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A generation ago, when family units broke up, father
seldom challenged the accepted practice of children remaining with
mother. Today, custody and access disputes are commonplace. If
they cannot be resolved by mediation, recourse must be had to trial.
In the adversarial system, it is essential that the parties be given
their "day in court"; that they be afforded the opportunity to
present evidence they believe will support their claim. Existing
procedures not only give the parties those rights but depend on
them for all the evidence on which the Court will reach its decision.
While it may be appropriate to depend only on the evidence of the
parties in ordinary civil actionsg, such a procedural and evidentiary
system is difficult to defend in a proceeding in which the Court
is expected to protect the interests of a person who is not a party
to the proceedings. Parties may be unable (more likely unwilling)
to provide the Court with all the evidence relevant to the welfare
of the child. While expert witnesses are now called more often
than in the past, their evidence is often directed toward issues
determined by the interest by the party who calls the witness.
Otherwise, they wouldn't be called. The judge may doubt the im~
partiality of such a witness. Even when objectivity is not in
doubt, the real guestion troubling the judge may not be answered.

A recent analysis reveals that judges complained of inadequate
evidence in 33% of custody cases reported in Saskatchewan between
1971 and 1977. The most common complaint was the lack of evidence
relating to the psychological state of the parties, the psycholo-
gical affect of a change of custody and the home environment.

Family courts have sought to improve the quality of
evidence in custody cases through the use of independent court
appointed investigators. The judges of the Unified Family Court
in Hamilton, Ontario, must rely on personnel of existing agencies
in the cammunity while the Edmonton Family Court and the Unified
Family Court in Saskatoon may call upon the help of investigation
personnel attached to the Court.



In Saskatchewan, the authority to request such help is
contained in rule 25 of the Rules of the Unified Family Court:
25, (1) The court may, at any time during a proceeding,

direct a person to make an investigation relating

to the proceeding in which support of a spouse or

child or custody of or access to a child is in

issue and may receive evidence resulting from the
investigation.

(2) The person making such an investigation shall
file a report of the investigation and the report
shall be served on all parties to the proceedings.

(3) The person making such investigation shall be
a competent and compellable witness.

When an investigation is directed by a judge of the
Unified Family Court in Saskatoon, each parent is invited by letter
(appendix I) to attend an individual interview with the counsellor
assigned to the case. At this first meeting, the parents are
&cquainted with the process of investigation. They are told that
the primary purpose is to assess their parenting ability and their
children's needs. 'The counsellor also explores the possibility of
mediation. If the parties are willing to mediate, the counsellor
begins that process immediately. If agreement is achieved, a
written memorandum of the terms are sent to the parties and their
lawyers and a copy placed on the Court file. The judge may then

be asked to incorporate the terms of the agreement into an Order.

If either party is unwilling to mediate or if the
attempt at mediation fails, the case is put on the investigation
waiting list. Because of the heavy demand placed upon too few
social workers, the waiting period in the Saskatoon Unified Family
Court averages three to five months. Such a wait, unfortunately,
may contribute further to the family's anxiety and is seen by
some as creating a status guo that a judge may be reluctant to

disturb. However, some investigators believe a waiting period may



have some beneficial affect. Pcrties who commenced action impulsive-
ly have a chance to reconsider their position. There is time for
anger to subside. There is opportunity to focus attention on the
welfare of the children rather than on unresolved marriage issues.

A surprising number of disputes are resolved during the waiting
period on the initiative of the parties alone.

If no agreement is achieved by the end of the waiting
period, a letter is sent to each parent (appendix II) inviting
them to make an appointment with the person who will conduct the
investigation. To assure complete neutrality, the counsellor
assigned to complete the investigation is not the same person who
conducted the preliminary interviews or attempted to mediate the
dispute.

The parents are asked to complete a personal information
sheet (appendix III) and return it to the investigator at the
first interview. Each parent is interviewed separately and both
are asked essentially the same questions. The role of the investi-
~gator is explained carefully; that he or she is acting as an
agent of the Court and may be compelled to disclose, at trial, any
information gathered during the investigation. Despite this
ominous warning, investigators continue to be impressed by the
candor of parents. Perhaps their frankness is prompted by the
énticipation that if they don't reveal the information, the other
party will.

