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H appy summer to all! The end of the fiscal year is always a busy 
time for OCR as we close out our books and provide updated 

lists of qualified attorneys to every judicial district. It’s also a great 
time to reflect on all that’s been accomplished.  
 This year we finished the third year of our staggered three-
year cycle for contract renewals with evaluations of contract attor-
neys in the 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 15th, 16th, and 22nd JDs. It’s hard to 
believe, but we have completed in-depth evaluations including 
court observations, reference interviews, analysis of CARES data, 
and individual interviews for every OCR contract attorney in Colo-
rado. I can honestly say that each of our contract attorneys was 
hand-selected to do this incredibly difficult but rewarding work.   
 OCR has continued to work with the data in the CARES system 
to provide case management tools. Five new reports are now avail-
able for your use and include: Child Present at Hearing, Inactive 
Cases, Hours Billed per Day, CJD Initial Visit, and Activity Within 
Duration. We are still hoping to refine CARES to make it more user-
friendly, but have not been able as yet to complete a contract to 
make the changes desired. Stay tuned, as this is something we will 
continue to explore with input from our users. Our goal is to have a 
system that provides data on all the work you do on behalf of Colo-
rado’s most vulnerable children and, most important, assists you in 
managing busy practices. 
 OCR has also been busy participating as amicus on several 
important cases before the Colorado Supreme Court. Issues ad-
dressed include the role of the guardian ad litem in direct file cases, 
the special presumptions in favor of birth fathers in relinquishment 
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and adoption cases, and 
whether the fault of 
each parent must be 
considered in adjudicat-
ing a child as dependent 
and neglected under the 
injurious environment 
provision of the Chil-
dren’s Code. Each of 
these issues is critically 
important to children. 
Through our amicus 
curiae briefs, OCR has 
worked hard to be recognized as a resource to the court on the poli-
cy and practical implications involved in these issues. Kudos to our 
Deputy Director, Sheri Danz, and staff attorneys Dorothy Macias, 
Amanda Donnelly, and Ashlee Jones for all their hard work on these 
amicus briefs. It really is an exciting time to be an integral part of 
both the child welfare and juvenile justice systems. 
 As I’ve traveled around Colorado over the past few months 
meeting with attorneys and observing court hearings, I’ve had the 
chance to appreciate the unique challenges faced by best interest 
attorneys—and the beauty and diversity of our state.  I hope you 
and your families have a chance to get out and enjoy summer in 
Colorado. As always, please let me know if there is anything OCR 
can do to better support your work.  
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Meet an OCR Attorney 
Each quarter, the OCR will feature an attorney in our newsletter and on our website. Learn about the 
individuals who make OCR's mission a reality through their passion, skill, and dedication to Colorado's kids!  

Jonathon Carlson practices in the 
1st JD as a Guardian ad litem and 
Respondent Parent Counsel Attorney 
and in the 18th JD as a Respondent 
Parent Counsel Attorney.  
 
Q: Why did you choose to practice 
child welfare law? 
A: I am passionate about working 
with children and families. I like 
working in juvenile law because of 
the relationships that are built, and I 
feel that I can have a direct impact 
on families' lives. So many of the 
people I work with feel that their 
voices are never heard, so I work 
very diligently to ensure that they do 
not feel that way during their court 

process. I particularly like working with teenagers who have never had 
positive supports or role models and I try to help them have a more positive 
outlook on life and their future.  
 
Q: What has been the most rewarding moment for you while working 
with children and families in the dependency and neglect system?  
A: Other than helping to achieve the goal of a child returning home to his/her 
parents set up for long-term success, the most rewarding moments for me are 
seeing a youth that I work with accomplish a personal goal such as playing a 
sport or graduating high school.  
 
Q: Describe a challenge you face doing this work and your strategies to 
overcome it.  
A: The biggest challenge that I face on a daily basis is having tough 
conversations with parents and clients, telling them something that is hard to 
hear yet maintaining a positive working relationship. In those instances, I try 
to maintain a future-focused optimistic outlook and keep the focus on the 
betterment of the family rather than on one person's issues.  
 
