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Notes from the Director 

A s we move forward into Spring, the days are longer but just as 
full for OCR and all of our contract attorneys.  Juvenile law con-

tinues to evolve with several important recent Colorado Supreme 
Court decisions that directly impact the work of representing chil-
dren’s best interest.  Of particular importance is the LAN v LMB 
case which has fundamentally changed the way information from 
therapists is shared in dependency and neglect proceedings.   That 
case holds that the psychotherapist-patient privilege applies to 
children involved in child welfare cases. Pretrial discovery and tes-
timonial disclosure of any information derived from or created 
during the course of ongoing treatment of a youth in a child welfare 
proceeding requires an expressed or implied waiver of the privi-
lege. This decision is one of first impression in Colorado with im-
portant implications for all of the stakeholders involved in these 
proceedings. Most importantly, the decision recognizes that chil-
dren in the dependency cases have a right to privacy with regard to 
information shared in the context of therapy. 
       Since the LAN decision was announced on January 22, 2013, 
OCR staff has been traveling throughout the Front Range to meet 
with our contract attorneys to gather information about how this 
has impacted best interest representation. We have also organized 
Stakeholder meetings to discuss the impact of this decision with 
judicial officers, respondent parent counsel, County Departments of 
Human Services and the therapeutic community. We are in the pro-
cess of arranging webinars as well for rural districts throughout the 
state.   
       Spring is also the time for us to respond to the feedback we re-
ceived in our GAL satisfaction Survey.   Thank you to all who took the 
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time to 
complete 
the survey. 
As a result 
of your 
feedback, 
OCR has 
obtained 
the source 
code to the 
AnyCase 
system so 
that we 
can modi-
fy the sys-
tem to better meet the unique needs of Colorado’s best interest attor-
neys. The new system named OCRCARES will incorporate changes 
recommended by a newly formed GAL Tech Committee so stay tuned 
for a more user friendly system.  We have also reinstated payment for 
attorneys to travel to and from court on or after January 2013.  Finally, 
based upon your feedback, the OCR Board voted to extend our attor-
ney contracts to three year terms.   Our goal is to stagger existing con-
tracts so that we ultimately have a third of judicial districts up for 
renewal each year going forward. 
       As always, our goal is to support the important work you do, 
day in and day out, on behalf of Colorado’s most vulnerable chil-
dren.  Please reach out to our staff with any thoughts or sugges-
tions.  Thank you.               - Linda Weinerman, Executive Director 

NOTICE: OCR has moved! Our new address is 1300 Broadway, Ste 320.   (Emails & phone numbers are the same.)  
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Spring Legal Review 

   1.  U.S. Supreme Court Pending Cases 
 

Adoptive Couple v. Baby Girl, Docket No. 12-399 
(certiorari granted 1/14/13, argument scheduled for 
4/16/13)  Issues:(1) Whether a non-custodial parent can 
invoke the Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978 to block an 
adoption voluntarily and lawfully initiated by a non-Indian 
parent under state law; and (2) whether ICWA defines 
“parent” in 25 U.S.C. § 1903(9) to include an unwed biologi-
cal father who has not complied with state law rules to attain 
legal status as a parent. 

 
   2. Colorado Supreme Court Pending Cases 
 

M.S. v. People ex rel. A.C., 11 SC 725 (cert granted Nov. 14, 
2011)  Whether pre-adoptive foster parents of a child whose 
biological parents' rights have been terminated have a con-
stitutionally protected liberty interest in a continuing rela-
tionship with the child and a right to due process concerning 
removal of the child from the parents' home.  
 
People in the Interest of O.C., 12SC835 (cert. granted No-
vember 19, 2012)  Whether the Court of Appeals erred in 
concluding that relatives may intervene as a matter of right 
any time following adjudication, even when they have not 
had a child in their care at least three months prior to inter-
vention under § 19-3-507(5)(a).  

 
   3. Colorado Supreme Court Decisions 
 
A.M. V. A.C., 2013 CO 16 (Feb. 25, 2013).  In its review of a 
termination of parental rights proceeding, the Court holds 
that individuals who meet the statutory criteria for interven-
tion under § 19-3-507(5)(a) may participate fully in the ter-
mination hearing and that such participation does not im-
pact parents’ due process rights.  The Court determines that 
the foster parent intervenors were properly permitted to 
make opening statements, cross-examine witnesses, intro-

duce evidence, make evidentiary objections, and give closing 
argument in the termination of parental rights hearing.  
 
