family.
Theseeffortshave proved [ ] unsuccessful, [ |successful, the continued custody of the child(ren) by the parent or
Indian custodian L lis [Jisnot likelytoresultin serious emotional or physical damage to the child(ren), and the
child(ren) [ |should [ |shouldnot be removed from the home. (Specify on page 2.)

|| d. Reasonable efforts to prevent removal of the child(ren) from the home were not made.

(SEE SECOND PAGE) Do not write below this line - For court use only

MCL 712A.13a, MCR 3.920(C)(2)(a), MCR 3.965(C), MCR 3.974(B), MCR 3.979(F)(2)
JC75(9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: OFE

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVEPROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER 1 OF1
Court address . Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
In the matter of

10. (continued from page 1) The efforts for 10.b. and 10.c. are follows: (Specify the efforts from 10.b. and 10.c. here. If the child is an Indian
child, both 10.b. and 10.c. apply and both the reasonable efforts and active efforts must be specified here.)

Mother was provided services through the public health nurse, transportation to and from classes at the hospital and
in-patient substance abuse treatment.

I [ ]11. a. Reasonable efforts are not required to prevent the child(ren)'s removal from the home due to
_lthe L] mother || father  subjecting the child(ren) to the aggravated circumstance(s) of
as provided in section MCL 722.638(1) and (2), and as evidenced

by
_lthe I mother's [ father's conviction for murder of another child of the parent.
_lthe _Imother's [ ] father's conviction for voluntary manslaughter of another child of the parent.
_lthe _Imother's ] father's conviction for aiding or abetting in the murder or manslaughter of another child of

the parent, attempting to murder the child(ren) or another child of the parent, or conspiring or soliciting to commit the
murder of the child(ren) or another child of the parent.

_Ithe _Imother's [ father's conviction for felony assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child(ren)
or another child of the parent.
_Ithe _Imother's [ father's involuntary termination of parental rights to a sibling of the child(ren).

b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return home are
(I not required because the parent subjected the child or another child of the parent to one of the circumstances stated
above.
OR
[ stillrecommended because:

(When item 11 is checked, either complete item 13 below or schedule a permanency planning hearing within 30 days of this determination.)

i 1] 12. [2]a. Reasonable efforts shall be made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return
home.
] b. Reasonable efforts shall notbe made to preserve and reunify the family because itwould be detrimental to the child(ren)'s
health and safety.
[ ] 13. Becausereasonable efforts to prevent removal or to reunite the child(ren) and family are notrequired, a permanency planning
hearing was conducted. (Use and attach form JC 19, Order Following Dispositional Review/Permanency Planning Hearing.)

14. Conditions of custody in the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) reside(s)
] a. areadequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
2] b. are not adequate to safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-
being.
5] No provision of service or other arrangement except removal of the child(ren) is reasonably available to adequately
safeguard the child(ren) from the risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.
5] Conditions of custody at the placement away from the home and with the individual with whom the child(ren) is/are placed
are adequate to safeguard the child(ren)'s life, physical health, and mental well-being.

.I ] 15. Parenting time with , even if supervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).
(SEETHIRD PAGE)

JC75 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
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STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDERFOLLOWING CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY| (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS),PAGE3
ORDER 1 OF1
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
In the matter of

ITISORDERED:
2] 16. Thechild(ren)is/are
] a. placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and
i. theparent(s), guardian, orlegal custodian shall execute alldocuments necessary to release confidential information
regarding the child(ren) including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider for the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the department.
ii. ifthe child(ren)is/are placed inthe home of arelative, a home study shall be performed by the Department of Human
Services and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.
iii. upon request, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).

_Ib. releasedto under the supervision of the Department
Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian
of Human Services. [_] The following terms and conditions apply to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian:
i L]17. shallhave ] apsychologicalevaluation [ ] counseling
to determine appropriateness and conditions of parenting time.
(0] 18. [0] a. Parentingtime of 1€resa Smith is

__lunsupervised. [] supervised until further order of the court.
5] The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__|b. Parenting time of is
] unsupervised. || supervised until further order of the court.
__| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

__lc. Parenting time of is
| unsupervised. [ ] supervised until further order of the court.
__| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

L d.

i 19. This matter is set for a dispositional review hearing before I~\|]Ud0€ Andy Tavlor
ame

on 5/10/2010 @ 11:00 a.m.

Date and time

i | 20. This matter is set for a removal hearing on pursuantto MCR 3.967. The petitioner

Date and time

. (Must be within 14 days of removal pursuant to MCR 3.974[C].)

shall give notice of these proceedings as required by MCR 3.920(C)(2) (use form JC 48).

[ ]21. Other:

.I Recommended by:

Referee signature

Date Judge

JC75 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING EMERGENCY REMOVAL HEARING (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
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STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
i ORDER_+* OF 4
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Date ofhearing: _01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521
Bar no.
i ]3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)
Last permanency planning hearing date: N/A (Specify for each child if different.)

4. As of the last order, the child(ren) named above was/were in the protective/temporary custody of the court, and
| remainedinthe home. [ ]was/were placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision.
5. Notice of hearing forthe  [| review __| permanency planning __| combined review and permanency planning
hearing was served as required by law. __| Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.
| 6. This review hearing involves an Indian child in which removal has been requested or in which the child was removed from the
home pursuant to an emergency removal hearing conducted in accordance with MCR 3.974(C). The removal hearing

__| was conducted in conjunction with the emergency removal hearing. __lis scheduled for
THE COURT FINDS:
7. Thelawyer-guardianadlitem []has [ has not complied with the requirements of MCL 712A.17d.

8. Ll a. Thereis probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are:
(Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)
Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative
_Ib. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.
(| c. Theputative fatherwas notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The putative
father waives allrights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right to an attorney.
. 9. The court has considered the case serwce plan and other ewdence esented PTa findings be}ow are s%ecific to this case and

are based upon this hearing, and "I the following report(s): n|t| SerV|ce ate / 2o/10; Pare
identify report(s) and date(s) of report(s)

t Agency Treatment

Specific conditions reviewed on the record as required by MCL 712A.19(6) were
a. compliance with the case service plan with respectto services provided or offered to the child and his or her parent(s), guardian,
or legal custodian and whether the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with and benefited from those services.
b. compliance with the case service plan with respect to parenting time with the child and whether parenting time did not occur
or was infrequent and the reasons why.
c. the extentto whichthe parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with each provision of the case service plan, prior court
orders, and any agreement between the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian and the agency.
d. likely harm to the child if the child continued to be separated from his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
e. likely harm to the child if the child was returned to his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
[ 110. Returning the child(ren) to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian [_| would [ would not cause a substantial
risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, or mental well-being.
[ 111. The child(ren) should not be returned to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian. (State reasons for a. or b. in the space below.)
[ la. Theagency [Oshould [ ]shouldnot initiate proceedingstoterminate the parental rightstothe child(ren) because:
[Ib. The child has been in foster care for 15 months of the most recent 22 months, and the agency
(I should initiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren).
LI should notinitiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren) for the following compelling reasons:

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

I NOTE: Ifthe child(ren) was/were notremoved prior to the dispositional review or permanency planning hearing and new allegations
are made which require removal, a supplemental petition must be prepared and filed and an emergency removal hearing held,
whereupon contrary to the welfare and reasonable efforts findings must be made. Use form JC 75. See MCR 3.974(B) and (C).

(SEE SECOND PAGE) _ -
USE NOTE: Do not use this form for Do not write below this line - For court use only
review or permanency planning hearings

after termination. Use form JC 76 instead.

MCL 712A.17d(1)(c), MCL 712A.18f, MCL 712A.19,
Jc19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING MCL 712A.19a, MCL 712A.20,

(CH|LD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDlNGS), PAGE 1 MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.974(A)(3), MCR 3.975, MCR 3.976(B)(1), MCR 3.979



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10.3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER_L OF L
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

12 [ 112. [ Ja. Reasonableefforts [ ]were [ | werenot made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the

= = =
5 & |5 |8

child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s home. (Specify reasonable efforts below, and if applicable, the reasons for return.)
0]1) Reasonable efforts for reunification should be continued.
[ ]2) Those reasonable efforts were successful and the child(ren) should be released to

Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

The reasonable efforts include: (Specify.)

I b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s
home are not required based on a prior order.

9] 13. Progresstoward alleviating or mitigating the conditions that caused the child(ren) to be placed or to remainin temporary foster
care [ Jwas was not made in accordance with MCL 712A.19(7).