Q: What advice do you have for an attorney new to child welfare law?  
A: Make sure that you are also taking care of yourself and your own family. All 
attorneys in this field give so much of themselves to their clients and cases 
that sometimes there is not much left at the end of the day. It is extremely 
important to have some balance and make sure you have time and energy left 
to enjoy life.  
 

Q: What drives you to continue in 
this line of work and do you have 
any advice for a seasoned 
attorney?  
A: I continue to be driven by the idea 
that the work we do is important, and 
that the families we work with are in 
desperate need of high-quality 
representation. My advice for the 
seasoned attorney is to remember 
why you got into this type of work, 
and, if you are no longer passionate, 
find a way to be re-energized because 
your clients deserve it.  
 
Q: Share a litigation strategy or 
case example when you were 
successful despite opposition from 
other parties to the case. 
A: There are undoubtedly times that 
we face opposition from all parties 
and end up feeling like we are on our 
own island. When I am faced with a 
similar situation, I make sure to 
utilize all of my resources and seek 
assistance and advice from other 
uninvolved people who can give an 
unbiased opinion. It is easy to have 
tunnel vision when you feel strongly 
about a particular position, so I find it 
helpful to work through the possible 
outcomes and scenarios with other 
attorneys in advance of engaging in 
litigation. So, by the time you end up 
before the Judge, you are prepared 
and have attempted to think though 
all possible issues.  

Visit our website’s Meet an OCR Attorney page to nominate, share your own story, & view our archive! 
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Summer Legal Review 

   1. U.S. Supreme Court Decisions 
 
Ohio v. Clark 13-1352 (June 2015) 
The U.S. Supreme Court held that introducing statements made by a 
3-year old to his preschool teacher regarding the cause of his physi-
cal injuries did not violate the 6th Amendment Confrontation 
Clause.  The Supreme Court previously held in Crawford v. Wash-
ington, 541 U. S. 36 (2004) that the Confrontation Clause prohibits 
admitting into evidence testimonial statements by a non-testifying 
witness unless the defendant has had a chance to cross-examine the 
witness.  In Clark, the Court considered for the first time whether 
statements made to persons other than law enforcement officers 
are subject to the Confrontation Clause and found that the state-
ments made by the child in response to the teacher’s questions 
about the child’s injury were not testimonial.  The Court noted that 
when the “primary purpose” of an interrogation is to respond to an 
ongoing emergency, not to create a record for trial, the interroga-
tion is not within the scope of the Confrontation Clause.  The Court 
further explained that one additional factor under the primary pur-
pose test is the informality of the situation and the interrogation, 
noting that in this case, it was highly relevant that the statements 
were made to a teacher and that they occurred during an informal 
spontaneous conversation that took place in the context of an emer-
gency.  The Court reasoned that although teachers are mandatory 
reporters, they do not have a primary role in prosecuting a defend-
ant.  In this case, neither the child nor his teachers had a primary 
role in assisting in the prosecution of the defendant.  The Court 
concluded therefore that introducing the statements did not violate 
the Confrontation Clause.  Available at:  
http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/14pdf/13-1352_ed9l.pdf. 
 
 

   2. Colorado Courts 
 
People v. Tate, Banks v. People, Jensen v. People, 2015 CO 42 
(Colo. June 1, 2015)  
In this decision, the Colorado Supreme Court determines what rem-
edy is appropriate for juvenile defendants who were given sentenc-
es that would be unconstitutional under the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion in Miller v. Alabama, 132 S. Ct. 2455, 2469 (2012) and whether 
that remedy applies retroactively.   
 
The Miller court held that mandatory life without the possibility of 
parole sentences for juveniles violates the Eight Amendment’s pro-
hibition on cruel and unusual punishment and that any life without 

the possibility of parole sentence for a juvenile must be based on an 
individualized process that takes into account the juvenile’s “youth 
and attendant characteristics.”  The statutory scheme existing at 
the time of the juvenile defendants’ sentencing on the three cases at 
issue required a mandatory life without parole sentence for their 
offenses.   
 
