


EVALUATOR, AND (3) CONTINUANCE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARING” ( ), as 

follows: 

1. Exhibit A shows that all of the  show that Mother is an 

attentive and loving parent and there are NO parenting concerns for Mother or 

Mother’s home. 

2. Exhibit B shows that all of the  show that Mother is an attentive and 

loving parent and that there are NO parenting concerns for Mother. 

3. Exhibit C shows that Mother   

because she was determined to not be a danger to herself or others. 

4. Exhibit D shows that Mother promptly followed up with her primary care provider 

the day after  . 

5. Exhibit E shows that Mother continued to follow up with her primary care provider 

after   

6. Exhibit F shows that Mother has regularly followed up with her personal therapist, 

, and that  has concluded that Mother is not a danger to 

herself or others, and that she has the necessary skills to lovingly and 

competently parent her daughters. 

7. In addition, I have communicated with  the coparenting therapist 

selected by Petitioner  (“Petitioner” or “Father”).   has 

verified that Mother has cooperated with  requests and 

recommendations and that does not have an objection to Mother having 

unsupervised time to care for her daughters. 



As shown in the material supporting this reply and opposition, there is no factual 

basis for any of the foregoing requests.  Mother has followed the recommendations of 

the treating professionals, including the co-parenting counselor selected by Father, and 

her own treating professionals and all have concluded that she is not a danger to herself 

or others.  Mother has had numerous supervised visits and there are absolutely no 

concerns regarding her parenting abilities, her home, or her ability to provide a safe 

home.  To the contrary, there is ample evidence that Mother is a capable and loving 

parent who is in good mental health and whose home is a healthy and safe place for her 

daughters to reside.   

Second, Father waived these requests when he agreed to set the matter for 

evidentiary hearing.  This matter came for initial hearing on .  At that time 

Father did not make any of the foregoing requests.  Since that time, Mother has 

cooperated with the co-parenting counselor selected by Father and there have been 

ample supervised visits.  The counseling and visits have not provided any basis for new 

concerns.  Therefore, there is no legitimate basis to make these requests at this time.  

To the contrary, the only basis for these requests is a bad faith attempt to delay the 

proceedings.  

Third, there are no funds to pay for any of these services.  On  

Father claimed that he could not afford to pay for half of the costs of the supervised 

visits.  The experts that Father is now requesting are far more expensive than the cost 

of the supervised visits. If Father has the funds for these experts, he should be paying 

for at least half of the costs of the supervised visits. 