The investigator then proceeds to gather background
information including the following key gquestions:

i) Important childhood issues

ii) Former relationships.
iii) Children born prior to the current relationship.
iv) Marital and parental history:

- how they met,
-courtship,



v)

vi)

hcw decision to marry was reached,

what attracted them to each other,

early stages of marriage - problems and
strengths,

number of moves,

external events, e.g. deaths in family, work or
career changes, health problems,

relationship with inlaws and extended families,
pregnancies: - time of occurance, planning,
sharing of experience,

sharing of responsibilities in child care,
milestones of child(ren)'s development,

when did problems in marriage develop:

what were they, why did they occur, what
attempts were made to rectify, how were
children involved in marital problems, how
where "inlaws" involved,

counselling received,

prior separations: lengths, dates and reasons for
reconciliations.

Current separation:

how it occurred,

who initiated - how did partner react,

was it planned or impulsive,

immediate arrangements made for children and
reasons,

nature of contacts between parents after
separation,

considerations of reconciliation,

how each parent dealt with separation,
child(ren)'s reactions,

contacts between child(ren) and other parent,
how were visiting arrangements made,

were the arrangements maintained,

amount of conflict between parents regarding
the children,

other unresolved issues: property, maintenance,
lawyer and court involvement,

their experience with this,

other changes in their life since separation,
e.g. career, family, relationships.

Children:

A.

Needs:

- general description of child(ren)'s personality,
- school behaviours and performance,

- health,

- peer relationships,

- interests and activities,



viii)

ix)

- disciplines and rules,

- schedules and routines, e.g., ask the client
to outline a typical day,

- sharing of discipline between parents.

Relationships:

- children among themselves,

- with each parent,

- with step—parent(s),

- with extended family,

- with step-siblings or half-siblings,

-~ child(ren) 's knowledge and involvement in
custody and/or access issue.

- MOST IMPORTANT: how each child relates
to this parent.

Position towards custody and/or access issue:

reason for issue,

their parenting strengths and weaknesses,
other parent's strengths and weaknesses,
custody and access arrangement of their choice

Preparation for home visit with children:

what do the child{(ren) know about custody/access

dispute,

how will they introduce investigator to child(ren),
opportunity to work with parents around:
clarifying situation for children, bringing some
reassurance for children,

inform parent(s) about purpose of home visit,
parent told that he/she is in control of what
happens during home visit,

encouraged to maintain as much routine as
possible,

everyone who lives in the home is expected

to be there.

NOTE :

Purpose of home visit:

a)

b}

c)
d)

Opportunity to see family interacting in
their enviromnment, therefore be able to
assess relationships as closely as possible.
A more comfortable setting for children:
child(ren)'s bedroom - theixr own turf,
adeguacy of it.

Adequacy of personal surroundings.

Setting in which children are interviewed.



If either parent has a new partner, that person is
asked to attend an interview since he or she, ultimately, may be
a presence in the life of the children. Typical guestions asked
this person are:
~background history: family, former relationships,
children, health,
-perception of present relationship,
~relationship with each child,
-perception of his/her role with child(ren) whose custody
or access is being contested,

-perception and feelings about other parent,
—relationship with their own ex-spouse if applicable.

The parents are asked to suggest other persons whom the
investigator may speak to about the family: i.e., relatives, friends,
employers, ministers, neighbors, -teachers, doctors, etc. They are
asked to sign a release of information form (appendix IV) for any
professional reference they nominate. The parents’'choice of references
is often significant; i.e., all references are family members,
none are family members, members of the other parent's family,
people who know little about parenting. Some references are biased.
They think they have been nominated to do a job; i.e. to praise
one parent and vilify the other. Their comments are not helpful to
the investigator. On the other hand, some references are gquite im-~
partial and maintain focus on the children's needs. Indeed, some
may be quite critical of the parent who nominated them. References
are usually asked:

- How long have they known the parents?

= Which family members do they know?

- In what context?

- Have they seen children with parents?

= General description of parenting styles.

= Would they leave their own children with parent?

~ Specific questions: affection, attention, involve-

ment, discipline, general care, routine and chores,
extra-curricular activities, common interests of
children and parents, nature of relationship between

parents and children.
= Check some information that has been provided by the



parents - ask if reference has been exposed to this,
e.g., reactions to weekend visits.

- Their impressions of children's development: how
they managed separation, changes emotionally and
behaviourally.

— Their impression on how parent is restructuring his/her
life.

~- Invitation of general and final comment
allows for information that investigator was not
suspecting - sometimes telling of reference's bias.

Their responses can often confirm the investigator's assessment or
indicate a need to look closely at some elements and possibly re—
view conclusions already made. The school is a valuable source of
information about peer relationships of the children, activity,
participation, punctuality, behavioural problems or changes, groom-

ing and cleanliness, parental participation, etc.

