PERMANENCY PLANNING HEARING MCR 3.976
SCAO Form JC 19

PROCEDURAL ISSUES
· Must hold the hearing:
· If the court found that reasonable efforts were not required to prevent removal, within 28 days of that finding.
· Within 12 months of placing child in foster care and at least once every 12 months thereafter.    
· Was legally sufficient notice sent to the necessary parties? (Agency, person/institution with custody, parent, guardian, or legal custodian, guardian ad litem, L-GAL, attorneys, prosecuting attorney, child aged 11+, tribe, Indian custodian, foster or pre-adoptive parents, relative caregiver, or any other person the court is required to notify.)
· If there is only one respondent parent, what is the status of the other parent? What specific steps has the agency taken to locate and engage the other parent?
· Has the child been consulted in a developmental appropriate manner?
· The court must return the child to the parent unless the return would cause a substantial risk of harm to the child’s life, physical health, or mental well-being.  
SAFETY & WELL BEING ISSUES 
· Have the caseworker and L-GAL visited the home and found the child safe and well cared for?
· Are the child’s physical, mental health, and educational needs being met? What services have been provided?  Progress?

· Have there been any instances of abuse/neglect while the child has been under court jurisdiction?
· Has the child changed placements since the last court hearing? Reasons for any move.  
· Court review of Updated Services Plan/Parent-Agency Treatment Plan. Did the parent(s)/child age 11+ sign the treatment plan?
PERMANENCY ISSUES
· What is the child’s permanency plan? Reunification, adoption, guardianship, placement with a fit and willing relative, Another Permanent Planned Living Arrangement.  Concurrent plans? What is the anticipated date of permanency?
· What are the child’s views on permanency? 
· What specific services have been made available to the family? Are the parents participating?

· If reunification is the plan: 
· Has the parent removed the safety barriers in his or her home that led to the removal?

· Would returning the child home cause a substantial risk of harm to the child’s life, physical health, or mental well-being?  
· Is the child having frequent visitation with the parent?

· What are the specifics of the reunification plan (increased visits, involvement of extended family, specific time frames, plan to prepare child and foster provider, plan to prepare family and home for child’s return, in-home safety plan, and role for active safety plan management by agency)?

· If the conditions or circumstances have not been corrected:
· What specific dangers would the child encounter if returned home?
~over~

· What are the compelling reasons for continuing towards reunification? (e.g., child placed with relative, parents not provided appropriate services in timely manner.) 
· Did the parent substantially comply with the case service plan? If not, how much time was given to complete the service plan? Other barriers?
· If reunification is no longer the plan, state the reasons why and list the new permanency plan.
· If APPLA is the plan:

· Has the caseworker provided a written, supervisor-approved, long term plan for the child that the court also believes is appropriate?
· Has an adult signed an agreement to continue regular and positive contact with the child?
REQUIRED JUDICIAL FINDINGS/DECISIONS/ORDERS
· Determine if the child can be returned home under the court’s jurisdiction, or if the case should be dismissed.
· Determine if parental progress is sufficient to continue toward reunification. Should another permanency plan be considered? 
· If the child has been in foster care for 15 out of the most recent 22 months, order the agency to initiate termination of parental rights or document the compelling reasons why termination is not in the child’s best interests.
· Determine if reasonable efforts have been made to achieve the permanency plan (or active efforts in the case of an Indian child). Describe the efforts.
· Specify the compelling reasons if the permanency plan is Another Planned Permanent Living Arrangement (APPLA). Describe the alternative plan.
· Continue to place the child with DHS for care and supervision.
· Schedule next hearing.
PLACEMENT ISSUES
· Have the non-custodial parent and other relatives (both paternal and maternal) been identified and considered for placement? What efforts has the worker taken to locate and engage them?
· Has the putative father been advised of his right to establish legal paternity? 
· Is the child placed where he/she can maintain school placement and other important family and social connections?
· Is the “Indian child” placed in compliance with ICWA placement preferences? 
· Does the child have siblings who are already in foster care? If so, can the children be placed together?
PARENTING TIME
The court should order parenting time and sibling visitation in a frequency and duration appropriate to maintain the parent-child and/or sibling bond. 
· Is allowable contact clearly defined in the order, including e-mail, text messages, and phone contact?
· Are there reasons not to include the parent(s) at appointments, school, and church events? 
· Are the requirements and logistics for parenting time and contact provided in writing to the parent(s) and other visitation participants? Are the plans clear to all participants?
· Are participants clear that parenting time cannot be used as a punishment or reward?
· Can parenting time occur at a location other than the agency?

· If the child has regular contact with other relatives or siblings, does the parenting time plan contemplate that continued visitation?
· Is parenting time and sibling visitation occurring consistent with the needs of the child?  
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