The Colorado Supreme Court holds that, when applicable to sen-
tences of life without the possibility of parole, Miller requires a re-
mand for consideration of the child’s youth and attendant circum-
stances.  If a life without the possibility of parole is determined not 
to be appropriate in light of these considerations, the district court 
should impose a life with the possibility of parole after 40 years, 
consistent with Colorado’s current statutory scheme.   
 
The Court holds that its new rule is for sentences imposed in viola-
tion of Miller is procedural rather than substantive and therefore 
does not retroactively apply to cases on collateral review.   
 
In re: B.C.B. and C.R.B. 14 CA 0405 (Colo. App. April 9, 2015).  
The Colorado Court of Appeals affirmed the district court’s decision 
to decline jurisdiction in a domestic relations case pursuant to the 
Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (UCCJEA).  
In this case, the child was born in Idaho and then moved with both 
parents to Colorado.  Mother then went to Massachusetts with the 
child. Upon learning of Mother’s intent to remain in Massachusetts 
with the child, Father petitioned the Colorado district court for 
parental responsibilities and served Mother with the petition when 
she returned to Colorado to get her belongings.  Mother returned to 
Massachusetts, filed a custody action there, and obtained tempo-
rary orders through the Massachusetts court.  
 
The Colorado and Massachusetts courts later conferred and the 
Colorado district court asserted temporary emergency jurisdiction 
over the child, ordered mother to return to Colorado with the child, 
and set a hearing to determine jurisdiction.  At the hearing, the Col-
orado district court determined the child’s home state was Idaho 
but that because the parties did not want Idaho to take jurisdiction, 
either Colorado or Massachusetts could exercise jurisdiction. Decid-
ing that Colorado was not the most appropriate forum, the court 
declined to exercise its jurisdiction.   
 

(Continued on page 4) 
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In this decision, the Court of Appeals holds that if Idaho were in fact 
the child’s home state, neither Colorado nor Massachusetts could 
have had jurisdiction because Idaho had not first declined jurisdic-
tion. However, the Colorado Court of Appeals concludes that be-
cause the child did not have a home state pursuant to UCCJEA, 
which defines the home state as the place the child lived immedi-
ately before the action for 182 consecutive days, the district court’s 
failure to wait for Idaho was inconsequential. As the child had nei-
ther lived in Idaho, Colorado, or Massachusetts for 182 consecutive 
days, the child had no home state pursuant to UCCJEA. The Court of 
Appeals holds that in declining jurisdiction, the district court 
properly considered pursuant to § 14-13-201(1)(b), C.R.S. the lack 
of significant connections to Colorado and the lack of substantial 
evidence in Colorado. The Court of Appeals also holds that while 
consideration of the child’s best interests is not required under § 14
-13-201(1)(b), consideration of best interests is not prohibited by 
the statute.  
 

   3. Amicus Activity 
 
On March 2, 2015 the Colorado Supreme Court granted certiorari in 
People v. Ybanez (14 SC 190) addressing the following issues:  

 Whether the court of appeals properly applied plain error re-
view to the defendant's claim that a guardian ad litem should 
have been appointed, when there was no objection at trial or 
the initial Crim. P. 35(c) motion. 

 Whether a child charged as an adult with first-degree murder, 
whose parent is a victim of the crime and a prosecution wit-
ness, is entitled to a guardian ad litem to assist with his defense 
and to advise him regarding the waiver of his constitutional 
trial rights.  

 Whether a lawyer's conflict of interest constitutes ineffective 
assistance of counsel where: (1) he received payment to repre-
sent a child from the child's parent, who is a victim of the crime 
and a prosecution witness; (2) he failed to put a waiver of the 
conflict on the record, as required by this court's authority; 
and (3) he failed to conduct any investigation of the parent's 
abuse of the child and presented no evidence of this abuse at 
trial.  

 Whether the court of appeals erred according to Miller v. Ala-
bama, 132 S. Ct. 2455 (2012), in instructing the district court 
to resentence petitioner to life in prison with no possibility of 
parole until after forty years.  

 
OCR filed an amicus brief to assist in the court’s analysis on the 
second of these questions.  
 