14. Thechild(ren)'s continued placement [ | is necessary and appropriate and is meeting the child(ren)'s needs.

__]is nolonger necessary or appropriate.

] 15. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5), and placement "] remains "] does notremain

appropriateand [ ] does [ !doesnot comply with MCR 3.967(F).

|| 16.*Reasonable efforts [ |have [ lhavenot been made tofinalize the court-approved permanency plan of
o] a. return to the parent for the child(ren) named_Mary Katlin Smith
|| b. adoption forthe child(ren) named
__| c. legal guardianship for the child(ren) named
| d. placementwith a fit and willing relative for the child(ren) named
_le. [] i.placementin another planned permanent living arrangement (APPLA) for the child(ren) named

.| ii. placementin another planned permanentliving arrangement - emancipation (APPLA-E) for the child(ren) named

due to the compelling reasons that (Specify the compelling reasons for another planned permanent living arrangement for i. and ii., as
appropriate, by entering the language that corresponds to the number[s] from the list on page 4.)

The reasonable efforts made tofinalize the court-approved permanency planidentified above include:
(Specify the permanency plan for each child and the reasonable efforts made toward finalizing that plan.)
See efforts listed in #12 above.
[ ] Because adoptionisthe court-approved permanency plan, the Department of Human Services shall be ordered to initiate
proceedings to terminate parental rights.

] 17. The appointment of a juvenile guardian is in the best interest of the child(ren) named above initem 16.c. || The courthas
received and considered the information required by MCR 3.979(A)(1), and the proposed guardian should be appointed.

[ ]18. Parenting time with ,evenifsupervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

] 19. Ajuvenile guardian was appointed and jurisdiction over pursuantto
MCL 712A.2(b) should be terminated. (This finding is considered at the first review hearing after the appointment.)

[]20. Ajuvenile guardianship for _Mother was provided services through the public 55 revoked pursuantto MCR 3.979(F),
and this hearing is held pursuantto MCR 3.979(F)(7).

NOTE: *MCL 712A.19a provides that these reasonable efforts findings must be made within 12 months from when the child was
removed from his/her home and every 12 months thereafter.
(SEETHIRD PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
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STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
ORDER_* OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED:
(] 21. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. [_] The father was not presentand mustappear at
the next hearing. [_] The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

i (] 22. The child(ren) is/are continued in the protective/temporary custody of this court, and (Check only a, b, c, or d.)
"] a. islare placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and
i. the parent, guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regardingthe child(ren), including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider of the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the department.
ii. if ahome study has not yet been completed, then one shall be performed by the Department of Human Services
and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.
iii. upon request, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).
"I b. remain home with or is/are released to under the
supervision of the Department of Human Services. || The following terms and conditions apply to the parent(s)
guardian/legal custodian:

] c. the current placement with the Department of Human Services shall continue. The department shall

i. conductacriminal record check and central registry clearance of the residents of the home of the proposed juvenile
guardian and submit the results to the court within 7 days.

ii. perform a home study with a copy submitted to the court within 28 days, unless a home study has been performed
within the immediately preceding 365 days of this order, in which case, a copy of that home study shall be submitted
to the court.

| d. placed under guardianship pursuant to MCR 3.979(B). (See separate order, form JC 91.)

I |_123. The Department of Human Services shall comply with MCR 3.967(F).

i |1 24. The Department of Human Services shall initiate proceedings to terminate parental rights to the child(ren) no later than 28
days from the date of this hearing.

i 0] 25. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall comply with, and benefit from, the case service plan. | Inaddition,

i [ 126. []a. Parentingtimeof Teresa Smith <

|_lunsupervised. [ Jsupervised until further order of the court.
|| The Departmentof Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lb. Parenting time of is
" Junsupervised. | |supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lc. Parenting time of is
__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ ]d.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
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Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

ORDER_* OF_1*t

Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

IT IS ORDERED: (continued)

28.

(] 27. Jurisdiction ofthis courtis terminated. The courtreserves the right to enforce payments of reimbursement that have accrued

up to and including the date of this order. The child(ren) is/are released to

Previousreimbursement orders shall continue.

[ 129. Other: (Attach separate sheet.)

32

w
w

34

35

30.

Prior orders remain in effect except as modified in this order.

] 31. Review hearings shall be held as follows:

(NOTE: The review hearing shall not be delayed beyond the nhumber of days required regardless whether a petition to terminate parental rights
or another matter is pending. MCL 712A.19a provides that the permanency planning hearing shall not be delayed beyond 12 months from the date
of removal of the child and every 12 months thereafter.)

__| dispositional review hearing __| permanency planning hearing
__] dispositional review hearing to terminate jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 3.979(C)
The supervising agency shall provide documentation of progressrelating to all aspects of the last court-ordered treatment plan,
including copies of evaluations and therapy reports and verification of parenting time, not later than 5 business days before
the scheduled hearing.

] 32. Ahearing to appoint the juvenile guardian pursuant to MCR 3.979(B) shall be held
33.[ | Notice of the next hearing has been provided as required by law.  [LJ] Notice of the next hearing shall be provided.
Recommended by:
Referee signature
01/06/2010
Date Judge

Thefollowing are examples of compelling reasons for apermanency plan other than return to parent, legal guardianship,
placement with a fit and willing relative, or adoption.

1.
2.
3.

=l O

= O

12.

13.

No relative has been identified who is appropriate or available to assume the permanent custody of the child.

The current caregiver is notan adoptive resource.

The child has a significant attachmentto the parent(s), anditis in the child's bestinterests thatit be preserved through parenting
time and contact.

Reasonable efforts to recruit an adoptive home have been unsuccessful.

The child does not want to be adopted and is of an age where due consideration must be given to his/her wishes.

It is contrary to the child's best interests to break the child's attachment to the current caregivers.

The current caregiver is committed to providing a permanent placement for the child.

The placement allows the siblings to remain together.

The child's special needs can best be met in this placement.

. The child wants to remain in the current placement, which is only available as foster care.
. The placementis preparing the child for transition into independent living (specify the services being provided to the child to assist

with transition such as referral to an independent living skills program, enrolimentin a vocational program, referral for a mentor,
continued out-of-home placement in foster care beyond age 18 to allow the child to complete secondary school, placement in
aresource that provides on-site training for independent living, and other similar services).

The child comes under the Indian Child Welfare Act, and the child's tribe recommends permanent placementin long-term foster
care.

Other (specify in the findings in item 16.e).

JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING

(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4
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STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
i ORDER_+* OF 4
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Date ofhearing: _01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521
Bar no.
i ]3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)
Last permanency planning hearing date: N/A (Specify for each child if different.)

4. As of the last order, the child(ren) named above was/were in the protective/temporary custody of the court, and
| remainedinthe home. [ ]was/were placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision.
5. Notice of hearing forthe  [| review __| permanency planning __| combined review and permanency planning
hearing was served as required by law. __| Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.
| 6. This review hearing involves an Indian child in which removal has been requested or in which the child was removed from the
home pursuant to an emergency removal hearing conducted in accordance with MCR 3.974(C). The removal hearing

__| was conducted in conjunction with the emergency removal hearing. __lis scheduled for
THE COURT FINDS:
7. Thelawyer-guardianadlitem []has [ has not complied with the requirements of MCL 712A.17d.

8. Ll a. Thereis probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are:
(Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)
Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative
_Ib. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.
(| c. Theputative fatherwas notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The putative
father waives allrights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right to an attorney.
. 9. The court has considered the case serwce plan and other ewdence esented PTa findings be}ow are s%ecific to this case and

are based upon this hearing, and "I the following report(s): n|t| SerV|ce ate / 2o/10; Pare
identify report(s) and date(s) of report(s)

t Agency Treatment

Specific conditions reviewed on the record as required by MCL 712A.19(6) were
a. compliance with the case service plan with respectto services provided or offered to the child and his or her parent(s), guardian,
or legal custodian and whether the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with and benefited from those services.
b. compliance with the case service plan with respect to parenting time with the child and whether parenting time did not occur
or was infrequent and the reasons why.
c. the extentto whichthe parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with each provision of the case service plan, prior court
orders, and any agreement between the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian and the agency.
d. likely harm to the child if the child continued to be separated from his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
e. likely harm to the child if the child was returned to his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
[ 110. Returning the child(ren) to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian [_| would [ would not cause a substantial
risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, or mental well-being.
[ 111. The child(ren) should not be returned to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian. (State reasons for a. or b. in the space below.)
[ la. Theagency [ Jshould [ ]shouldnot initiate proceedingstoterminate the parentalrightstothe child(ren) because:
[Ib. The child has been in foster care for 15 months of the most recent 22 months, and the agency
(I should initiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren).
LI should notinitiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren) for the following compelling reasons:

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

I NOTE: Ifthe child(ren) was/were notremoved prior to the dispositional review or permanency planning hearing and new allegations
are made which require removal, a supplemental petition must be prepared and filed and an emergency removal hearing held,
whereupon contrary to the welfare and reasonable efforts findings must be made. Use form JC 75. See MCR 3.974(B) and (C).