At the conclusion of the first interview, a home visit
is arranged. The counsellor will use this visit to observe the
interaction between parent and child; +to assess parenting skills,
strengths and weaknesses; to see first hand and in a natural
setting the parent's ability to focus on the children's needs and
to measure the effort and energy put forth to satisfy them; to
discern how appropriate and effective is the parent's control and
discipline and, finally, to assess the quality of the children's
relationship with one another.

To gather a sense of how the family lives and to discern
whether or not the children are oriented to the house, the
investigator usually asks the children to show him around. Approxi-
mately one-half hour is spent alone with the children, the younger
children in a group and the older children individually. It is
important that this interview take place on the child's turf,
usually in his bedroom or in the yard. He is asked about daily

routine in the home, in the school and while in the care of the



babysitter. He is encouraged to express his own perceptions of

the conflict in the home and how it effects him. The investigator
will ask how he thinks his parents and siblings are doing and what he
thinks of changes in the family: i.e., new members and new
routines. The most important source of information is the investi-
gator's experience with the family; i.e., what the members do and
say, how they act in one another's presence and how they deal with
the incidents of daily life. 2ll children over three years of age
are interviewed and the thoughts and fears that those too young

and inarticulate to express themselves are inferred from drawings
they make and games they play at the suggestion of the investigator.
Custody and access issues are addressed directly only to élder
children. Younger children are not asked which parent they prefer
because that question forces them to make a choice they often don't
wish to make. Furthermore, they may well give an answer today that
is different from the answer they would have given yesterday or
might give tomorrow.

The investigator then sets about interpreting all the
information gathered in an attempt to develop an accurate assess-
ment of the family's condition and to recommend to the Court a
living arrangement that will best meet the children's physical
and emotional needs and yet preserve and enhance the child's re-
lationship with each parent. At this point, parents are sometimes
interviewed again, separately or together, to confirm assessment,
to confront some issues, to observe open-mindedness and readiness
to change or to clarify some points that remain ambiguous. The
investigator will express his opinion to the parents and reveal his
recommendations, hoping that it will have some therapeutic value
in terms of feedback on their parenting skills and weaknesses and
pointing out to them how their behaviour is contributing to the
child's difficulty.



The report is then written, a copy sent tc the parents'
lawyers and a copy placed on the Court file. A typical example of
this report is attached as appendix V.

What appears to be a most useful adjunct to the decision-
making process in custody cases is not without its critics. The
Saskatchewan Law Reform Commission sounded a warning in a 1980
report:

"The use of investigation and assessment is a valuable
adjunct to established procedures to permit the judge to adequately
protect the interests of children in custody disputes. 1In principle,
investigation and assessment can be compatible with a proﬁedural
system which adequately protects the rights of litigants, but
there is a danger that a court with power to order investigations
and assessments may come to rely too heavily on its own witnesses,
undermining what is of value in the established procedural frame-
work.,

While critics doubt the fact-gathering capacity of the
adversary system in custody matters, in some contexts it is pro-
bably more effective than a system based on investigations ordered
by the court. The evidence before the court in purely adversarial
proceedings is limited to what the parties seek to introduce in
their own interests, but the system does make it likely that no
relevant and admissible evidence which may be of benefit to either
party is overlooked. Neither judge nor investigator is apt to have
the same concern for thoroughness in particular cases as the
parties and their counsel. The unfortunate results which could
follow are obvious. For example, in a recent child protection
hearing in Ontario, a child was returned to its parents, only to
die as a result of child abuse within a week. The judge frankly
admitted that he had relied on the evidence of a social worker who
recommended return of the child to its parents; the social worker
found that, faced with a heavy caseload, she had not adequately



reviewed the case before testifying. In addition, any curtailment
of the rights of the parties to make their cases as fully as the
resources at their command permit is apt to lead to over-reliance
On experts. Henry H. Foster, Jr. in a perceptive article on
alternatives to the adversarial process indicates the way in which
over-reliance on expert testimony led to a custody order which

proved disastrous in practice. He comments that:

The major reason is the process was not truly an

- adversary one. Counsel for both mother and father
deferred to the experts. Instead of a contest the
proceeding resembled a seminar. Cross-examination
was minimal. Significant facts and circumstances
were never developed. . . . The same sort of contamination
of the adversary process occurred in the famous case of
Painter v. Bannister.There Dr. Glen R. Hawkes, a child
psychologist, was the only expert witness appearing in
the case. Dr. Hawkes and I were later on a panel which
discussed Painter vs. Bannister. . . . There was no
meaningful cross—examination, Dr. Hawkes was permitted
to ramble, and as he put it, he had said "many things
I had not intended to say", and engaged in a free-
wheeling discussion and a lot of conjecture.

