KEY TALKING POINTS – Bill #1049
Section 1: Registration Fee
· Attorneys in the state of Connecticut pay an annual occupational tax in the amount of $565.00 (Form 472 Attorney Occupational Tax Return) and a Client Security Fund fee in the amount of $75.00.  An additional registration fee for attorneys who are willing to take AMC or GAL cases in family court will result in fewer qualified attorneys taking these appointments.

· Attorneys who accept indigent cases through the Office of the Chief Public Defender are only paid $500 per client.  An additional fee imposes an undue hardship on those attorneys who are already limited in number.

· 76% of GALs were paid at sliding scale rates last year, which is well below average for private attorneys.
Section 2: Aggrieved Parties and Civil Action

· ag·grieved:  adjective. feeling resentment at having been unfairly treated.  

· Most people leave family court feeling aggrieved and ANY of those people could bring a civil action against a GAL based purely on the outcome of the case.

· This is NOT an action for malpractice; it is a civil case and, in all likelihood, CLC and staff would not be covered by professional liability insurance.

· The resulting vulnerability would make it impossible to advocate wholly for the best interest of the child without weighing the possible personal ramifications.  
· This is an incentive to already conflict addicted parents to start a new conflict and lawsuit.

· No CLC staff member would be immune from a personal law suit and could personally lose everything they have to a disgruntled parent.

· No CLC attorney (or any competent attorney for that matter) would be willing to handle cases anymore.

· THIS LEGISLATION COULD CAUSE CHILDREN’S LAW CENTER TO CLOSE ITS DOORS OR, AT THE VERY LEAST, END OUR LEGAL REPRESENTATION PROGRAM.
Section 3:  Therapy and Evaluations

· Therapy and evaluations are different and should not be grouped together.

· Evaluations are completed by impartial and objective evaluators, not service providers.

· The essence of court evaluation is that one person sees everyone in the family, does appropriate testing in that context, and observes interactions between family members.

· Everyone choosing their own evaluator defeats the purpose; makes evaluation useless

· Evaluators have special training and experience; not every mental health professional can be an evaluator.

· Family Court files are open to the public; having reports in file puts sensitive information into the public realm.

Section 4: Substitution language to an already existing statute which will limit the testimony and overall role of a GAL

· GAL is the appropriate person to exercise or waive the child’s privilege.
· The only motion a GAL can currently file is a Motion for a Case Status Conference which allows the GAL to bring an issue to the attention of the Court and seek guidance.  
· Child’s therapist as a witness compromises the child’s confidentiality and therapeutic relationship.
· Because low income families cannot afford the fees of having a medical professional testify, the Courts would have limited/incomplete information on which to base decisions.

· Further limits the role of GALs: our job has been to collect data from all sources to provide the court with a complete picture of the issues and facts about a family, but if professionals must be called in to testify, it diminishes the need for the GAL and increases the costs to the litigants.
· Essentially the beginning of the end for comprehensive representation of children in family court.