(SEE SECOND PAGE) _ -
USE NOTE: Do not use this form for Do not write below this line - For court use only
review or permanency planning hearings

after termination. Use form JC 76 instead.

MCL 712A.17d(1)(c), MCL 712A.18f, MCL 712A.19,
Jc19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING MCL 712A.19a, MCL 712A.20,

(CH|LD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDlNGS), PAGE 1 MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.974(A)(3), MCR 3.975, MCR 3.976(B)(1), MCR 3.979



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10.3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER_L OF L
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

12 [ 112. [ Ja. Reasonableefforts [ ]were [ | werenot made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the

= = =
5 & |5 |8

child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s home. (Specify reasonable efforts below, and if applicable, the reasons for return.)
0]1) Reasonable efforts for reunification should be continued.
[ ]2) Those reasonable efforts were successful and the child(ren) should be released to

Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

The reasonable efforts include: (Specify.)

I b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s
home are not required based on a prior order.

9] 13. Progresstoward alleviating or mitigating the conditions that caused the child(ren) to be placed or to remainin temporary foster
care [ Jwas _Jwasnot madeinaccordance with MCL 712A.19(7).

14. Thechild(ren)'s continued placement [ | is necessary and appropriate and is meeting the child(ren)'s needs.

__]is nolonger necessary or appropriate.

] 15. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5), and placement "] remains "] does notremain

appropriateand [ ] does [ !doesnot comply with MCR 3.967(F).

|| 16.*Reasonable efforts [ |have [ lhavenot been made tofinalize the court-approved permanency plan of
o] a. return to the parent for the child(ren) named_Mary Katlin Smith
|| b. adoption forthe child(ren) named
__| c. legal guardianship for the child(ren) named
| d. placementwith a fit and willing relative for the child(ren) named
_le. [] i.placementin another planned permanent living arrangement (APPLA) for the child(ren) named

.| ii. placementin another planned permanentliving arrangement - emancipation (APPLA-E) for the child(ren) named

due to the compelling reasons that (Specify the compelling reasons for another planned permanent living arrangement for i. and ii., as
appropriate, by entering the language that corresponds to the number[s] from the list on page 4.)

The reasonable efforts made tofinalize the court-approved permanency planidentified above include:
(Specify the permanency plan for each child and the reasonable efforts made toward finalizing that plan.)
See efforts listed in #12 above.
[ ] Because adoptionisthe court-approved permanency plan, the Department of Human Services shall be ordered to initiate
proceedings to terminate parental rights.

] 17. The appointment of a juvenile guardian is in the best interest of the child(ren) named above initem 16.c. || The courthas
received and considered the information required by MCR 3.979(A)(1), and the proposed guardian should be appointed.

[ ]18. Parenting time with ,evenifsupervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

] 19. Ajuvenile guardian was appointed and jurisdiction over pursuantto
MCL 712A.2(b) should be terminated. (This finding is considered at the first review hearing after the appointment.)

[]20. Ajuvenile guardianship for _Mother was provided services through the public 55 revoked pursuantto MCR 3.979(F),
and this hearing is held pursuantto MCR 3.979(F)(7).

NOTE: *MCL 712A.19a provides that these reasonable efforts findings must be made within 12 months from when the child was
removed from his/her home and every 12 months thereafter.
(SEETHIRD PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
ORDER_* OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED:
(] 21. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. [_] The father was not presentand mustappear at
the next hearing. [_] The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

i (] 22. The child(ren) is/are continued in the protective/temporary custody of this court, and (Check only a, b, c, or d.)
| la. islare placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and
i. the parent, guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regardingthe child(ren), including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider of the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the department.
ii. if ahome study has not yet been completed, then one shall be performed by the Department of Human Services
and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.
iii. upon request, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).
"I b. remain home with or is/are released to under the
supervision of the Department of Human Services. || The following terms and conditions apply to the parent(s)
guardian/legal custodian:

] c. the current placement with the Department of Human Services shall continue. The department shall

i. conductacriminal record check and central registry clearance of the residents of the home of the proposed juvenile
guardian and submit the results to the court within 7 days.

ii. perform a home study with a copy submitted to the court within 28 days, unless a home study has been performed
within the immediately preceding 365 days of this order, in which case, a copy of that home study shall be submitted
to the court.

| d. placed under guardianship pursuant to MCR 3.979(B). (See separate order, form JC 91.)

I |_123. The Department of Human Services shall comply with MCR 3.967(F).

i |1 24. The Department of Human Services shall initiate proceedings to terminate parental rights to the child(ren) no later than 28
days from the date of this hearing.

i 0] 25. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall comply with, and benefit from, the case service plan. | Inaddition,

i [ 126. []a. Parentingtimeof Teresa Smith <

|_lunsupervised. [ Jsupervised until further order of the court.
|| The Departmentof Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lb. Parenting time of is
" Junsupervised. | |supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lc. Parenting time of is
__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ ]d.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
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29
30
31

Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

ORDER_* OF_1*t

Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

IT IS ORDERED: (continued)

28.

(] 27. Jurisdiction ofthis courtis terminated. The courtreserves the right to enforce payments of reimbursement that have accrued

up to and including the date of this order. The child(ren) is/are released to

Previousreimbursement orders shall continue.

[ 129. Other: (Attach separate sheet.)

32

w
w

34

35

30.

Prior orders remain in effect except as modified in this order.

] 31. Review hearings shall be held as follows:

(NOTE: The review hearing shall not be delayed beyond the nhumber of days required regardless whether a petition to terminate parental rights
or another matter is pending. MCL 712A.19a provides that the permanency planning hearing shall not be delayed beyond 12 months from the date
of removal of the child and every 12 months thereafter.)

__| dispositional review hearing __| permanency planning hearing
__] dispositional review hearing to terminate jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 3.979(C)
The supervising agency shall provide documentation of progressrelating to all aspects of the last court-ordered treatment plan,
including copies of evaluations and therapy reports and verification of parenting time, not later than 5 business days before
the scheduled hearing.

] 32. Ahearing to appoint the juvenile guardian pursuant to MCR 3.979(B) shall be held
33.[ | Notice of the next hearing has been provided as required by law.  [LJ] Notice of the next hearing shall be provided.
Recommended by:
Referee signature
01/06/2010
Date Judge

Thefollowing are examples of compelling reasons for apermanency plan other than return to parent, legal guardianship,
placement with a fit and willing relative, or adoption.

1.
2.
3.

=l O

= O

12.

13.

No relative has been identified who is appropriate or available to assume the permanent custody of the child.

The current caregiver is notan adoptive resource.

The child has a significant attachmentto the parent(s), anditis in the child's bestinterests thatit be preserved through parenting
time and contact.

Reasonable efforts to recruit an adoptive home have been unsuccessful.

The child does not want to be adopted and is of an age where due consideration must be given to his/her wishes.

It is contrary to the child's best interests to break the child's attachment to the current caregivers.

The current caregiver is committed to providing a permanent placement for the child.

The placement allows the siblings to remain together.

The child's special needs can best be met in this placement.

. The child wants to remain in the current placement, which is only available as foster care.
. The placementis preparing the child for transition into independent living (specify the services being provided to the child to assist

with transition such as referral to an independent living skills program, enrolimentin a vocational program, referral for a mentor,
continued out-of-home placement in foster care beyond age 18 to allow the child to complete secondary school, placement in
aresource that provides on-site training for independent living, and other similar services).

The child comes under the Indian Child Welfare Act, and the child's tribe recommends permanent placementin long-term foster
care.

Other (specify in the findings in item 16.e).

JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING

(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE, PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
i ORDER_+* OF 4
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Date ofhearing: _01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521
Bar no.
i ]3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)
Last permanency planning hearing date: N/A (Specify for each child if different.)

4. As of the last order, the child(ren) named above was/were in the protective/temporary custody of the court, and
| remainedinthe home. [ ]was/were placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision.
5. Notice of hearing forthe  [| review __| permanency planning __| combined review and permanency planning
hearing was served as required by law. __| Notice of proceedings is to be given as required by law.
| 6. This review hearing involves an Indian child in which removal has been requested or in which the child was removed from the
home pursuant to an emergency removal hearing conducted in accordance with MCR 3.974(C). The removal hearing

__| was conducted in conjunction with the emergency removal hearing. __lis scheduled for
THE COURT FINDS:
7. Thelawyer-guardianadlitem []has [ has not complied with the requirements of MCL 712A.17d.