On April 13, 2015 the Colorado Supreme Court granted certiorari In 
the interest of Baby A v. M.C. (14 SC 1045) addressing the following 
issues:   

 Whether the court of appeals erred in its application of a spe-
cial presumption in favor of the birth father to Colorado's stat-
utory procedure and criteria for termination of parental rights 
set forth in section 19–5–105, C.R.S. (2014).  

 Whether the court of appeals erred in holding that adoptive 
parents had no cognizable rights or interests in this action.  

 Whether the court of appeals erred in holding that the trial 
court abused its discretion in only considering biological fa-
ther's one payment of child support during a three-month pe-
riod in determining whether he has taken “substantial respon-
sibility” for the children.  

 
OCR filed an amicus brief addressing Questions 1 and 2.  
 
On April 6, 2015, the Colorado Supreme Court granted certiorari In 
the Interest of Minor Children, J.G. v. M.L. (15 SC 57) addressing the 
following issues:  

 Whether the court of appeals erred in requiring jury findings 
as to the fault of each parent when a trial court is adjudicating 
a child dependent or neglected under the injurious environ-
ment provision of the Colorado Children's Code. 

 Whether the court of appeals erred in holding that the status of 
a child as dependent or neglected must be considered in rela-
tion to each parent's acts or failures to act and the parent's 
availability, ability, and willingness to provide reasonable pa-
rental care. 

 
OCR filed an amicus brief addressing both questions.  The OCR’s 
amicus curiae briefs are all available at: tinyurl.com/ocr-amicus. 
 

   4. Legislative Update 
 
The First Regular Session of the 70th General Assembly adjourned 
on May 6th, 2015. The General Assembly considered 682 bills and 
75 resolutions. The OCR analyzed, provided expertise on, suggested 
amendments to, and helped pass several bills over the 120-day 
session.    
 
The General Assembly made significant changes to the types of 
background checks county/city departments of human/social ser-
vices are required to complete on potential placements, including 
kinship placements, in child welfare cases. The General Assembly 
was concerned about the disparity in practice throughout Colorado 
about the type of background checks completed on placements for 
abused and neglected children.  SB 15-087, Concerning the Safe 
Placement of Children in Foster Care Homes, requires the social 
worker to conduct (1) a fingerprint-based criminal history record 
check through the Colorado Bureau of Investigation (CBI) and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, (2) a check of the ICON system at 
the state judicial department, (3) a check of the state department’s 
automated database (currently called TRAILs), and (4) a check of 
the state and national sex offender public registry operated by the 
United States Department of Justice on potential placements, in-

(Continued on page 5) 
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cluding kinship placements, and persons who reside in the place-
ment. The bill expanded the type of “exclusionary convictions” to 
include all unlawful sexual behavior as defined by § 16-22-102(9), 
C.R.S. (2014). The OCR worked with CBI to ensure that the GAL 
could receive a copy of the fingerprint-based background checks.  
Since CBI requires a court order to allow the county department to 
share the results, § 19-3-203 provides a mechanism for the GAL to 
obtain such an order.  SB 15-087 was signed by Governor on 2 June 
2015. 
 
Other bills of significance include:   
 
Limited Access by Private Child Placement Agencies to Records 
Relating to Child Abuse or Neglect for Purposes of Ensuring Safe 
Placements for Foster Children HB 15-1248 
HB 15-1248 amends § 19-1-307(2), C.R.S. (2014) by allowing pri-
vate child placement agencies limited access to records relating to 
child abuse or neglect.  A designated person at each private Child 
Placement Agency may access TRAILS records/reports of child 
abuse & neglect to screen current or prospective foster parents.  
Signed by Governor on 5 June 2015. 
 
Juvenile Petty Offense Contracts HB 15-1022 
HB 15-1022 allows a peace officer to issue a petty ticket requiring 
the juvenile to appear before a law enforcement officer, an assess-
ment officer, or a screening team with the goal of entering into a 
“diversion-like” contract.  If the juvenile is successful s/he can avoid 
prosecution.  Signed by Governor on 18 March 2015. 
 
CASA Appointments in Truancy Cases SB15-004 
Allows the CASA Memorandum of Understanding to be amended or 
modified at any time and CASA volunteers to be appointed in truan-
cy cases pursuant to the MOU. The bill also establishes that the 
CASA volunteers must receive training on education standards.  
Signed by Governor on 29 May 2015. 
 