It should be noted that Mr. Foster does not attempt to attack the
value of expert witnesses in custody proceedings. But experts are
not infallible, and may appear to the court to speak authoritative-
ly on questions about which there is no consensus in their

profession. As Mr. Foster notes:

The impartiality of most experts is also in doubt. My

good friend, Dr. Milton Helpern, says there is no such
thing as an "impartial expert”. . . . Even a court's
so-called "impartial expert", who is said to be "draped
with the mantle of infallibility" is bound to have a
personal bias, and when the question asked calls for

a political or social judgment or conclusion . . .

usually the expert answgys on the basis of a private rather
than an expert opinion.

(21 "Trial of Custody Issues and Alternatives to the Adversary
Process", in Baxter and Eberts, The Child and the Courts,
Toronto 1968,



There is a place for court-orde:zd investigations and
assessments in the trial of custody issues, but care must be taken
to ensure that the use of investigators and experts does not under-
mine rules of procedure and evidence designed to permit the parties
to test all the evidence on which the decision will be based through
Cross-examination and the testimony of their own witnesses. From
that point of view, such procedures as the informal use of assess-
ment services adopted in the Hamilton Unified Family Court should
be avoided. 1In that Court, a report delivered to the judge may be
read by the Jjudge, but not placed in evidence or parts of the report
withheld from evidence. Such a practice denies the parties an
opportunity to effectively make their cases. The court sﬁould not
have access to investigative reports or other material not in
evidence and subject to cross-examination. The rules of evidence
should be observed in all cases in which a custody dispute comes to
a trial of the issue. Such a requirement is necessary not only to
protect the rights of the parties, but also to ensure that evidence
contained in investigative reports and assessments is thoroughly
scrutinized in the proceedings. Reliance on evidence not avail-
able to the parties, and not subject to cross-—-examination invites
capricious and uncritical decision-makeing.

The usual powers to control evidence in the Hamilton
Family Court appear to have been adopted for two reasons. First,
permitting the judge to determine what portions of investigative
reports should be available to the parties allows him to act as
a sort of filter, preventing irrelevant or highly prejudicial
evidence of little value from being received in the proceedings.
Such a approach, it is argued, avoids consideraticn of evidence
which would encourage unproductive conflict between the parties.
That goal was achieved in the Edmonton Family Court by appointment
of an amicus curiae, a lawyer to whom the investigators report
in the first instance. He can filter the evidence and determine

how much of it should be introduced in the child's interests. The
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Commission doubts, however, whether any filter is required.
Professionals called upon to prepare investigative reports for the
court should be left to determine what is necessary to make an
assessment which will be of value to the court. Support personnel
should be expected to give careful attention to the format and
contents of reports intended for use in the court. If the support
service personnel approach their task with an understanding of the
role of the reports they prepare in court proceedings, there should
be little substantial danger that they will be unable to control
the contents of reports to meet the court's needs. Practice in

the Saskatoon Court supports this conclusion. Reports prepared

for that court are filed with court without any preliminary pro-
cedure. Court counsellors have spent considerable effort developing
a standard format for the report which focuses attention on the
custody guidelines contained in The Infants Ac¢t, and the needs of

the court.®

Despite the concerns expressed, the Commission

recommended:

1. The court should have jurisdiction to direct that an
investigation and assessment be undertaken for the
court by child care professionals, including social
workers, psychiatrists, and psychologists
designated by the court.

2 (al Evidence of child care professionals undertaking
an investigation and assessment for the court should
be admissible by way of written report available
to the parties at a reasonable time prior to its
admission as evidence.

(b) The person who prepares a report for the court
should be available for cross—examination on the
report on the motion of counsel.

(c} Reports of child care professionals designated
by the court should be admissible without proof of
the qualifications of the maker of the report,
unless counsel raises the issue of gualification
upon cross—examination.
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A second problem relates to the status of the
investigator's written report as evidence. Although rule 25 of
the Saskatchewan Unified Family Court Rules provides that the
Court "may receive evidence resulting from the investigation" and
that "the person making such an investigation shall file a report
of the investigation", there is no legislative provision that makes
the report itself admissible evidence in the same manner as written
reports of duly qualified medical practioners are admissible
"without proof of qualification" under section 32 of The Saskatchewan
Evidence Act. The Law Reform Commission recommended that an
analogous mechanism be adopted to permit introduction of reports
prepared by social workers, psychologists, other childcare pro-
fessionals and psychiatrists in custody matters. Todate, no
legislative action has resulted. Failing legislative action, the

Court of Appeal may one day be called upon to address the problem.