8. Ll a. Thereis probable cause to believe the legal/putative father(s) is/are:
(Name each child, his/her father, and whether legal or putative.)
Mary Katlin Smith - John White - Putative
_Ib. The putative father of is unknown and cannot be identified.
(| c. Theputative fatherwas notified as required by law and failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court. The putative
father waives allrights to further notice, including the right to notice of termination of parental rights and the right to an attorney.
. 9. The court has considered the case serwce plan and other ewdence esented PTa findings be}ow are s%ecific to this case and

are based upon this hearing, and "I the following report(s): n|t| SerV|ce ate / 2o/10; Pare
identify report(s) and date(s) of report(s)

t Agency Treatment

Specific conditions reviewed on the record as required by MCL 712A.19(6) were
a. compliance with the case service plan with respectto services provided or offered to the child and his or her parent(s), guardian,
or legal custodian and whether the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with and benefited from those services.
b. compliance with the case service plan with respect to parenting time with the child and whether parenting time did not occur
or was infrequent and the reasons why.
c. the extentto whichthe parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian complied with each provision of the case service plan, prior court
orders, and any agreement between the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian and the agency.
d. likely harm to the child if the child continued to be separated from his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
e. likely harm to the child if the child was returned to his or her parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian.
[ 110. Returning the child(ren) to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian [_| would [ would not cause a substantial
risk of harm to the child(ren)'s life, physical health, or mental well-being.
[ 111. The child(ren) should not be returned to the parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian. (State reasons for a. or b. in the space below.)
[ la. Theagency [ Jshould [ ]shouldnot initiate proceedingstoterminate the parentalrightstothe child(ren) because:
[Ib. The child has been in foster care for 15 months of the most recent 22 months, and the agency
(I should initiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren).
LI should notinitiate proceedings to terminate the parental rights to the child(ren) for the following compelling reasons:

Mary Katlin Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

I NOTE: Ifthe child(ren) was/were notremoved prior to the dispositional review or permanency planning hearing and new allegations
are made which require removal, a supplemental petition must be prepared and filed and an emergency removal hearing held,
whereupon contrary to the welfare and reasonable efforts findings must be made. Use form JC 75. See MCR 3.974(B) and (C).

(SEE SECOND PAGE) _ -
USE NOTE: Do not use this form for Do not write below this line - For court use only
review or permanency planning hearings

after termination. Use form JC 76 instead.

MCL 712A.17d(1)(c), MCL 712A.18f, MCL 712A.19,
Jc19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING MCL 712A.19a, MCL 712A.20,

(CH|LD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDlNGS), PAGE 1 MCR 3.921(C), MCR 3.974(A)(3), MCR 3.975, MCR 3.976(B)(1), MCR 3.979



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10.3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER_L OF L
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

12 [ 112. [ Ja. Reasonableefforts [ ]were [ | werenot made to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the

= = =
5 & |5 |8

child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s home. (Specify reasonable efforts below, and if applicable, the reasons for return.)
0]1) Reasonable efforts for reunification should be continued.
[ ]2) Those reasonable efforts were successful and the child(ren) should be released to

Name(s) of parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian

The reasonable efforts include: (Specify.)

I b. Reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return to the child(ren)'s
home are not required based on a prior order.

9] 13. Progresstoward alleviating or mitigating the conditions that caused the child(ren) to be placed or to remainin temporary foster
care [ Jwas _Jwasnot madeinaccordance with MCL 712A.19(7).

14. Thechild(ren)'s continued placement [ | is necessary and appropriate and is meeting the child(ren)'s needs.

__]is nolonger necessary or appropriate.

] 15. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5), and placement "] remains "] does notremain

appropriateand [ ] does [ !doesnot comply with MCR 3.967(F).

|| 16.*Reasonable efforts [ |have [ lhavenot been made tofinalize the court-approved permanency plan of
o] a. return to the parent for the child(ren) named_Mary Katlin Smith
|| b. adoption forthe child(ren) named
__| c. legal guardianship for the child(ren) named
| d. placementwith a fit and willing relative for the child(ren) named
_le. [] i.placementin another planned permanent living arrangement (APPLA) for the child(ren) named

.| ii. placementin another planned permanentliving arrangement - emancipation (APPLA-E) for the child(ren) named

due to the compelling reasons that (Specify the compelling reasons for another planned permanent living arrangement for i. and ii., as
appropriate, by entering the language that corresponds to the number[s] from the list on page 4.)

The reasonable efforts made tofinalize the court-approved permanency planidentified above include:
(Specify the permanency plan for each child and the reasonable efforts made toward finalizing that plan.)
See efforts listed in #12 above.
[ ] Because adoptionisthe court-approved permanency plan, the Department of Human Services shall be ordered to initiate
proceedings to terminate parental rights.

] 17. The appointment of a juvenile guardian is in the best interest of the child(ren) named above initem 16.c. || The courthas
received and considered the information required by MCR 3.979(A)(1), and the proposed guardian should be appointed.

[ ]18. Parenting time with ,evenifsupervised, may be harmful to the child(ren).

] 19. Ajuvenile guardian was appointed and jurisdiction over pursuantto
MCL 712A.2(b) should be terminated. (This finding is considered at the first review hearing after the appointment.)

[]20. Ajuvenile guardianship for _Mother was provided services through the public 55 revoked pursuantto MCR 3.979(F),
and this hearing is held pursuantto MCR 3.979(F)(7).

NOTE: *MCL 712A.19a provides that these reasonable efforts findings must be made within 12 months from when the child was
removed from his/her home and every 12 months thereafter.
(SEETHIRD PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
ORDER_* OF 1
Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED:
(] 21. Notice is to be given to the legal/putative father(s) as required by law. [_] The father was not presentand mustappear at
the next hearing. [_] The putative father was present at this hearing and shall establish paternity within 14 days.

i (] 22. The child(ren) is/are continued in the protective/temporary custody of this court, and (Check only a, b, c, or d.)
| la. islare placed with the Department of Human Services for care and supervision, and
i. the parent, guardian, or legal custodian shall execute all documents necessary to release confidential information
regardingthe child(ren), including medical, mental, and educational reports, and shall also, within 7 days, provide the
Department of Human Services with the name(s) and address(es) of the medical provider(s) for the child(ren). Any
medical provider of the child(ren) shall release the medical records of the child(ren) to the department.
ii. if ahome study has not yet been completed, then one shall be performed by the Department of Human Services
and a copy of the home study submitted to the court not more than 30 days after the placement.
iii. upon request, the Department of Human Services shall release to the foster parent the information concerning the
child(ren) in accordance with MCL 712A.13a(13).
"I b. remain home with or is/are released to under the
supervision of the Department of Human Services. || The following terms and conditions apply to the parent(s)
guardian/legal custodian:

] c. the current placement with the Department of Human Services shall continue. The department shall

i. conductacriminal record check and central registry clearance of the residents of the home of the proposed juvenile
guardian and submit the results to the court within 7 days.

ii. perform a home study with a copy submitted to the court within 28 days, unless a home study has been performed
within the immediately preceding 365 days of this order, in which case, a copy of that home study shall be submitted
to the court.

| d. placed under guardianship pursuant to MCR 3.979(B). (See separate order, form JC 91.)

I |_123. The Department of Human Services shall comply with MCR 3.967(F).

i |1 24. The Department of Human Services shall initiate proceedings to terminate parental rights to the child(ren) no later than 28
days from the date of this hearing.

i 0] 25. The parent(s), guardian, or legal custodian shall comply with, and benefit from, the case service plan. | Inaddition,

i [ 126. []a. Parentingtimeof Teresa Smith <

|_lunsupervised. [ Jsupervised until further order of the court.
|| The Departmentof Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lb. Parenting time of is
" Junsupervised. | |supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[_lc. Parenting time of is
__lunsupervised. [ ]supervised until further order of the court.
|| The Department of Human Services has discretion to allow unsupervised or supersived parenting time by its designee.

[ ]d.

(SEEFOURTH PAGE)
JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 3
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31

Approved, SCAO JISCODE: SRE,PRN

Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/| CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

ORDER_* OF_1*t

Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
In the matter of Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

IT IS ORDERED: (continued)

28.

(] 27. Jurisdiction ofthis courtis terminated. The courtreserves the right to enforce payments of reimbursement that have accrued

up to and including the date of this order. The child(ren) is/are released to

Previousreimbursement orders shall continue.

[ 129. Other: (Attach separate sheet.)

32

w
w

34

35

30.

Prior orders remain in effect except as modified in this order.

] 31. Review hearings shall be held as follows:

(NOTE: The review hearing shall not be delayed beyond the nhumber of days required regardless whether a petition to terminate parental rights
or another matter is pending. MCL 712A.19a provides that the permanency planning hearing shall not be delayed beyond 12 months from the date
of removal of the child and every 12 months thereafter.)