Licensed Mental Health Professionals Treat Minors HB 15-1032  
The bill specifies that licensed social workers, marriage and family 
therapists, professional counselors, and addiction counselors may 
also render mental health services to minors. Signed by Governor 
on 20 March 2015. 
 
Victims of Human Trafficking & Prostitution HB 15-1019 
Bill establishes immunity for a minor who is charged with prostitu-

tion and requires the child to be taken into custody by the police, 
transported to departments of human/social services, and an abuse 
report made. Signed by the Governor on 29 May 2015. 
 
Reporting Missing Youth in State’s Legal Custody HB 15-1078 
The bill requires the state department of human services or coun-
ty/city departments of human/social service that has legal custody 
of a child or youth to immediately report the child's or youth's dis-
appearance to the National Center for Missing and Exploited Chil-
dren and to law enforcement.  Signed by Governor on 20 May 2015. 
 
Office of Respondent Parent Counsel HB 15-1149 
Creates a 9-member governing RPC commission and transfers ex-
isting RPC appointments to the Office of Respondent Parent Coun-
sel on 7/1/16. Signed by Governor on 24 April 2015. 
 
Child and Family Investigator HB 15-1153 
The bill consolidates oversight and funding of both attorney and 
non-attorney Child and Family Investigators, including state-paid 
appointments, under the State Court Administrator's Office as of 
January 1, 2016.  Signed by Governor on 1 May 2015. 
 
Differential Response Program HB 15-1358 
Bill removes the “pilot” nature of program and study requirements.  
Signed by Governor on 14 May 2015. 
 
Child’s Statements Describing Attempted Acts of an Unlawful Sexu-
al Offense HB 15-1183 
Current law requires an out-of-court statement by a child who is 
the victim of or witness to a sexual offense to be admitted in evi-
dence. The bill extends this evidentiary rule to statements concern-
ing attempted sexual offenses. Signed by Governor on 10 April 
2015. 
 
Autonomy of Child Protection Ombudsman SB 15-204 
On or before Jan 1, 2016, Office is established as an independent, 
nonpartisan agency in the judicial department (similar to the Inde-
pendent Ethics Commission).  The Bill establishes a Board made 
up of appointees by Chief Justice, Legislature and Governor which 
will appoint the Child Protection Ombudsman and provide fiscal 
oversight.  Governor signed on 2 June 2015.  

Legal Review 
 

(Continued from page 4) 

 

Budget Update  
 

During the 2015 legislative session, OCR requested and received a supplemental appropriation of approximately $1.5 
million to address a projected shortfall in its court appointed counsel (CAC) appropriation.  Current projections indicate 

that OCR will not be spending this supplemental appropriation; however, final calculations will occur over the next several weeks. 
 

OCR’s CAC budget for the upcoming fiscal year (beginning July 1, 2015) is the same as for the current fiscal year.  Because OCR 
received a significant increase in its CAC funding for the fiscal year 2016 budget, a supplemental appropriation during the upcoming 
2016 legislative session is extremely unlikely, and OCR will need to operate entirely on its existing legislatively-approved budget.  
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Accolades! 
 

T wo long-time OCR attorneys were 
recently appointed to the bench.  

Congratulations to Lisa Gomez and 
Ryan Kamada!  
 

Above left, Ryan Kamada after being 
sworn in as a Magistrate in the 19th 
Judicial District. 
 

Above right, Hon. Brett Woods, Chief Judge of Denver Juvenile Court, swearing in Lisa Gomez as a Magistrate in 
the 2nd Judicial District.  

Case Management & Billing 

Using C.A.R.E.S. 

F.A.Q.: “Why am I not being paid?” 
 

 Look at the Case Billing History Screen: 
 Check the end date or dollar amount – have you 

exceeded the dollar amount or date? If the answer is 
yes, you need to request excess fees and you will not 
be paid on the case until the excess fees request is 
approved.  

 Check the activities that are in question: 

 Did you enter them within the 30 day billing rule? 
If not, the billing is not pulled in the submission 
and it may be the reason why you are not getting 
paid. 

 Did you enter a duration?  If you enter 0 for the duration of an activity, you will not be paid because you are asking to 
be paid 0 dollars. 

 Is the unpaid activity disputed?  OCR does not pay for disputed activity.  If an activity is disputed, please contact 
Melanie to resolve it. 

 

 Check of Office Billing Details Screen: 
 Is the case highlighted in yellow or red? 

 If the case is red, you have exceeded your case allocation and must request excess fees.  

 If the case is yellow, you have nearly exceeded your case allotment.  The system does not pull payments for 
submission if the payment will exceed the case allotment.  Please request excess fees to get paid.  

 

 If you have checked all of the above screens and you believe all of the below are true, please contact Melanie and she will look 
into the issue for you. 
 You are not over your fees 
 You entered your time within the 30 days 

 The items are not disputed.  
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Thursday, September 10, 2015 
5:30 PM to 9:30 PM 

 
Join CJDC to celebrate five years of 
monumental accomplishments in 
youth justice, promoting zealous 

advocacy for youth, and building the 
juvenile defense bar to achieve 
excellence in juvenile defense! 

 

 
 

The 5th Anniversary Gala will be held 
at City Hall, 1144 Broadway,  

Denver, CO 80203 
 

 Ticket Prices: 
$75 Early Bird (prior to July 31, 2015) 

$100 Regular Ticket (additional 
donations accepted to provide 

scholarships) 
 

More Info: 
tinyurl.com/oouxoed 

CJDC 

5th Anniversary Gala 
 

“Justice Rising” 
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Resources for Youth 
SPOTLIGHT ON 

 College Goal Colorado (tinyurl.com/ngr66lr) 

Filling out FAFSA paperwork in order to get student aid, especially with the com-
plexities of special circumstances of being a ward of the court or child in the foster 
care system, can be a debilitating obstacle standing in the way of attending col-
lege. College Goal Colorado hosts 20 sites around the state where at-risk, foster, 
and unaccompanied homeless youth students can receive free assistance from 
financial aid administrators on filling out the FAFSA. There are locations in: Aurora, 
Breckenridge, Colorado Springs, Denver, Edwards, Fort Collins, Glenwood Springs, 
Greeley, Gunnison, Lakewood, Lamar, Leadville, Littleton, Longmont, Pueblo, Rifle, 
Steamboat Springs, Sterling, and Westminster. Once students have completed 
their visit, they’re allowed to enter a drawing (students choose which school’s 
drawing to be entered) for the available scholarships from participating schools. 
The FAFSA application should be completed as soon as possible after January 1st of 
each year, so check the website for dates offered around that time and rest as-
sured that you do not have to handle the arduous paperwork alone!  
 

 Clothes to Kids (tinyurl.com/puflka5) 

Any child or youth in foster care in the Denver Metro Area can “shop” at Clothes 
to Kids in a store-like environment for 21+ pieces of free school clothing (including 
new socks and underwear). 
 Families must have a letter showing the children’s eligibility for free and 

reduced-price lunch OR a referral form. 
 The store is open year-round and is a great resource for kids in crisis or in 

transition. There is currently no wait for an appointment, so please send 
students as soon as you can! 

 

 The Hanger: A store for youth & run by youth (tinyurl.com/p6h6as2) 

Located in CO Springs, local teens who are victims of abuse, neglect, or domestic 
violence and living in the foster care system can shop here.   
 

 District to District Student Transfers & Transitions (tinyurl.com/ozv5y8a) 

The Colorado Department of Education launched this program in June 2015 in 
response to increasing student mobility rates and the associated challenges.  It 
provides resources for school and district personnel to use to fully support stu-
dents through school transitions. 
Resources, including an Enroll-
ment checklist, court placement 
checklist, withdrawal checklist, 
and transcripts checklist may also 

be useful to OCR attorneys.  

http://tinyurl.com/oouxoed
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OCR Fiscal Year 2015 Evaluation Results 
 
 

T his spring, OCR received renewals, verifications or 
applications from 261 attorneys interested in 

contracting with the OCR during Fiscal Year 2015-2016.  Fifty 
of the attorneys were new applicants who had not 
previously contracted with the OCR.  
 

The verification and renewal process provides OCR with a 
wealth of information regarding attorney performance.  OCR 
received 1,355 responses to the Stakeholder Survey, 
providing feedback on 221 attorneys.  Responses included 
412 surveys completed by judicial officers, a 142.4% increase 
in judicial officer responses from the previous fiscal year.  
The overwhelmingly positive responses to the stakeholder 
survey reflect the great work you all do: 
 

 Over 90% of respondents indicated that the OCR 
attorney possesses relevant advocacy skills, knowledge 
and familiarity with community services.   

 95% of respondents reported that the OCR attorney 
attends all court hearings.   

 85% of respondents report that the OCR attorney is 
respectful of others involved in the case. 

 83% of respondents report that the OCR attorney 
critically assesses department case plans and 
permanency plans. 

 

In FY 14-15, attorneys practicing in seven rural districts were 
subject to the extensive evaluation process detailed above.  
OCR attorney staff, interns, and volunteers conducted 158 
courtroom observations concerning 47 attorneys under 
evaluation.  The OCR also conducted courtroom 
observations in judicial districts not subject to the extensive 
evaluation process in order to augment its data and better 
track trends.  In all, OCR conducted 366 court observations 
involving 611 children and youth. 
 

Consistent with Stakeholder feedback that OCR attorneys routinely attend court hearings, the appointed attorney 
appeared in nearly 90% of hearings observed.  Court observations indicated that GALs are clearly stating a position in 
91% of the observed hearings and the attorney provided current, independent information in 81% of hearings observed.  
The attorney stated the child’s position in court in 51% of hearings observed and the child was present in 13% of the 
hearings observed.  In 16% of hearings, there was an indication that the child had an opportunity to address the court 
either during the hearing in person, via letter or telephone, or in chambers. 
 

Nearly 87% of attorneys reported that they met or exceeded OCR’s training requirement.  In the past fiscal year, OCR 

offered 103 hours of training, and 164 hours are now available online.  
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 Every Kid Needs A Family: Giving Children in the Child 
Welfare System the Best Chance for Success, Annie E. Casey 
(May 2015).  (tinyurl.com/nfqwd7d) Annie E. Casey reports 
that nearly 57,000 children in the child welfare system are 
living in group placements and more than 4 in 10 of those 
children have no mental health diagnosis, medical disability, or 
behavioral problem to warrant a group placement.  The report 
includes the following recommendations to promote children 
in the child welfare system living in family settings: 1) Expand 
the service array to ensure children remain in families; 2) Recruit, strengthen and retain more relative and foster families; 3) Support 
decision making that ensures the least restrictive placements.   
 

 Understanding the Effects of Maltreatment on Brain Development, Child Welfare Information Gateway Issue Brief (April 2015). 
(tinyurl.com/ocvmrtg) 
 

 The Financial Empowerment Toolkit for Youth and Young Adults in Foster Care, developed by the Department of Health and 
Human Services’ Administration on Children, Youth and Families and the Office of Community Services, is a resource for those 
working with older youth as they prepare to transition out of foster care.  The toolkit includes the following resources: 

 A Financial Empowerment Toolkit for Youth and Young Adults in Foster Care (http://tinyurl.com/kbnfx7q)  

 Know Your Credit History: How to Interpret a Credit Report (http://tinyurl.com/oql79c3)  

 Get Tax Savvy: What You Need to Know About Taxes (http://tinyurl.com/ll4fgl4) 

 Creating a Credit Profile: How to Build Your Credit (http://tinyurl.com/ld6dr5h)  

 Protect Yourself and Your Stuff: What You Need to Know About Insurance (http://tinyurl.com/p5bfbr8) 

 
Trauma Informed Practice 

 The Sexual Abuse to Prison Pipeline: The Girls’ Story, (tinyurl.com/ntnlyxw) - A new study by the Human Rights Project for Girls, 
Georgetown Law Center on Poverty and Inequality and the Ms. Foundation for Women examines the growing rate of girls entering the 
juvenile justice system.  Research indicates that an alarming number of girls entering the juvenile justice system have experienced 
sexual violence and may be engaging in behavior caused by trauma.  The study examines the national trends and provides 
recommendations for reform.   