The position is not so unclear in Ontario. Section 28(4)
of The Child Welfare Act, R.S.0. 1980, c. 66, gives the court,in
child protection proceedings, a mandate to "consider . . . any
statement or report whether oral or written . . . that the Court
may consider relevant to such consideration . . . .". Yet in
CCAS, Metro Toronto v. T, (1984) 46 C.P.C. 34, Nasmith, J. of the
Ontario Provincial Court, after recognizing "a trend toward a

relatively liberal view about admitting evidence in cases involving
child welfare rather than excluding it for technical reasons or

in borderline situations . . . ." refused admission of a social
worker's affidavit, intended to streamline his evidence, because
such admission might permit hearsay. A similar reluctance to
violate the hearsay rule was demonstrated by the Manitoba Court of
Appeal in Jandrisch v. Jandrisch, 16 R.F.L. (2d) 239, when it
refused to admit part of a social worker's home study report.

Furthermore, admission of a custody report may be resisted
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on the ground that it is nothing more than an opinion of sameone

not qualified as an expert. Traditionally, under the common law,
with the sole exception of expert testimony, opinions by witnesses
are not admissible. Qualifying a social worker as an "expert
witness" is not without difficulty. When the witness to be gualified
is a medical doctor, ié is not difficult to deem him qualified
without an inquiry since all persons who are permitted to practice
medicine have clear and established qualifications. The same cannot
be said for social workers. Determining whether or not a person

who works as a social worker has adequate gqualifications to be
qualified as an expert witness, may be difficult. Therefore, the
Law Reform Commission has called upon the Legislature to @rovide
that where no application is made to require the maker of a custody
report to be called as a witness, the report will be accepted in
evidence without proof of qualification.

The expert witness problem was side-stepped cleverly
by Collins, J. in Hamilton v. Hamilton, (1983) 50 B.C.L.R. 104
who concluded that a court-appointed investigator under The Family

Relations Act, R.S5.B.C. 1979, is not an expert witness but,

instead, has a unique status:

"In my view, the attempt to characterize Ms. Karnouk

as either an '‘expert' or an ‘ordinary' witness, with
the implication that she would thereafter be con-
strained by the evidentiary limitations of one or the
other accepted class, is misguided. It is true that,
historically, witnesses have been so divided but that
does not prevent the statute from introducing a new
type which does not fit within either category . . . .

I an prepared to accept hearsay from a Family Court
counsellor, because I do not see how she could report
the results of her investigation to the court under
s. 15(2) without getting into it.”
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The same attitude was demonstrated by Cameron, J. of

the Newfoundland Unified Family Court in Ammon v. Ammon (1984),
47 N.F,L.D. and P.E.I.R. 176, who, after admitting into evidence
a written custody report, said:

"... By the very nature of such inguiries one must
expect that hearsay evidence will be tendered or used
to form opinions. The weight to be given such reports
is to be determined by the judge having regard to the
source of such information and the nature of the
allegation.™

CONCLUSIONS:

Despite the concern of some counsel and some judges
about evidentiary problems, custody investigations have performed
a very useful role in the resolution of conflict. Some
practitioners in the Unified Family Court in Saskatoon regard the
process of investigation as more important than the result. That
conclusion seems supported by the fact that approximately 90% of
custody disputes referred to an investigator are resolved by
agreement rather than by judicial decree.
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=8 Saskatchewan Unified Family Court 224k4th AveCnue gouth
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jmfffz': Social Services Saskatoo
APPENDIX 1
Dear

RE: Yourself wvs.
Qustody/Access Investigation Ordered On
U.F.C. No.

This is to confirm that we have received the order of
The Honourable Justice to do a custody/access
investigation in this matter. We have placed your case on our waiting
list ard will ke assigning it for investigation in due course.

In the meantime, I would like to invite you to attend at
our office to talk about the nature of the custody/access investigation
process and the alternative of mediating your dispute. If you decide
to mediate your dispute, the precess could start almost immediately.