__| dispositional review hearing __| permanency planning hearing
__] dispositional review hearing to terminate jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 3.979(C)
The supervising agency shall provide documentation of progressrelating to all aspects of the last court-ordered treatment plan,
including copies of evaluations and therapy reports and verification of parenting time, not later than 5 business days before
the scheduled hearing.

] 32. Ahearing to appoint the juvenile guardian pursuant to MCR 3.979(B) shall be held
33.[ | Notice of the next hearing has been provided as required by law.  [LJ] Notice of the next hearing shall be provided.
Recommended by:
Referee signature
01/06/2010
Date Judge

Thefollowing are examples of compelling reasons for apermanency plan other than return to parent, legal guardianship,
placement with a fit and willing relative, or adoption.

1.
2.
3.

=l O

= O

12.

13.

No relative has been identified who is appropriate or available to assume the permanent custody of the child.

The current caregiver is notan adoptive resource.

The child has a significant attachmentto the parent(s), anditis in the child's bestinterests thatit be preserved through parenting
time and contact.

Reasonable efforts to recruit an adoptive home have been unsuccessful.

The child does not want to be adopted and is of an age where due consideration must be given to his/her wishes.

It is contrary to the child's best interests to break the child's attachment to the current caregivers.

The current caregiver is committed to providing a permanent placement for the child.

The placement allows the siblings to remain together.

The child's special needs can best be met in this placement.

. The child wants to remain in the current placement, which is only available as foster care.
. The placementis preparing the child for transition into independent living (specify the services being provided to the child to assist

with transition such as referral to an independent living skills program, enrolimentin a vocational program, referral for a mentor,
continued out-of-home placement in foster care beyond age 18 to allow the child to complete secondary school, placement in
aresource that provides on-site training for independent living, and other similar services).

The child comes under the Indian Child Welfare Act, and the child's tribe recommends permanent placementin long-term foster
care.

Other (specify in the findings in item 16.e).

JC19 (9/11) ORDER FOLLOWING DISPOSITIONAL REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING

(CHILDPROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 4



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: TRP

STATEOFMICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERFOLLOWINGHEARING TO PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mavberry COUNTY| TERMINATE PARENTAL RIGHTS, PAGE 1
il ORDER_1 OF 1L
Court address B Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574

[ |

> o

|

Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
1. In the matter of
name(s), alias(es), DOB

2. Date ofhearing: 01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63521

Bar no.

3. Removaldate: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)

4. An adjudication was held and the child(ren) was/were found to come within the jurisdiction of the court.

5. A petition to terminate parental rights has been filed and notice of hearing on the petition was given as required by law.

6. Specificfindings of factand law regarding this proceeding have been made onthe record or by separate written opinion of the court.
THE COURT FINDS:

7. [0l a. Reasonable efforts were made to preserve and unify the family to make it possible for the child(ren) to safely return to the
child(ren)'s home. Those efforts were unsuccessful.
| b. Reasonable efforts were not made to preserve and unify the family because itwas previously determined in a prior court order
to be detrimental to the child(ren)'s health and safety.
[l c. Reasonable efforts were not required to preserve and reunify the family as determined in a prior court order. (This requires a
permanency planning hearing within 28 days.)

0O 8. The child(ren) is/are Indian as defined in MCR 3.002(5).

[ la. Active efforts have notbeen made.

LI b. Active efforts have been made to provide remedial services and rehabilitative programs designed to prevent the breakup
ofthe Indian family. These efforts have proved unsuccessful and there is evidence beyond areasonable doubt, including
gualified expert witness testimony, that continued custody of the child(ren) by the parent(s) or Indian custodian will likely
result in serious emotional or physical damage to the child(ren).

[l c. Active efforts have been made to provide remedial services and rehabilitative programs designed to preventthe breakup
ofthe Indian family. These efforts have proved successful and there is not evidence beyond areasonable doubt, including
gualified expert witness testimony, that continued custody of the child(ren) by the parent(s) or Indian custodian will likely
result in serious emotional or physical damage to the child(ren).

9. There is clear and convincing evidence that a statutory basis exists for terminating the parental rights of

Teresa Smith , parent(s) of the child(ren),
Name(s) of parent(s)

10. Termination of parentalrights OJis [Jisnot inthe bestinterests of the child(ren).
(SEE SECOND PAGE)

NOTE: Ifachildremainsinfoster care and parental rights are terminated inaccordance with MCL 712A.19a(2), apermanency planning
hearing must be held within 28 days. If proper notice has already been given, the permanency planning hearing can be conducted
immediately following the termination hearing. This is especially useful in obtaining a uniform date for future permanency planning
hearings when parental rights have been terminated to more than one child and the removal dates of the children are different. Use
formJC 76.

USE NOTE: Do not use this form when terminating parental rights after release pursuant to the adoption code.

Do not write below this line - For court use only

Click Here for Information About Termination of Parental Rights

25 USC 1912, MCL 400.201 et seq., MCL 712A.18, MCL 712A.19a, MCL 712A.19b, MCL 712A.20, MCR 3.977
JC63 (3/10) ORDER FOLLOWING HEARING TO TERMINATE PARENTAL RIGHTS, PAGE 1



Approved, SCAO

JISCODE: TRP
STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION ORDERFOLLOWINGHEARINGTO PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mavberry COUNTY| TERMINATEPARENTAL RIGHTS, PAGE 2
ORDER_1 OF_ 1t
Court address Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, MI 48915 (517) 483-9574

1. Inthe matter of \\. -/ Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

ITISORDERED:

17| [111. Theparentalrightsof ©reS2 Smith

—_— Name(s) of parent(s)

are terminated, and additional efforts for reunification of the child(ren) with the parent(s) shall not be made.

12| [c]12. [ | a. The child(ren) is/are continued in the temporary custody of this court and remain in placement with the Department of
Human Services for care and supervision.

0] b. Thechild(ren)is/are committed to the Department of Human Services for permanency planning, supervision, care, and
placementunder MCL 400.203.

__113. The Director of the Michigan Department of Human Services is appointed special guardian to receive any benefits now due
or to become due the child(ren) from the government of the United States.

= 14. Other: (Include reimbursement provisions as required by MCL 712A.18[2], attach separate sheet.)

John White is the putative father of Mary Katlin Smith. Mr. White has been advised on several
occasions of his right to establish paternity. He was given 14 days to do and has failed to do so.
Mr. White has failed to exercise his rights within the legally allowed time frame. Therefore, Mary
Katlin Smith is determined to have no legal father.

15. The courtreservestherightto enforce payments of reimbursement that have accrued up to and including the date of this order.

1 16. The supplemental petition to terminate the parental rights of is denied.
Name(s) of parent(s)

ﬂ 17. A [0 reviewhearing O/ permanency planninghearing ~ will be held_TBD
Date

18 Recommended by:

Referee signature

01/06/2010
Date Judge

Jc63 (3/100 ORDER FOLLOWING HEARING TO TERMINATE PARENTAL RIGHTS, PAGE 2



Note: Termination of parental rights at a hearing on a supplemental petition for termination of parental rights based on
different circumstances.

Pursuant to MCR 3.977(F), the court may act on a supplemental petition for termination of parental rights on the basis
of new or different circumstances from the offense that led the court to take jurisdiction. The court must order
termination of parental rights of a respondent and must order no additional efforts for reunification between the child and
the respondent be made if:

1. The supplemental petition contains a request for termination of parental rights;

2. Atthe hearing on the supplemental petition, the court finds by clear and convincing legally admissible evidence that

one or more of the facts alleged in the supplemental petition are true, and come within MCL 712A.19b(3).!

However, even if the case meets the above provisions, the court may choose not to terminate parental rights if it finds,
by clear and convincing evidence, that termination of parental rights is not in the best interests of the child. This hearing
must be held within 42 days after the filing of the supplemental petition. The court may extend this time period for an
additional 21 days for good cause.

Note: Termination of parental rights at the initial disposition.

Pursuantto MCR 3.977(E), the court must order termination of parental rights at the initial dispositional and must order
no additional efforts for reunification between the child and the respondent be made if:
1. Theoriginal or amended petition contains a request for termination of parental rights;
2. Atthetrial or plea proceedings, the trier of fact finds by a preponderance of the evidence that one or more
grounds for taking jurisdiction of the child have been established; and
3. Atthe initial disposition hearing, the court finds by clear and convincing legally admissible evidence that one or
more of the facts alleged in the petition are true, and come within MCL 712A.19b(3).?
However, even if the case meets the above provisions, the court may choose not to terminate parental rights if it finds,
by clear and convincing evidence, that termination of parental rights is not in the best interests of the child.

1 The two exceptions to this provision are MCL 712A.19b(3)(c)(i), which relates to the same conditions continuing to
exist at least 182 days after the initial disposition, and would not be a different circumstance allowing for a supplemental
petition for termination of parental rights; and MCL 712A.19b(3)(h), which allows for termination if the parent is
imprisoned for such a time that the child will be deprived of a normal home for more than 2 years, the parent has not
provided for the child’s proper care and custody, and there is no reasonable expectation that the parent will be able to
provide proper care and custody within a reasonable time considering the child’s age.

2The sole exception to this provision is MCL 712A.19b(3)(c), which allows for termination when the same conditions
that led the court to take jurisdiction of the child continue to exist at least 182 days after the initial disposition. Since
termination under this subsection could only occur 182 days after the initial disposition, it could never form the basis for
termination at the initial disposition.




When To Use This Form

Approved, SCAO JISCODE: PTR
STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDERAFTERPOST-TERMINATIONREVIEW/ | CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNINGHEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1
+ 1 ORDER_1 OF_1
Court address . Court telephone no.
925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
1. In the matter of
name(s), alias(es), DOB
= 2. Dateof hearing: 01/05/2010 Judge/Referee: Andy Taylor P63§’21
ar no.
3 | 3. Lastpermanency planning hearing date: 1/5/2010 (Specify for each child if different.)
=== 4. Parentalrights to the child(ren) named above were previously terminated.
5 5. Notice of hearing forthe [ ] review | permanencyplanning ] combined review and permanency planning
I hearing was served as required by law.
B __] 6. The courthas considered the permanency plan and other evidence presented. The findings below are specific to this case and
are based upon this hearing, and O the following report(s): Permanent Ward Service Plan dated 3/26/2011
identify report(s) and date(s) of report(s)
THE COURT FINDS:
3 7.A [ review || permanency planning 0] combined review and permanency planning hearingwas conducted.
=1 8. Thelawyer-guardianad litem has [ lhasnot complied with the requirements of MCL 712A.17d.
9. Reasonableefforts [ Jhave [ lhavenot beenmade tofinalize the court-approved permanency plan of
9 (7] a. adoption for the child(ren) named__Mary Katlin Smith
e I b. legal guardianship for the child(ren) named
[l c. placement with a fit and willing relative for the child(ren) named
[ 1d.Lli. placementinanother planned permanentliving arrangement (APPLA) for the child(ren) named
__lii. placementinanother planned permanentliving arrangement - emancipation (APPLA-E) for the child(ren) named
due to the compelling reasons that (Specify the compelling reasons for another planned permanent living arrangement for i. and ii., as
appropriate, by entering the language that corresponds to the number[s] from the list on page 2.)
The reasonable efforts made tofinalize the court-approved permanency planidentified above include:
(Specify the permanency plan for each child and the reasonable efforts made toward finalizing that plan.)
See efforts listed in #12 above.
10
wi 10. The permanency planning goal is [ ]is not appropriate.
£ 11. Progresstoward the child(ren)'s adoption or other permanent placement [ Jwas [ ]was not made inatimely manner.
12. Thechild(ren)'s continued placement [T] is necessary and appropriate and is meeting the child(ren)'s needs.
E [ lis no longer necessary or appropriate.
13 [ 113. The appointment of a juvenile guardian is in the best interest of the child(ren) named above initem 9.b. [] The court has
L received and considered the information required by MCR 3.979(A)(1) and (3) and the proposed guardian should be appointed.
14 [ ]114. Ajuvenile guardianwas appointed and jurisdiction over
— pursuant to MCL 712A.2(b) should be terminated. (This finding is considered at the first review hearing after the appointment.)
15 [ 115. Ajuvenile guardianship for
— was revoked pursuant to MCR 3.979(F), and this hearing is held pursuantto MCR 3.979(F)(7). [] Thechild(ren)was/were

(SEE SECOND PAGE)

USENOTE:

Use this form for post-termination review
hearings, post-termination permanency
planning hearings, or a combination of
both in accordance with MCL 712A.19c.

committed to the Department of Human Services for permanency planning, supervision, care, and placement under MCL
400.203.

Do not write below this line - For court use only

3C76 (9/10) ORDER AFTER POST-TERMINATION REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING  ycL 712419, MCL 712A.19c,

(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 1 MCL 712A.20, MCR 3.978, MCR 3.979



Approved, SCAO JISCODE: PTR

STATE OF MICHIGAN ORDERAFTERPOST-TERMINATIONREVIEW/ | CASENO. 01137-1-NA
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION PERMANENCY PLANNINGHEARING PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA
Mayberry COUNTY | (CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
ORDER__+ OF_ 1

Court address Court telephone no.

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansina, Ml 48915 (517) 483-9574
Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

In the matter of

ITISORDERED:

'] 16. The child(ren)'s commitment to the Department of Human Services for permanency planning, supervision, care, and placement
under MCL 400.203 continues.

=21l 117. Thechild(ren)'s commitmentto the Department of Human Services for permanency planning, supervision, care, and placement

18

under MCL 400.203 continues and the department shall, for the child(ren) named in item 9.b,
a. conduct a criminal record check and central registry clearance of the residents of the home of the proposed juvenile
guardian and submit the results to the court within 7 days.
b. performahome study with a copy submitted to the court within 28 days, unless a home study has been performed within
the immediately preceding 365 days of this order, in which case, a copy of that study shall be submitted to the court.
c. seekthe written consentforthe appointment of the proposed juvenile guardian from the superintendent of the Michigan
Children's Institute, to be filed with the court within 28 days.

=1 [ ]18. The child(ren) shall be placed under juvenile guardianship pursuant to MCR 3.979(B). (See separate order, form JC 91.)

19

'0019. The Department of Human Services shall make reasonable efforts to finalize the permanency plan for each child.
__120. The child(ren) has/have been adopted and the jurisdiction of this court is terminated.

0/21. The jurisdiction of this court is terminated because of the child(ren)'s age(s).

|_122. The jurisdiction of this court is terminated pursuant to MCL 712A.19¢(9) and MCR 3.979(C).

__123. Other:

24 | |24, Review hearings shall be held as follows: (NOTE: The review hearing shall not be delayed beyond the number of days required regardless

whether another matter is pending. MCL 712A.19a provides that the permanency planning hearing shall not be delayed beyond 12 months from the
date of removal of the child and every 12 months thereafter.)
|| post-termination review hearing 6/1/2011 @ 9:00a 'O permanency planning hearing
__dispositional review hearing to terminate jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 3.979(C)
The supervising agency shall provide documentation of progressrelating to all aspects of the last court-ordered treatment plan,
including copies of evaluations and therapy reports and verification of parenting time not later than 5 business days before the
scheduled hearing.

|| 25. A hearing to appoint the juvenile guardian pursuant to MCR 3.979(B) shall be held

9/1/2011@ 1:15p

(no later than 35 days)

26. I Notice of the next hearing has been provided as required by law. [ Notice of the next hearing shall be provided.
Recommended by: :
Referee signature
01/06/2010
Date Judge

The following are examples of compelling reasons for a permanency plan other than return to parent, legal guardianship,
placement with a fit and willing relative, or adoption.
1. No relative has been identified who is appropriate or available to assume the permanent custody of the child.
2. The current caregiver is not an adoptive resource.
3. The child has a significant attachment to the parent(s), and it is in the child's best interests that it be preserved through parenting
time and contact.
Reasonable efforts to recruit an adoptive home have been unsuccessful.
The child does not want to be adopted and is of an age where due consideration must be given to his/her wishes.
It is contrary to the child's best interests to break the child's attachment to the current caregivers.
The current caregiver is committed to providing a permanent placement for the child.
The placement allows the siblings to remain together.
The child's special needs can best be met in this placement.

. The child wants to remain in the current placement, which is only available as foster care.

. The placement is preparing the child for transition into independent living (specify the services being provided to the child to assist
with transition such as referral to an independent living skills program, enrollment in a vocational program, referral for a mentor,
continued out-of-home placement in foster care beyond age 18 to allow the child to complete secondary school, placement in
a resource that provides on-site training for independent living, and other similar services).

12. The child is under the Indian Child Welfare Act, and the child's tribe recommends permanent placement in long-term foster care.

13. Other (specify in the findings in item 9.d).

JC76 (9/10) ORDERAFTERPOST-TERMINATION REVIEW/PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING
(CHILD PROTECTIVE PROCEEDINGS), PAGE 2
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Approved, SCAO

STATE OF MICHIGAN
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - FAMILY DIVISION
Mayberry COUNTY

FINANCIAL STATEMENT

CASENO. 01137-1-NA
PETITIONNO. 10-3001-NA

Court address

925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, Ml 48915
1. In the matter of
(name(s), alias(es), DOB)

Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010

Court telephone no.

(517) 483-9574

1. Name 2. Date of birth 10. Spouse 11. Date or birth

3. Soc. sec. no. 4. Driver license no. 12. Soc. sec. no. 13. Driver license no.

5. Employer's name 6. Length of 14. Employer's name 15. Length of
employment employment

7. Employer's address

16.

Employer's address

PERSONAL & EMPLOYMENT INFORMATION

L] separated
[ ] divorced

8. Gross pay | 9. List payroll deductions from amount at left 17. Gross pay | 18. List payroll deductions from amount at left
$ Federal inc. tax State inc. tax Local inc. tax || $ Federal inc. tax State inc. tax Local inc. tax
per FICA Other: per FICA Other:
(attach W-2) (attach W-2)
19. Home address 20. Telephone no.
21. Marital status | 22. Names and ages of dependents residing with petitioner
[] single
[ ] married 23. Names, ages, and relationships of all other people living in the home

24. MEDICAL/MEDICAID/DENTAL/OPTICAL INSURANCES List company name and policy no., and whether group, co-deductible, etc.

25. OTHER INCOME List below all other income, including: overtime,
tips, public assistance, child support, unemployment, veteran's benefits,
social security, pensions, workers comp., disability, interest, dividends,
rent, etc.
SOURCE OF INCOME

per

per

per

per

26. ASSETS (other than real estate and motor vehicles)
List all other assets below, including: checking and savings accounts,

stocks, bonds, insurance cash value, IRA's, deferred compensation,
retirement funds, bond posted, etc.

Checking/Draft
Savings

Credit Union

BALANCE

INSTITUTION NAME

ASSET

VALUE

per

per

per

per

I - R - N - TR - S - B - B 23

®n B B B »

per

PLEASE CONTINUE ON OTHER SIDE IF NECESSARY (Iltem 29)

PLEASE CONTINUE ON OTHER SIDE IF NECESSARY (Iltem 29)

27.PROPERTY REAL ESTATE

MOTOR VEHICLES

Purchase Price Current Value Loan Balance Payments

Year

Make

Loan Balance Payments

PLEASE CONTINUE ON OTHER SIDE

JCc 34 (6/03) FINANCIAL STATEMENT




28.0THERPAYMENTS (Do not include payroll deductions listed in items 9 and 18 or property payments listed in item 27)
List all other payments, including: rent, utilities, support, loans, garnishments, mandatory union dues, mandatory retirement contributions, etc.

TEM PAYMENT BALANCE [TEM PAYMENT BALANCE
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $
$ per $ $ per $

PLEASE CONTINUEBELOW IFNECESSARY

29. EXTRA SPACE Use this space if you ran out of room above. Please label your items as INCOME, ASSETS, PROPERTY, PAYMENTS, etc.

30.Attach a copy of last year's Federal Income Tax Return.

| declare thatthis financial statement has been examined by me and that its contents are true to the best of my information, knowledge,
and belief. | further authorize the release of any information needed to verify this statement or any other information needed to verify
my financial affairs.

| understand that if | knowingly list any false information on this financial statement, | may be found in contempt of court.

Date Signature Relationship to child(ren)

Date Signature Relationship to child(ren)

FORCOURTUSEONLY

REVIEWAND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Signature




	jc05b
	jc11a
	jc11b
	jc90
	jc49
	jc17
	jc75
	jc19.February
	jc19.August
	jc19 .November
	jc63
	jc76
	jc34

	instruct2a: “Upon presentation of proofs as required by the court” is based on MCR 3.963(B) and permits entry of an order removing the child on presentment of proofs other than a petition.  However, the evidence providing the court with authority to take jurisdiction and remove the child cannot be by affidavit or nunc pro tunc orders. 45 CFR 1356.21(d)(2).
	item3: optiona
	instruct3a: Following this paragraph, as well as item 4, you will notice a large white space.  These areas are designed for the referee or judge to list the specific facts of the case that led him or her to make the “contrary to the welfare” and “reasonable efforts” determinations.  45 CFR 1356.21(d) requires judicial determinations regarding “contrary to the welfare,” “reasonable efforts to prevent removal,” and “reasonable efforts to finalize a permanency planning hearing” be explicitly documented and be made on a case-by-case basis and so stated in the court order.  If necessary, supplemental pages may be added.
	option3a1: Yes
	option3a2: Off
	option4reasons: Mother has had substance abuse treatment, a home health aide was offered and mother refused.  Housing referrals were made during the mother's pregnancy with this child.
	instruct4a: Although the federal rules allow for 60 days to make this determination after removal, HHS has determined that funding under Title IV-E will not begin until both the “contrary to the welfare” and “reasonable efforts to prevent removal” findings are made.  Because these findings affect potential funding, they should be included in orders entered at the earliest time.  
	aggcircum: 
	instruct4b: The ideal scenario is to make both findings at this stage of the proceedings; however, if you don’t have enough information to do so, the reasonable efforts finding can be made later.  Keep in mind, however, that to be eligible for Title IV-E funding, both findings must be made within 60 days of removal.  Further, under the current interpretation, funding will not commence until both findings have been made.
	item5b: Off
	cirno: 
	county: Mayberry
	caseno: 01137-1-NA
	petno: 10-3001-NA
	assignedjudge: 
	ctaddress: 925 W. Ottawa St., Lansing, MI  48915
	ctno: 517 483-9574
	casename: Mary Katherine Smith, DOB 1/3/2010
	pofficer: DHS Child Protective Services Worker
	item6b: Yes
	place2: General Hospital
	placement: the discretion of DHS.
	premises1: 100 Main St., Lansing, MI  48933
	premises2: 
	phdate: 1/6/2010
	hlocation: 201 Pine St, 2nd Fl, Ctrm 2, Lansing, MI  48933
	expdate: 1/7/2010
	lein: Off
	orddate: 1/5/2010
	race1: 
	sex1: 
	height1: 
	weight1: 
	hair1: 
	eye1: 
	race2: 
	sex2: 
	height2: 
	weight2: 
	hair2: 
	eye2: 
	name3: 
	race3: 
	sex3: 
	height3: 
	weight3: 
	hair3: 
	eye3: 
	dob3: 
	name4: 
	race4: 
	sex4: 
	height4: 
	weight4: 
	hair4: 
	eye4: 
	dob4: 
	homeaddress: 
	fname: 
	faddress: 
	ftelno: 
	mname: 
	maddress: 
	mtelno: 
	statewide: Off
	pickupother: Off
	state: 
	ori: 
	juvname: 
	hdate1: 
	htime: 
	hplace: 
	location: 
	notified: Off
	attemptednotify: Off
	hdate2: 
	htime2: 
	fname1: 
	method1: 
	mname1: 
	method2: 
	gname1: 
	method3: 
	date3: 
	time3: 
	oname1: 
	method4: 
	date4: 
	time4: 
	cdate: 
	agency: 
	use: 
	instruct: This form is designed to be used to enter a written order removing a child from his/her home and taking that child into protective custody in child protective proceedings.  There is a separate form for taking temporary custody of a minor in other proceedings under the Juvenile Code.
	help1: 
	help2: 
	datehear: 1/6/2010
	help3: 
	instruct2: The date of entry of the order is the date the jurist made the determination.  
	removedate: 1/5/2010
	instruct3: The language in item 3a comes from the federal regulations and from MCR 3.963(B)(1), (2), which require the “contrary to the welfare” determination be made in the first court ruling that sanctions the removal of a child from the home.  45 CFR 1356.21(c). The language is highlighted not only to remind jurists that this is a key finding of the form, but also to make it easier for auditors to identify required provisions during subsequent audits.
	military: Off
	instruct4: Items 4 and 5 allow the judge or referee to make findings that reasonable efforts were made to prevent removal of the child or reasonable efforts were not required to prevent removal because the matter involves aggravated circumstances.  This language is based on 45 CFR 1356.21(b)(1)(i), which requires a judicial finding that, within 60 days of removal of the child from the child’s home, there must be a judicial determination that reasonable efforts to prevent the removal were made or that reasonable efforts to prevent the removal were not required.
	isare: Off
	isnot: On
	courtname: 
	help6: 
	notice: On
	law: Off
	indian: Off
	instruct6: 45 CFR 1356.71(d)(1)(iii) requires that “responsibility for placement and care [be] vested with the state agency.”  Failing to clearly identify that the state agency has “care and placement” was one area of failure during Michigan’s initial federal audit. New language in this paragraph clarifies that the children removed from the home are placed with DHS for care and supervision pending the preliminary hearing.
	instruct7a: MCR 3.921(D) sets out the rights and responsibilities of alleged putative fathers.  MCR 3.921(D)(1) allows a court to take initial testimony on the tentative identity and address of a natural father, and to find probable cause to believe that person is the father, which then confers notice requirements.
	prelim: Off
	removal: Off
	qualifiedexpert: 
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	contrary: Mother is using illegal substances, failed to seek prenatal care, and is unable to meet the medical needs of the child.
	instruct8a: MCR 3.921(D) sets out the rights and responsibilities of alleged putative fathers.  MCR 3.921(D)(1) allows a court to take initial testimony on the tentative identity and address of a natural father and find probable cause to believe that person is the father, which then confers notice requirements. This is reflected in item 8a.  If no father can be identified, the rule allows the court to proceed without further notice because the natural father cannot be identified.

