AGO Form Revision Proposals

Form: JU03.0100 Dependency Petition  Approved

Revision: 
1.4 Dependency:  The child should be declared dependent according to RCW13.34.030(6) as follows:

Reasoning: As currently written, the petition does not direct the reader to the subsection of RCW 13.34.030 that provides the definition of a dependent child, which is subsection (6).

Form: JU 03.0400 Order of Dependency Approved

Revision: 
[bookmark: Check61]2.3 Statutory Basis:  |_|  The child is dependent according to RCW 13.34.030(6), in that the child:

Reasoning: As currently written, the order does not clearly indicate where in RCW 13.34.030 the statutory basis is located.

Form: JU 03.0400 Order of Dependency  Approved

Revision:
4.1 Dependency:
[bookmark: Check139][bookmark: Check140][bookmark: Check141][bookmark: Check142]|_|	The child is dependent pursuant to RCW 13.34.030(6) |_|  (a) |_|  (b) |_|  (c).  
Reasoning: As currently written, the statutory basis for the finding of dependency does not cite to the correct section of RCW 13.34.030.

Form: JU 03.0500 Order after Hearing: First Dependency Review/Dependency Review/Permanency Planning  Approved

Revision: 3.6	All service providers shall make all records and all reports available to DSHS, parent’s attorney, and the guardian ad litem or attorney for the child.

Reasoning: The Shelter Care Hearing Order and Order of Dependency both order that service providers must make all of their records and reports available to DSHS, the GAL and the parent’s attorneys, but the review order does not order them to be made available to the parent’s attorneys.

Form: JU 03.0500 Order after Hearing: First Dependency Review/Dependency Review/Permanency Planning  Approved

Revision: 2.5	The placement and permanent plan:
[bookmark: Check70]	|_|	are no longer necessary and appropriate and the permanent plan shall be modified as stated in Paragraph 3.1617.
Reasoning: The finding currently sends the reader to the incorrect paragraph.

JU 03.1300 Dependency Petition – Extended Foster Care  done

Revision: Insert new 1.52.2 Foster care is in the youth’s best interests.

Reasoning: Federal rules require a judicial finding within 180 days of placement that it is in the youth’s best interest to remain in foster care for those youth who entered foster care initially via a Voluntary Placement Agreement. See 42 USC §672(e).  If the required judicial finding is not obtained within the first 180 days of placement, the youth becomes ineligible for title IV-E federal funds for the remainder of the foster care placement episode. 

JU 03.1400 Order of Dependency – Extended Foster Care done

Revision: Insert new 2.8 9 Foster care is in the youth’s best interests.

Reasoning: Federal rules require a judicial finding within 180 days of placement that it is in the youth’s best interest to remain in foster care for those youth who entered foster care initially via a Voluntary Placement Agreement. See 42 USC §672(e).  If the required judicial finding is not obtained within the first 180 days of placement, the youth becomes ineligible for title IV-E federal funds for the remainder of the foster care placement episode. 

JU 03.0520 Extended Foster Care/Dependency Review Hearing Order (DPRHO)/Permanency Planning Hearing Order (ORPP)  done

Revision: Delete 3.3	DSHS/Supervising Agency having custody of the youth shall have full power to authorize and provide all necessary, routine, and emergency medical, dental, or psychological care as recommended by the youth’s treating doctor or psychologist, subject to review by the court, as needed.

Reasoning:  Youths in extended foster care are over 18 years old, and must consent to these treatments themselves, if they are to engage in them.

Form: JU 04.0100 Hearings, Findings, and Order Regarding Termination of Parent-Child Relationship  made a change.

Revision:
Insert paragraph 4.2.5 in the Order, stating:
The child’s sibling relationships are as follows:
Sibling placement, contacts or visits are as follows:
Immediately above “III. Conclusions of Law,” insert:

RCW 13.34.200(3) provides:
An order terminating the parent-child relationship shall include a statement addressing the status of the child's sibling relationships and the nature and extent of sibling placement, contact, or visits. 

Reasoning: RCW 13.34.200(3) states:
(3) An order terminating the parent-child relationship shall include a statement addressing the status of the child's sibling relationships and the nature and extent of sibling placement, contact, or visits.

Brett Ballew suggests:  [we already have “other” provisions in the order. Since the new language is in the “findings,”  no need to add another other box per:

I would suggest adding an “Other” box with three lines.
This box would cover “odd ball situations.”  For example, the situation where the child is not in an adoptive home, and an intent letter agreement has been reached that the department will work towards an open communication agreement with prospective adoptive parents.  The court might find that it is in the best interest of the child to have some type of contact consistent with the parties ideas of what the open communication agreement would look like. 

JU 05.0100 Child In Need of Services Petition  Approved.

Revision:
1.3 Child’s Indian status:
[image: ]	Does not apply because the Department of Social and Health Services is not the petitioner.
	[image: ]	The petitioner knows or has reason to know that an Indian child is involved.  [image: ] The Department of Social and Health Services is the petitioner. The Washington State Indian Child Welfare Act applies.

Reasoning: The federal and state ICWA apply when there is child custody proceeding related to an Indian child under the Act, regardless of whether the Department is the petitioner.
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