I have arranged for a time to see you on ’
;19 , at at my office. If this is
not a convenient time for you, could you please call me to arrange a
more suitable time. I have enclosed my card.:

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Counsellor

/vb
Enclosure
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APPENDIX 1II

Dear

As you know a custody/access investigation wes )
ordered by this Court on , regarding your
child(ren)

I am writing to advise that I have been requested tc camlete
this investigation and that I am ready to proceed.

Would you please contact me at your earliest
convenience to arrarge for an interview. (My card is enclosed.)
I have enclosed a Personal Information questionnaire regarding
you and your family. I would ask that you fill in the form
ard bring it with you to your first appointment.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Counsellor

Enclosures
cc
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T APPENDIX TII
PERSONAL, INFORMATTION
I. INFORMATION ON YOURSELF
Name:
Your Present Address: .
Telephone: Home = ; Work =
Name and Address of Place of Employrent

Educational Background:
Present Profession, Trade or Occupations

Religion: Date of Birth: S = o ¢

Location of Birth: : ‘

Your Parents

Mother (if living) Father (if living)
Name s . Name:

Address: 2Address:

- Age:' Age:

Your Brothers and Sisters
Name Age Address




II.

INFORMATION ON YOUR CURRENT S

* % *.*-* * *x * * ';--* * * *‘* *;* e P el W A e PO S

POUSE OR COMMON-LAW PARTNER

(Fill in this section

only if it applies to you)

Name:
Address:
'I’eleph)ne: Hame - ; Work -
Name and Address of Place of Employment : : ; gesn

Educational Background:

Present Profession, Trade or Occupation:

Wi?;aligion :

" Location of Birth:

Date of Birth:

Circumstances under which you met this present spouse or cammon-law partner:

Length of Your Courtship:
Date of Your Marriage/Cammon-Law Union:

Does Your Spouse or Camon-Law Partner have children fram previous

- relationships?

- — Names.

Ages

Location

e
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III. YOUR PREVIOUS RELATIONSHIPS

A. Name of Parent of child/ren involved in the custody and/or access dispute:

Circumstances under which you met the parent of the. child/ren involved
in the custody/access dispute:

L
7 " Length of Courtship With Parent: 1
777 pate of Marriage or Cammon-Law Union With Parent of child/ren Imvolved '
in this dispute: 5
- " Residential Addresses While Married to or Living With the Parent of
Child whose custody and/or access is being disputed: ;,
2) S §
== _3T_-._ | —§
Separation fram the parent of. the child/ren involved in this dispute: - F .
(LJ.st all separations that have occured in your relationship with the !
parent of the child/ren involved in this dispute -— Please indicate I’
dates and duration). ,
1)
""" 2) . -
) 3) =
4) | z
6)



.}_
- . L
Page 3 i
~ B. Other Marriage(s) or Conmon-law Unions: (to wham and dates) F
- 1) i -
2)
:
o X k¥ * X k ¥ k¥ kX k ¥ ¥ kX k¥ k X * * *k *x * - :
III. CHILDREN
A Children Involved in the Custody and/or Access Dispute:
Name ) Date of School Attended & Name of
Birth Grade Teacher
1)
2)
et s
= 5 ——
- 5)
6)
Children of Other Relationships (please specify which: wlationship)
Name Date of Relationship
== ' Birth -
) 1) >
3) B
- 4)
5)



Name Phone No. Relationship
_—
e i P
j ¥
e ey e e e . %
. =8
miesEa— i
:
b
Xk kK Kk K Rk K kKK I kKKK ;
V. lawyer Acting For You In This Matter:
Name:
Firm:

IV. List people wham you think should be contacted.
provide information on yourself and/or the child/ :
is being contested. These may be people of the cl
relatives, physicians or other professicnals, etc.

********************

- e e e

s

*

These people should be able to
en whose custody and/or access
ergy, friends, neighbours,
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APPENDIX Iv

AUTHORIZATION FOR RELFASE CF INFORMATICN

TO WHOM IT MAY QCONCERN:
RE: vS.

Custody/Access Investigation :
S Ordered by a Judge of the Unified Familv Court

I, the undersigned, hereby consent to the release by
“you, of any information concerning myself, that may be in your

» posséssion to the Counselling department of the Unified Family Court.

I understand that this information may be used by the
invesﬁc_:}ator in formulating recammendations to the Court

- —— - _.___concerning custody of, and/or access to my child(ren). - _

It is further acknowledged that a photocopy of this
release shall be sufficient evidence of the contents of the

of the original and shall be binding as against myself.

Witness: Signed:




