



	DISTRICT COURT

[NAME] COUNTY, COLORADO

[Street address]
[City], Colorado  [zip code]          

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

In the Interest of:
CHILD:
[NAME],
And Concerning:

RESPONDENTS:

[NAMES],
And
SPECIAL RESPONDENT:

[NAME].
______________________________________________

Guardian ad Litem for Child:
[Name]
[Street address]
[City], Colorado  [zip code]
Phone:  [#]
Fax:  [#]
Atty. Reg. #[#]

	COURT USE ONLY

Case Number:  [#]
Division: [#]

	GUARDIAN AD LITEM’S MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DIVISION TO PAY FOR EQUINE THERAPY FOR THE CHILD [NAME]


The Guardian ad Litem for the Child [Name] is requesting that the Court order the Division to keep their promise to the Child and pay for her participation in equine therapy.  As grounds for this motion, the Guardian ad Litem states the following.
1. On [Date], FIS therapist [Name], who has been a strong advocate for [Name], recommended that [Name] participate in equine therapy, which was something that [Name] really wanted to do.  Ms. [Name] stated that she would love to see [Name] have the opportunity to be involved in this kind of program on an ongoing basis.  Ms. [Name] provided the referral of the Animal Assisted Therapy Program of Colorado (AATPC) and its therapists [Name and Name] and indicated that the Division had a contract with them.

2. The Guardian ad Litem contacted the agency and spoke with Ms. [Name] and subsequently scheduled an intake appointment for Jonnie on June 15, 2012, with therapist [Name].  [Name] and the Guardian ad Litem met with Ms. [Name] on June 15 and completed the intake appointment.  Prior to that appointment, paperwork and releases were received from the agency which paperwork was forwarded to the Division.  The Division obtained Respondent Mother’s signatures on the releases and the intake paperwork was jointly completed by the Guardian ad Litem, Ms. [Name], and the family. The Division was apprised of all this and agreed to pay for the therapy.

3. [Child] very much enjoyed her session with Ms. [Name] and the horse. 

4. Transportation was an issue, as [Name] currently resides in [City] while the program is in [City].  [Name]’s CASA Ms. [Name] offered to assist with the transportation and [Name] agreed to ride the bus while the Division requested tokens and bus passes to help with the transportation.

5. On July 2, 2012, an email was received from the caseworker Ms. [Name] that she was in error in believing that the Division had a contract with AATPC and it was simply left up in the air as to if and where [Name] could attend equine therapy.

6. Contract manager [Name] was contacted and she indicated that the Division had a contract with Ms. [Name], one of the agency’s therapists, but not this agency.  The Guardian ad Litem again contacted Ms. [Name] on July 9 requesting that she provide contact information on Ms. [Name] and her location and any other restrictions to alleviate further confusion and avoid any further detriment to [Name].  Despite explaining to Ms. [Name] the importance of [Name] continuing in this therapy, Ms. [Name] has not had the courtesy to ever get back to the Guardian ad Litem with this information.

7. It is the Guardian ad Litem’s understanding that [Name] has had two session with Ms. [Name].  [Name] has indicated that Ms. [Name] is a therapist at AATPC who works there one day a week, and while they may be able to transfer [Name] to her, it would be best for [Name] to continue with the same therapist rather than transferring her around.

8. The Division promised to pay for the equine therapy.  Any confusion in [Name] starting with a particular therapist lies with the Division and [Name] should not be hurt because of this.  The equine therapy should not be taken away from her nor left up in the air which is the current status of the therapy.   
9. The Court has the ultimate authority in determining the appropriate custody, placement and care for dependent and neglected children.  People in Interest of J.H., 770 P.2d 1355, 1357-58 (Colo. App. 1989).  It is the responsibility of the state and county departments of human services to provide the child welfare services to dependent and neglected children.  See §§26-5-101(3) (defining child welfare services for children who are dependent and neglected), 26-5-102 (requiring the state department to establish a program of child welfare services), C.R.S. (2018).  In making determinations regarding the care and placement of the child, the court is vested with the authority to direct the county social services department to provide child welfare services as well as the accompanying authority to order the department to pay for these services.  J.H., 770 P.2d at 1357-58.

10. Pursuant to C.R.C.P. 121, §1-15(8), the Guardian ad Litem contacted County Attorney [Name] on [Date] who has not responded although the Guardian ad Litem has had ongoing contact with the caseworker who has declined to pay for [Name]’s therapy. Special Respondent [Name] is in agreement with the Guardian ad Litem and does not want [Name] to have to start all over in therapy.

_________________________________

[NAME #]

Attorney at Law

[Street Address]
[City], Colorado [zip code]
[phone number]

Dated: [Date]
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


I certify that on [Date], a copy of the Guardian’s ad Litem’s Motion Requesting Order Requiring the Division to Pay for Equine Therapy was sent to [Name] (by fax at #) and [Name] (by fax at #).
                                                                          _________________________________________