The Court begins its analysis with a review of § 19-3-507(5)
(a) which provides the right to intervene to foster parents of 
a child who has been adjudicated dependent and neglected 
and who:  (1) have the child in their care for more than three 
months; and (2) have knowledge or information concerning 
the care and protection of the child.  The Court considers the 
plain meaning of the word “intervention,” which means to 
become a party to the litigation, and looks to other cases to 
determine that courts generally grant intervenors the same 
rights as all other parties.  The Court also notes that section 
(5)(a) itself contains no limits on participation by interve-
nors and only contains a temporal limitation restricting in-
tervention to after the child has been adjudicated dependent 
or neglected.  Unlike the Court of Appeals, the Court does not 
find that the placement of the statute in the Dispositional 
Hearing section in the Children’s Code creates any ambiguity 
in the statute or limits intervention to dispositional hearings. 
 
The Court clarifies the precedent of A.W.R., 17 P.3d 193 
(Colo. App. 2000), in which the Court of Appeals had af-
firmed a juvenile court’s decision to limit intervention by a 
foster parent at a permanency planning hearing.  The Court 
distinguishes this precedent from the present case by rea-
soning that because the child in A.W.R. was not placed with 
the foster parent at the time of the proposed intervention, 
the three-month placement requirement set forth in § 19-3-
507(5)(a) had not been met.  The Court reasons that the 
court in A.W.R. effectively limited the foster parent’s partici-
pation to the provision of information allowed by § 19-3-502
(7).  The Court, however, declines to consider whether § 19-
3-507(5)(a) requires the child to be in the foster parent’s 
custody at the time of the motion to intervene.  
 
The Court rejects the argument that parents’ due process 
rights are violated by intervention, citing the procedures and 
protections set forth for termination of parental rights pro-
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Legal Review 
 

(Continued from page 2) 

ceedings in the Colorado Children’s Code and rejecting par-
ents’ contention that the application of the Matthews v. El-
dridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976) due process analysis prohibits 
full participation by foster parents at termination of parental 
rights proceedings. 
 
L.A.N. v. L.M.B., 2013 CO 6 (January 21, 2013)   
In a case involving termination of the parent-child relation-
ship, the Colorado Supreme Court  holds that the GAL is in 
the best position to waive the child’s psychotherapist-
patient privilege in a dependency and neglect proceeding 
when:  (1) the child is too young or otherwise incompetent 
to hold the privilege; (2) the child’s interests are adverse to 
those of his or her parents; and (3) § 19-3-311 does not ab-
rogate the privilege. 
 
As a preliminary matter, the court specifically holds that the 
psychotherapist-patient privilege set forth in § 13-90-107(1)
(g) does apply to D&N proceedings and that §19-3-311 
(providing that information that forms the basis of a report 
of child abuse or neglect under § 19-3-304 is not privileged) 
constitutes the only statutory abrogation of the privi-
lege.  This means that the pretrial discovery and testimonial 

disclosure of any other information derived from or created 
during the course of ongoing treatment of a juvenile in a 
D&N proceeding requires an expressed or implied waiver of 
the privilege. 
 
The Court specifically rejects the possibility that the county 
department or the juvenile court could exercise the patient-
therapist privilege on behalf of a child in a D&N proceeding.  
In determining that the GAL is in the best position to exer-
cise the privilege when the child and parent are unavailable 
to do so, the Court notes the following:  it is the role of the 
GAL to represent the best interests of the child; under CJD 04
-06, the GAL’s ethical obligations as an attorney flow from 
this unique definition of client and the GAL owes fiduciary 
duties of loyalty and confidentiality to the child’s best inter-
ests; the GAL must refrain from revealing privileged infor-
mation if doing so would be contrary to the child’s best in-
terests. 
 
The Court declines to address the criteria to determine 
whether a child is old enough/competent to hold his or her 
own privilege.  With regard to parents, the Court states that 

(Continued on page 5) 

 

Click here to register now!  
Or visit http://coloradochildrep.org/training/details/ocr-domestic-relations-conference/ 

 

OCR’s two-day Domestic Relations Conference will take place April 18th - 19th in Pueblo, CO.  OCR is honored to 
have Chief Justice Michael L. Bender as the keynote speaker to provide a “Perspective from the Bench.”  Other 
presentation topics include: 
 

 Difficult Issues: Relocation & Alienation 
 Third Party Issues in Domestic Cases: Standing & Presumptions 
 The Role of the Child’s Perspective in DR Cases 
 Making Life and Death Decisions in a Fast Paced World: Challenges to Fairness 
 Recognizing & Dealing with Domestic Violence 
 Parenting Plans: Science, Art, and Common Sense 
 Ethical and Legal Responsibilities of the Different Appointment Roles in Domestic Relations for Attorneys 
 Differential Response 
 Early Neutral Assessment 
 Legislative Update  
      ...and more! 

 

Please stay tuned to the Training Page of the OCR’s website for more information! 

OCR Domestic Relations Conference  

→ Keynote Speaker: Chief Justice Michael L. Bender ← 

                                              Chief Justice Bender has just revised C.J.D. 04-06 to 
include appointments of counsel for children in D&N cases under OCR’s payment/

oversight responsibilities.  Please watch the listserv for additional details! 
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At the Capitol  

T he OCR is part of a group of lawmakers, Department of 
Human Services’ personnel, county department repre-

sentatives, practitioners, advocates, and other stakeholders 
that have been meeting in order to determine whether any 
statutory changes are needed to improve the child welfare, 
juvenile justice, and domestic relations systems.  The follow-
ing is a list of bills making their way through the legislative 
process. 

 

Child Welfare   
 

The child welfare package will be filed soon; here are some 
of the areas in which we may see statutory changes: 
 

 Mandatory Reporters  
 State-wide Child Abuse Reporting Hotline & Training 
 Title IV-E waivers 
 Youth in Foster Care and Identity Theft Protection 
 Definition of “abuse” or “child abuse or neglect”  
 Child fatality and near-fatality reviews  
 Termination of parental rights 
 

It is unlikely that reinstatement of parental rights legislation 
will be pursued this session.  

 

Juvenile Justice 
 

 HB 13-1038  Voting rights for juveniles in DYC   
 HB 13-1082  Expunging Juvenile Delinquency Records    
 Access to counsel and quality of representation in delin-

quency cases  

 

Domestic Relations  
 

 SB 13-011  Colorado Civil Union Act  
 HB 13-1058   Determination of Spousal Maintenance 

Upon Divorce   
 HB 13-1200   Uniform Deployed Parents Custody Visita-

tion Act   
 HB 13-1209    Child Support Revisions  

 

Education 
 

 HB 13-1021   Improving school attendance   
 SB 13-033   In-state classification at institutions of high-

er education for students who complete high school in 
Colorado (Asset bill) 

 

Right to Counsel 
 

 HB  13-1210  Appointment of legal counsel during plea 
negotiations for indigent adult defendants 

 

Miscellaneous 
 

 HB13-1029   Definition of “must” and “shall”    
 HB13-1035   Adding one judge to the 5th and 9th judicial 

districts    
 HB 13-1126  Seven-day Court Time Intervals  

Save the Date: July 29th-30th 

OCR Summer Conference 

OCR’s Summer Conference will take place July 29-30, 2013 at 
the Silverthorne Pavilion in Silverthorne, CO.  More details to 

come on the Training Page of OCR’s website!  Register at: 
http://coloradochildrep.org/training/details/ocr-2013-summer

-conference/ 

 Fast  Fa ct s :  
 

 31 of the 100 lawmakers are new to the legislature,  

 Bills are making their way through the legislative 
process and starting to leave one chamber for con-
sideration by the other,  

 Marijuana and gun laws have been on the front 
burner,  

 The many ideas to improve the Child Welfare Sys-
tem are under thoughtful consideration, and  

 It’s time to review the current fiscal year expendi-
tures and establish the budget for Fiscal Year 2014 
(June 1, 2013 – June 30, 2014). 

http://coloradochildrep.org/training/details/ocr-2013-summer-conference/
http://coloradochildrep.org/training/details/ocr-2013-summer-conference/


 

Training Alert! 
 

“The Lay of the L.A.N.” 
Practical & Ethical Issues Webinar 

April 2013 (date TBA) 
 

W hile the recent LAN decision serves 
as a significant affirmation of a 

child’s privacy interests in ongoing treat-
ment and the role of the GAL in protecting 
children’s privacy interests, it also has a 
potentially profound impact on the sharing 
of information in dependency cases and the 
presentation of information to the 
court.  This session will provide an overview 
of the LAN decision as well as the definition 
and purpose of the psychotherapist-patient 
privilege as defined by other Supreme Court 
cases.  By clarifying GALs’ obligations in light 
of the L.A.N. decision, identifying unan-
swered questions, and sharing strategies 
and solutions that have begun to evolve in 
some districts, this interactive session will 
also assist GALs and other stakeholders in 
exploring potential strategies and solutions 
that honor children’s privacy interests and 
need for effective treatment while promot-
ing good decisions that serve the best inter-
ests of children and due process for all par-
ties.  
 
Please check the OCR’s website for more 
information and to register for this webinar! 
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a parent cannot hold the privilege for 
the child “when the parent’s interests as 
a party in a proceeding involving the 
child might give the parent incentive to 
strategically assert or waive the child’s 
privilege in a way that could contravene 
the child’s interest in maintaining the 
confidentiality of the patient-therapist 
relationship.”     
 