Item 8b allows the court to make a finding that the putative father is unknown, which initiates the alternative notification provisions of the rule.  The notice (whether by service or otherwise as ordered by the court) then allows the court to subsequently hold a hearing pursuant to MCR 3.921(D)(2) that requires a putative father to establish a legal relationship to the child.  

Item 8c allows the court to find that notice was already given to a putative father, who failed to establish paternity within the time set by the court.  Making this finding allows the court to terminate the putative father’s parental rights without further notice, and allows the court to refuse to appoint an attorney for the putative father.

Identifying putative fathers and requiring an alleged putative father to establish paternity must occur at the earliest possible moment in a proceeding.  For ways to identify fathers and establish paternity early in the case, see the Absent Parent Protocol at http://courts.michigan.gov/scao/resources/other/scaoadm/2005/2005-07.pdf.
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	instruct11: If a court wants not only to authorize a petition, but also remove an alleged abuser from the home, separate findings must be made (which is why there is a check box before this provision).  If a court wants to remove the alleged abuser, it must find probable cause that a person residing in the child’s home abused the child and the alleged abuser’s presence in the home presents a substantial risk of harm to the child.  Both of these findings must be made to allow a court to order an alleged abuser out of the home pursuant to MCL 712A.13a(4).
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	instruct12: This item relates to the “contrary to the welfare” finding a court must make to authorize placement outside the home.  Federal regulations require such a finding in the first court order authorizing removal from the home for the case to be eligible for federal funding.  45 CFR 1356.21.  MCR 3.965(C)(3) requires that “[i]f placement is ordered, the court must make a statement of findings, in writing or on the record, explicitly including the finding that it is contrary to the welfare of the child to remain at home and the reasons supporting that finding.” 
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	instruct13: The check box before the number alerts the judge or referee that “reasonable efforts to prevent removal” findings are not required to be made at the preliminary hearing (although if they can be made, they should be made as soon as possible).  Courts have 60 days from the removal date to make “reasonable efforts” findings to comply with MCR 3.965(D)(1) and to ensure federal funding for Title IV-E eligible children.  The options regarding “reasonable efforts” are that: 1) they were made in a prior order, 2) they are being made in this order, or 3) they were not made (as part of a prior order or for present purposes).  If the court finds “reasonable efforts to prevent removal findings” were not required, those findings are incorporated in a separate provision at item 15.  In addition to reasonable efforts findings, if the child is an Indian child, option 15c must be completed and the active efforts must be spectified in the space allotted, along with the  reasonable efforts findings (for details see the Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978, A Court Resource Guide, at http://courts.michigan.gov/scao/resources/publications/manuals/cws/ICWACtResourceGuide.pdf).
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Courts are allowed to find that reasonable efforts to prevent removal are not required because the offense fits within specific federal and state exemptions to the “reasonable efforts” requirement.  See MCR 3.965(D)(2), MCL 712A.19a(3), and 45 CFR 1356.21(b)(3).  The offenses for which a court can find that reasonable efforts to prevent removal are not required include both aggravated circumstances as defined by Michigan’s Child Protection Law (MCL 722.638), as well as specific situations listed in the federal regulations.  

The aggravated circumstances included in our state law are set forth in MCL 722.638(1) and (2), and the federal regulations allowing for no “reasonable efforts” finding are listed in this provision. Keep in mind that finding reasonable efforts are not required triggers the requirement that a permanency planning hearing be held within 30 days.  45 CFR 1356.21(h)(2).

State statute also requires reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family unless there are aggravated circumstances.  MCL 712A.19a(2).  Further, the statute provides that if there is a judicial determination that reasonable efforts to reunite the child and family are not required, the court must hold a permanency planning hearing within 30 days, but court rule requires it within 28 days.  MCR 3.976(B).  Thus, a permanency planning hearing must be held within 28 days of a judicial determination that reasonable efforts to prevent removal or to preserve and reunify the family are not required.  There is also an option in this section of the form to allow the court to require reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify the family to continue, if the court finds it appropriate to do so.
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	instruct15: As is the case regarding “reasonable efforts to prevent removal” findings in item 15, the court need not make findings regarding “reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify” at the preliminary hearing.  Therefore, this entire item is optional.  If, however, the court is making reasonable efforts findings at the preliminary hearing and item 16 is not checked, one of the options in this item must be checked because federal regulations require that “reasonable efforts” to preserve and reunify the family, except when not required, must be made whenever a child is removed from the home.   The options are that reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify shall be made or reasonable efforts to preserve and reunify shall not be made because it would be detrimental to the child(ren)’s health and safety.
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	instruct16: Another option following the preliminary hearing is holding a permanency planning hearing.  Item 18 is designed to be used by courts that hold a permanency planning hearing immediately after a preliminary hearing at which it found that reasonable efforts to prevent removal and reunify the family are not required.  The use note makes it clear that JC 19 should also be used in this situation.  Notice requirements must still be met (or a signed waiver of notice must be completed by the respondent[s]) if the court intends to hold a permanency planning hearing immediately after the preliminary hearing.
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	instruct17: MCL 712A.13a(5) requires that if a petition alleges abuse by a parent, guardian, legal custodian, nonparent adult, or other person residing in a child’s home, regardless of whether the court orders the alleged abuser to leave the child’s home, the court shall not leave the child in or return the child to the child’s home or place the child with a person unless the court finds that “the conditions of custody at the placement and with the individual with whom the child is placed are adequate to safeguard the child from the risk of harm to the child’s life, physical health, or mental well-being.”  Since a child has already been removed in a previous order or is being removed at this point, it is presumed that abuse has been alleged in the petition.  Therefore, either a or b of this item must be checked.  If item b is checked, the court must also make one of two findings following item b.
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	instructmore: MCR 3.972 pertains to trial in child protective proceedings, also known as adjudication.  The court rule requires that the trial commence within six months for a child not in foster care or within 63 days of placement by the court for a child in foster care.  There are certain exceptions to this time requirement.  However, if the trial is postponed, the child must be released to the parent, guardian, or legal custodian, unless the court finds that doing so will likely result in physical harm or serious emotional damage to the child.    

Administrative Order 2003-7, which sets out caseflow management guidelines, established a guideline that 90 percent of cases in which a child is in foster care should have adjudication and disposition completed within 84 days, and 100 percent should have adjudication and disposition completed within 98 days.  For children not in foster care, 75 percent of all original petitions should have adjudication and disposition completed within 119 days from the petition’s authorization, 90 percent within 182 days, and 100 percent should have adjudication and disposition completed within 210 days. 
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	instructnote: Note that there is no “contrary to the welfare” provision on this form.  Pursuant to MCL 712A.19, if the Department of Human Services (DHS) “becomes aware of additional abuse or neglect of a child who is under the jurisdiction of the court and” if DHS substantiates that abuse or neglect, DHS is required to file a supplemental petition with the court.  If the allegations require removal, the supplemental petition will trigger an emergency removal hearing, at which point the “contrary to the welfare” and “reasonable efforts to prevent removal” findings must be made.  In other words, if the circumstances prior to disposition have not led the court to require removal of the child, removal at this stage would only be appropriate if new allegations of abuse or neglect have occurred, and a supplemental petition has been filed.  Once an emergency removal hearing is held, the court must proceed with a dispositional review hearing within 14 days of removal.  

This order does include findings regarding “reasonable efforts to prevent removal” at items 10 and 11 because it may be the case that disposition occurs within 60 days of removal, and the court would still be able to make those findings to be eligible for Title IV-E funding.
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Pursuant to MCR 3.977(E), the court must order termination of parental rights at the initial dispositional hearing and must order no additional efforts for reunification between the child and the respondent be made if:

1.  The original or amended petition contains a request for termination of parental rights;
2.  At the trial or plea proceedings, the trier of fact finds by a preponderance of the evidence that one or more grounds for taking jurisdiction of the child have been established; and 
3.  At the initial disposition hearing, the court finds by clear and convincing legally admissible evidence that 		one or more of the facts alleged in the petition are true, and come within MCL 712A.19b(3).1   

However, even if the case meets the above provisions, the court may choose not to terminate parental rights if it finds, by clear and convincing evidence, that termination of parental rights is not in the best interests of the child.  
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