 Preparing for a Trauma Consultation in Your Juvenile and Family Court (tinyurl.com/qedvktp)  – The long-term human, social, and 
economic costs associated with adverse experiences and traumatic events are substantial and emphasize the critical needs for trauma-
informed prevention and intervention to promote the lifelong well-being of youth, families, and communities. The information 
presented in this document by The National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges aims to help judges and courts decide 
whether a trauma consultation is appropriate for their jurisdiction and to outline what courts can expect before, during, and after a 
consultation. Child Welfare Information Gateway 2015. 

 
Accessing Benefits 

 Spotlight on Transitioning Youth – In March 2015, the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration SOAR Technical 
Assistance Center hosted a webinar on increasing access to Social Security Administration benefits.  The webinar and related material 
are available at: tinyurl.com/omd5u9q. 
 
Access the issue brief Ending Youth Homelessness: Using SOAR to Increase Access to SSA Disability Benefits for Transition Age Youth, by 
A. Lemon, at tinyurl.com/nrqeb5n. Children’s Bureau Express Vol. 16, No. 5 (June 2015). 

 
Representing Child Victims 

 The ABA Center on Children and the Law and the Center for Professional Development co-hosted a webinar developed for Navy 

Special Victims Counsel on representing child victims, available at: tinyurl.com/l25eh4n.  
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OCR Staff 

M I S S I O N S T A T EM E NT  
 

The mission of the Office of the Child’s Representative (OCR) is to provide competent and effective legal representation to 
Colorado’s children involved in the court system because they have been abused and neglected, impacted by high conflict 
parenting time disputes, or charged with delinquent acts and without a parent able to provide relevant information to the 
court or protect their best interests during the proceedings. 

OCR Board of Directors 
 

Terraine Bailey, Speaker Mark Ferrandino,  
Lynne Hufnagel (Co-Chair), Senator Cheri Jahn, Peg Rudden, 
Gwen Schooley, Joseph Wallis, (Former) Senator Al White (Co-

Chair), Marc Winokur, Victoria Black (Youth Member) 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
STAFF ATTORNEY & LEGISLATIVE LIAISON 

STAFF ATTORNEY 
STAFF ATTORNEY & TRAINING COORD. 

ACCOUNTANT 
ATTORNEY REIMBURSEMENT & HR MGR 
INTERACTIVE SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATOR 

ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

Linda Weinerman 
Sheri Danz 
Mark Teska 
Dorothy Macias 
Amanda Donnelly 
Ashlee Jones 
Katie Irwin 
Melanie Jannicelli 
Rebecca Garrison 
Amanda Parker 

TRAINING 
ALERTS 

Upcoming Trainings 
 

Details and more can be found in OCR's “Training Tuesdays” email 
bulletin! View training details, register for trainings, and/or subscribe 
to future email notices at tinyurl.com/trainingtues. 
 

_ Colorado Juvenile Defender Center: We Believe In Youth Free 
Legal Clinic  July 14, 2015 from 5-7 pm, July 31, 2015 from 4-6 
pm:  CJDC will provide free legal advice to individuals on how they can remove the barriers caused by having a juvenile criminal 
record. We will have information on expungement—the process for sealing for juvenile records. Additionally, for those 
interested in petitioning for removal from the juvenile sex offense registry, we will have information about deregistration. 
Attendees will have a chance to sit with an attorney, discuss their case, and learn if they are eligible for free legal services.  
Questions? Contact Dafna Gozani at 303-825-2044 or fellow@cjdc.org. 

 

_ OCR New Attorney Orientation and Core Competency Training - July 16-17, 2015  
 

_ GALs in Criminal Court: Protecting a Child’s Right to Privacy - Aug 14, 2015 in Denver or Aug 18, 2015 in Ft. Morgan 
 

Videos Online: 
 CARES Demonstration 

 Home Visit Safety & Communication Strategies for Court Appointed Visitors, CFIs, GALs, and other Court Appointees 

 Cultural Competency: The Awareness Experience and Vicarious Trauma for Court Visitors  
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