With regard to waiver, the Court  holds 
that the GAL in this case, by distributing a 
relatively detailed letter from the thera-
pist to the court and all parties, “at least 
partially waived” the child’s privi-
lege.  The Court adopts the following pro-
cedure for determining waiver in the 
context of a D&N proceeding:  First, upon 
determining whether the holder has 
waived the child’s privilege, it must de-
cide whether the scope of the waiver is 
readily apparent by considering the 
words or conduct that constituted a 
waiver.  If the scope is readily apparent, 
the juvenile court may exercise its discre-
tion and order disclosure of the evidence 
subject to the waiver.  Second, if the 
scope is not readily apparent, the juve-
nile court must instruct the holder to 
compile a privilege log identifying the 
documents the holder believes should 
remain subject to the privilege despite 
the waiver.  See Alcon v. Spicer, 113 P.3d 
735 (Colo. 2005).  Third, if the juvenile 
court or any parties contend the privi-
lege should not apply to any of the com-
munications in the privilege log, the juve-
nile court may perform an in camera in-
spection of the documents at issue.  Fi-
nally, after receiving the log and per-
forming any necessary in camera review, 
the court should determine the scope of 
the waiver by balancing the competing 
interests surrounding disclosure.   
 

In determining the scope of the waiver, 
the court must weigh the benefits of 
maintaining the privilege against the 
benefits of disclosing certain infor-
mation, “all the while keeping in mind its 
overarching duty to further the best in-
terests of the child.”  The Court specifical-
ly notes the following interests:  the po-
tential damage to the trust between the 
patient and therapist and to the thera-

peutic process, a concern that is 
“particularly pronounced” in cases in-
volving children;  a party’s need to ob-
tain information essential to a claim or 
defense;  the possibility that disclosure 
can eliminate surprise at trial, bring 
forth relevant evidence, simplify the 
issues, and promote expeditious resolu-
tion of the case; the juvenile court’s po-
tential benefit from disclosure of infor-
mation and ability to use the infor-
mation in forming its recommendations 
and decisions regarding the child’s wel-
fare.  The Court additionally sets forth a 
number of discretionary factors a court 
may use to guide its balancing analysis. 
 

   4. Colorado Court 
      of Appeals Cases 
 
In re the Parental Responsibilities of 
M.D.E. and Concerning Spencer, 2013 
COA 13 (January 31, 2013)  Vacating a 
district court order allowing great-
grandmother of child to intervene for 
the purpose of seeking visitation pursu-
ant to § 19-1-117, the Court of Appeals 
holds that a great grandparent is not a 
grandparent within the meaning of § 19
-1-117.   
 
The court considers the plain language 
of §19-1-117, as well as the definition of 
grandparent set forth in § 19-1-103
(56), and concludes that the definition 
of grandparent set forth by those stat-
utes does not extend to great grandpar-
ents.  The court determines that the 
legislative declaration that the Chil-
dren’s Code should be liberally con-
strued to serve “the welfare of children 
and the best interests of society” and 
the purpose of the Code to “preserve 
and strengthen family ties whenever 
possible,” see § 19-1-102(1)(b), (2) do 
not require a different result.  Citing 
Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000), 
the court reasons that because grand-
parent visitation statutes impinge on 
parents’ fundamental rights, they must 
be narrowly construed.  The court also 
reasons that the liberal construction of 
a statute cannot change or extend its 
plain meaning.   

Legal Review  (Continued from page 3) 
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GAL Satisfaction Survey 

O CR received 86 responses to the GAL Satisfaction 
Survey.  Thank you to everyone who took the time 

to complete this survey.  It provides valuable information 
on what OCR needs to work on going forward. 
 
Some areas for improvement include: 
 Only 64% of those who responded found the OCR  

Motions Bank useful and 28% do not use the Motions 
Bank at all. 

 36% of respondents do not understand OCR’s       
Complaint Investigation Process. 

 63% of respondents do not use the Any Case system 
as a case management tool. 

 
On the plus side: 
 95% of respondents felt OCR trainings were meaningful 

and tailored to the specialized needs of best interest 
attorneys. 

 76% of respondents reported the number of attorneys 
on the pick up list for their jurisdiction is adequate. 

 89% of respondents felt our staff is helpful when con-
tacted about case related issues. 

 96% of respondents felt our staff is responsive to issues 
related to billing. 

 86% of respondents feel our staff values the work      
they do. 

 

In response to your feedback, OCR... 
 Hosted the OCR Complaint Process and Procedures 

Training (visit http://coloradochildrep.org/training/
materials/ to view it online). Please note that the first 
step in the OCR Complaint Process is to notify the 
attorney of the complaint.  If you have never been 
contacted by OCR about a complaint, you have not 
had one filed against you. 

 

 Convened a GAL Tech Committee to help identify and 
prioritize revisions to the case management system to 
better meet your needs. 

 

 Reinstated mileage reimbursement for travel to and 
from court (see Budget Update for details). 

 

 Is moving from annual renewals to a three-year      
renewal process! 

 
Three-Year Contracts 
The most significant change we are undertaking in re-
sponse to your feedback is a transition to a three-year 
renewal contract.  The survey indicated that only 28.6% of 
people felt our one-year renewal was optimal; 23.8% 
would prefer a biennial renewal process; and 38% of re-
spondents indicated a three-year renewal process would 
be appropriate. 
 

Based on this feedback, the OCR Board voted to institute 
a staggered three-year contract renewal term effective 
with the July 2013 contracts.  One third of judicial districts 
will receive a one-year addendum to the current contract 

and another third of districts will receive a two-
year addendum to the current contract. The 
final third of districts will receive contracts of 
three year duration beginning in July 2013.  
OCR will host a webinar Tuesday, March 26th 
from noon to 1pm.  Please contact  
Ashlee@coloradochildrep.org for details.  

Who is my staff  attorney at OCR? 

 Linda Weinerman 

 Sheri Danz 

 Dorothy Macias 

 Amanda Donnelly 

http://coloradochildrep.org/training/materials/
http://coloradochildrep.org/training/materials/
mailto:Ashlee@coloradochildrep.org
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Co lo rado  
I n  t h e  N e w s  

 

Differential Response in 
Child Protective Services 
 

Protecting Children: A Professional Publica-
tion of American Humane Association,     
Volume 26, Number 3, 2012, “Differential 
Response in Child Protective Services:     
Research and Practice Advancements”    
includes the article, Decision Point:  
Screening Practice as the Foundation for 
Differential Response by Marc Winokur, 
Ida Drury, Keri Batchelder, and Marc 
Mackert, about the design and implementa-
tion of DR in Colorado, available at: 
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/
colleges/medicalschool/departments/
pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%
20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/
protecting-children-2012.pdf 
 
Integrating Safety, Permanency, and 
Well-Being for Children and Families in 
Child Welfare 
 

A summary of Administration on Children, 
Youth and Families Projects in Fiscal Year 
2012 is available at: 
http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/
resource/acyf-fy2012-projects-summary. 

The summary includes information about 
three Colorado projects: 
 

 Colorado Judicial Department (Grant 
Amount $474,085)- The Prevention of 
Abandonment through Hope (PATH) 
project will serve juvenile parents, 
ages 13-19, who have court involve-
ment, and provide evidence-based 
services, including Celebrating Fami-
lies, SafeCare, and Child-Parent Psy-
chotherapy.  

 

 Colorado Department of Human Ser-
vices, Division of Children, Youth and 
Families (Grant Amount $274, 500) - 
Colorado Education in Foster Care will 
serve youth 10-17 in foster care, using 
the following strategies: foster coordi-
nation and communication among 
child welfare agencies, community 
organizations, and youth; support de-
velopment of policies and procedures 
to increase identification, enrollment, 
and attendance of targeted youth; pro-
mote awareness of multidisciplinary 
interventions; and promote develop-
ment of policies and procedures relat-
ing to trauma-informed practice.  

 

 Title IV-E Child Welfare Waiver 
Demonstration Project - Colorado’s 
demonstration project will support 
three primary service interventions to 
be implemented statewide: Family 
engagement, trauma-informed child 
assessment, and trauma-focused be-
havioral health treatments. These in-
terventions will be integrated into and 
coordinated with existing initiatives in 
Colorado to create a trauma-informed 
system of care. Additionally, individual 
counties will implement other service 
interventions based on local need and 
readiness to implement, including 
Permanency Roundtables, Kinship 
Supports, and Market Segmentation.  

Congratulations to Colorado’s CWLS!  

Colorado now boasts 25 NACC Certified Child Welfare Law Specialists.           

Congratulations to this year’s newly certified attorneys and to all of our Colora-

do Child Welfare Law Specialists (listed at right)!  

Susan Blanco 

Mary Camp 

Alison Casias 

Ashley Chase 

Catherine Cheroutes 

Sheri Danz 

Elizabeth Fordyce 

Lisa Hilbig 

Linda Jaron 

Lauren Kelly 

Randall Lococo 

Dorothy Macias 

Amy Markwell 

 

Josi McCauley 

Mary McWilliams 

Melanie Merritt 

Susan Mueller 

Donna Olalde 

Dianne Peterson 

Kate Radley 

Gabriela Sandoval 

Traci Streifer 

Anna Ulrich 

Elizabeth Velez 

Kris Ward 

http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/medicalschool/departments/pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/protecting-children-2012.pdf
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/medicalschool/departments/pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/protecting-children-2012.pdf
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/medicalschool/departments/pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/protecting-children-2012.pdf
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/medicalschool/departments/pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/protecting-children-2012.pdf
http://www.ucdenver.edu/academics/colleges/medicalschool/departments/pediatrics/subs/can/DR/qicdr/General%20Resources/General%20Resources/docs/protecting-children-2012.pdf
http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/resource/acyf-fy2012-projects-summary
http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/resource/acyf-fy2012-projects-summary


 

Budget Update 

O CR is on target to 
spend its appropria-

tion for fiscal year 2013 
with the exception of the Court Appoint-
ed Counsel line.  With approximately 
$475,000 underspent year to date, OCR 
granted an amnesty period allowing 
attorneys to enter billing from July 1, 
2012 through March 3rd.   Amnesty pay-
ments began on March 4th. 

 

Travel to/from Court 
OCR has reinstated payment for OCR 
attorneys’ travel to and from court tak-
ing place on or after January 1, 
2013.   This change in policy is in re-
sponse to the feedback attorneys pro-
vided to us in the GAL Satisfaction Sur-
vey. We are pleased that our current 
fiscal situation allows us to reimburse 
you for your mileage and to pay you for 
your travel time in a manner consistent 
with other state agencies.   As OCR 
CARES does not allow you to enter travel 
time to and from court, please use the 
new reimbursement form to seek reim-
bursement for both your mileage and 
your travel time to and from 
court.  Please, however, do NOT use the 
form to bill us for any other travel time 
which can be entered into OCR CARES. 
 

Remember to email Melanie all requests 
for fees in excess of the presumptive 
maximum amount.  OCR will notify you 
via email when approved, and you can 
view all approvals/fees on OCR CARES 
via the Office Allocations section.  
 

In response to prior feedback, the pre-
sumptive maximum fee for Appeals was 
increased from $1,000 to $2,500 in Sep-
tember 2012.  
 

Presumptive Maximum Fees 
and Average Cost per Case for FY12: 
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Federal Activity  
Uninterrupted Scholars Act (USA) 

The Uninterrupted Scholars Act, 

Public Law No: 112-278, was 

signed by the President on January 

14, 2013.  The following is the offi-

cial summary of the Act:  

 Amends provisions of the Fami-

ly Educational Rights and Priva-

cy Act of 1974 that prohibit the 

Department of Education from 

funding educational agencies or 

institutions that release student 

educational records (or person-

ally identifiable information 

other than certain directory 

information) to any individual, 

agency, or organization without 

written parental consent.  

 Expands the list of organiza-

tions exempt from such prohi-

bitions (thereby permitting the 

educational agencies or institu-

tions participating in a Depart-

ment of Education program to 

release records or identifiable 

information to such organiza-

tions without parental consent) 

to include an agency casework-

er or other representative of a 

state or local child welfare 

Case Type 
Average Cost 

per Case 
Maximum 

Fee 
Dependency & Neglect $1,536 $4,000 

Domestic  Relations $826 $1,000 

Juvenile Delinquency $502 $1,500 

Paternity $918 $500 

Probate $486 $1,000 

Truancy $313 $500 

The Uninterrupted Scholars Act is available at: 

http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/BILLS-

112s3472enr/pdf/BILLS-112s3472enr.pdf 

agency or tribal organization 

authorized to access a student's 

case plan when such agencies 

or organizations are legally re-

sponsible for the care and pro-

tection of the student.  

 Sets forth conditions including 

that: (1) the education records, 

or the personally identifiable 

information contained in such 

records, will not be disclosed by 

such agency or organization, 

except to an individual or entity 

engaged in addressing the stu-

dent's education needs and au-

thorized by such agency or or-

ganization to receive such dis-

closure; and (2) such disclo-

sures be consistent with appli-

cable student record confidenti-

ality laws of states and tribes.  

 Permits the release of such rec-

ords and information without 

additional notice to parents and 

students when a parent is a par-

ty to a court proceeding involv-

ing child abuse and neglect or 

dependency matters and a 

court order has already been 

issued in the context of that 

proceeding.  

mailto:Melanie%20Jannicelli%20%3cmelaniejannicelli@coloradochildrep.org%3e
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/BILLS-112s3472enr/pdf/BILLS-112s3472enr.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/BILLS-112s3472enr/pdf/BILLS-112s3472enr.pdf
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O CR is collaborating with the DU Graduate School of Social Work to evaluate 

Multidisciplinary Law Offices (MDLO) as a model of delivering GAL representa-

tion.  In 2003, the General Assembly instructed the OCR in SB 03-258, Footnote 118, to 

study alternative methods of providing GAL services in Dependency and Neglect cases 

(D&N).  Specifically, the General Assembly instructed the OCR to explore whether it 

could implement a multidisciplinary law office in Denver, employing both attorneys 

and professionals with social work or related backgrounds.  The study will evaluate the 

effectiveness of the multidisciplinary law offices as a model of delivering legal services 

to children in juvenile court proceedings by comparing MDLO activities and case out-

comes in Denver, Arapahoe and El Paso counties to those of independent contractors 

in Weld, Jefferson and Adams counties.  

 

As part of the evaluation, the study team is reviewing case activity and outcomes from 

600 randomly selected dependency and neglect cases opened in FY12.  We are also 

conducting court observation, caseworker focus groups, surveying and interviewing 

MDLO staff, surveying judicial officers, and surveying and interviewing youth. 

 

The MDLO contracts were extended from June 2013 to the end of the calendar year to 

allow sufficient time to complete the evaluation and issue recommendations.  The 

evaluation has been underway since August 2012 and a final report will be issued in 

June 2013.   Contact Staff Attorney Amanda Donnelly at amandadonnel-

ly@coloradochildrep.org with questions about the Multidisciplinary Law Offices or this 

evaluation.  

MDLO Evaluation Underway 

 

OCR C.A.R.E.S.  

The OCR is excited to announce 

that we have obtained the source 

code to the AnyCase System from 

KidsVoice.  Moving forward, OCR 

will control changes to the system, 

allowing us to make modifications 

and better meet the needs of Colo-

rado attorneys.  Users will notice a 

new color and the new name (“OCR 

Colorado Attorney Reimbursement 

Electronic System,” or “C.A.R.E.S.”), 

but the changeover should other-

wise be seamless. 

Debra Campeau receives the Barney Iuppa Lifetime Achievement Award! 

Please share your news with us!  We love to hear about victories, challenges, or changes in your career.  Email 
rebeccagarrison@coloradochildrep.org with your news and updates, mail us a notice at 1300 Broadway Ste 320, 
Denver, 80203, or just give us a call at (303) 860-1517! 

Debra Campeau was this year’s recipient of the Barney Iuppa Lifetime Achievement Award presented 

by the Safe Passages Child Advocacy Center in the 4th Judicial District.  Debra has helped thousands of 

children find safety and stability by advocating for their best interest in the legal system.  She is cur-

rently the Managing Attorney of the Guardian Ad Litem Office in El Paso.  Congratulations Deb!  

mailto:amandadonnelly@coloradochildrep.org
mailto:amandadonnelly@coloradochildrep.org
mailto:rebeccagarrison@coloradochildrep.org?subject=Newsletter:%20Accomplishments%20and%20Accolades
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Tips and Tricks: 
Using the OCR C.A.R.E.S. System 

 

Always enter Party Type! 
OCR has realized that “Party Type” is a key field when it comes to running reports out of the 
AnyCase system.  For example, it is very difficult for us to tabulate the total number of children rep-
resented by OCR attorneys if there are entries missing in this field.  There are currently almost 
7,000 parties in the system without a “Party Type” designated! 

 
Where do I find “Party Type?” 

 Go to the case main profile screen 

 Under the “parties” section (near the top in the brown section of the page), click the pencil/
edit button next to the name of the party whose type is missing. 

 Select the party type (the first box on the screen) and hit save. 
 
OCR is asking that you please add a Party Type for all parties on your cases by Friday, March 29, 2013.  We will be running 
updated reports on April 1. 
 
Moving forward, Party Type will be a mandatory field.   For all future cases, please make a habit of always designating a Party 
Type when entering case profile information! 

CASA Fostering Futures Effort 
By Brian Brinkerhoff, State Coordinator, CASA in Colorado 
 

A ccording to Annie E. Casey’s annual publication Kids 
Count 2011, older youth in Colorado between the ages of 

16 and 20 are the only group to grow as a percent of all out-
of-home placements. For the 2011 federal fiscal year, the 
Colorado Department of Public Health reported that 45.1 
percent of all children and youth in Colorado in out-of-home-
placements were 14 and older—one in three youth are be-
tween the ages 14 and 18. While there are many youth in-
volved with human services still residing at home, there is no 
doubt that youth in out-of-home placements are some of the 
most vulnerable in the human services system.  
  
In the spring of 2012, National CASA released a new cur-
riculum, Fostering Futures, to specifically train CASA 
volunteers to work with this older youth population. 
The Fostering Futures training is rooted in the goals and 
vision of the Fostering Connections to Success and In-
creasing Adoptions Act passed in 2008. It in-
cludes a four hour on-line component with an 
additional eight hours of classroom instruction 
facilitated by an instructor. Every CASA volun-
teer is required to take the 30 hours of pre-
service training prior to the adolescent train-
ing. Advocates for Children, the CASA program 
in the 18th Judicial District, was one of 18 pilot 
sites to help develop the curriculum. LaKia 
Thomas, Adolescent Program Manager for Ad-
vocates for Children and Brian Brinkerhoff, 

State Coordinator, are responsible for its implementa-
tion in the 16 Colorado CASA programs.  
 
Data from the Colorado Department of Human Services 
shows that 85 percent of all OPPLA youth reside in the 10 
largest counties in Colorado; 55 percent of these youth are in 
the four metro Denver counties (Adams, Arapahoe, Denver 
and Jefferson). As a result, each CASA program is taking a 
slightly different approach to implementing the program 
with some developing an entirely separate role to supervise 
volunteers, while other programs will share the responsibili-
ties across staff.  For cases involving older youth, judicial 
officer can assign CASA volunteers who have completed the 
Fostering Futures training.  Colorado CASA encourages any-
one involved on a case with an adolescent to reach out to 
their local program and request a CASA volunteer.  

LaKia Thomas 
Adolescent Program Manager 
Advocates For Children 
10855 E. Bethany Drive, Ste 200 
Aurora, CO 80014 
303.328.2353 Direct 
lakia_thomas@adv4children.org 

Brian Brinkerhoff 
State Coordinator 
CASA in Colorado 
Court Appointed Special Advocates 
1660 South Albion Street, Ste 309 
Denver, CO 80222 
303-623-5380 Direct 
brian@coloradocasa.org 

mailto:lakia_thomas@adv4children.org
mailto:brian@coloradocasa.org


Questions about Trainings or Resources? 

Contact Ashlee Jones at Ashlee@coloradochildrep.org 
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OCR Board of Directors 
 

Terraine Bailey, Marsha Caplan, Paul Garcia, 
Lynne Hufnagel, Laura Hunt, Senator Cheri Jahn, 

Peggy Rudden, Joseph Wallis, (Former) Senator Al White, 
Victoria Black (youth member) 

OCR Staff 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

STAFF ATTORNEY & LEGISLATIVE LIAISON 
STAFF ATTORNEY 

CONTROLLER / BUDGET OFFICER 
TRAINING COORDINATOR 

ACCOUNTANT 
ATTORNEY REIMBURSEMENT & HR MGR 
SYSTEMS DESIGN / ADMIN. ASSISTANT 

 

Linda Weinerman 
Sheri Danz 
Dorothy Macias 
Amanda Donnelly 
Elisabeth Dickinson 
Ashlee Jones 
Katie Irwin 
Melanie Jannicelli 
Rebecca Garrison 

Training 

Resources: 

OCR Archived Training Videos 
Did you know you can obtain home study CLE credit for 
watching OCR Archived Training Videos?  The OCR Com-
plaint Process and Procedures Training is now available 
on-line!  To view this video and more, visit http://
coloradochildrep.org/training/materials/ “Archived Webi-
nars & Training Videos.” 
 

To submit for CLE: View the training video. Review presen-
tation materials and handouts provided by presenters. Print 
the corresponding home study CLE form located on the OC-
R’s website and a personalized affidavit from the Colorado 
Supreme Court Board of Continuing Legal and Judicial Edu-
cation website.  Submit both forms to the Board to obtain 
credit.  
 
Special Report: Colorado Juvenile Defense Assessment  
The National Juvenile Defender Center conducted an assess-
ment of access to counsel and quality of representation in 
Colorado juvenile delinquency proceedings.  This ground-
breaking report identifies systemic and practice barriers to 
providing effective representation for children accused of 
crimes and makes recommendations for reform. The report 
also highlights promising approaches and innovative prac-
tices.  Visit www.cjdc.org to access the report. 

Resources! 
Juvenile Sex Offenses: Finding Justice  
A recent issue of Update, the newsletter of NDAA's National 
Center for Prosecution of Child Abuse, summarizes current 
research related to juvenile sexual recidivism, charging op-
tions available to prosecutors, and treatment methods and 
registration requirements imposed at disposition in order to 
assist prosecutors in fashioning an effective response to 
these crimes. Access the article by visiting the following link: 
http://www.ndaa.org/pdf/Update%20Vol23_No9.pdf  
 
Child Welfare Training Academy 
The Colorado Department of Human Services has selected 
the Kempe Center as the new vendor for the Child Welfare 
Training Academy. 

 

 

Spotlight on OCR Contract Attorneys! 

The OCR plans to profile contract attorneys in future issues 
of the newsletter!  If you wish to share your thoughts about 
an attorney who has made a significant impact on a child’s 
life through his or her advocacy, please send an e-mail to 
Rebecca Garrison at rebeccagarrison@coloradochildrep.org, 
call us at (303) 860-1517, or write to us at 1300 Broadway, 
Ste 320 in Denver, 80203!  

Future Newsletters: 

mailto:Ashlee@coloradochildrep.org
http://coloradochildrep.org/training/materials/
http://coloradochildrep.org/training/materials/
http://www.cjdc.org/
http://www.ndaa.org/pdf/Update%20Vol23_No9.pdf
mailto:rebeccagarrison@coloradochildrep.org
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