IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI

In re the marriage of

)

Amanda R. Lagares And

)

Dennis A. Lagares Jr

)
)

AMANDA R. ROLLINS (FNA LAGARES) )
PETITIONER,

)

)

Case No: lOCM-DR00195-03

)
DENNIS A LAGARES JR

)

RESPONDENT,

)

MOTION FOR DISQULIFYING AND REMOVAL OF GAL, MOTION FOR
SANCTIONS,MOTION

TO QUASH, MOTION FOR INIFECTIVE COUNCIL MOTION FOR
CONTINUANCE

Comes now Respondent, Dennis A Lagares Jr, Pro Se. and moves the Court to enter its Order for
disqualifying and removing Brad York, said GAL on the basis found here in as follows.

1.

His honor Judge Koeppen Knowingly and improperly appointed an
unqualified guardian ad litem (Brad York) for the minor children of this case,
from an unknown to Respondent, manufactured list, that is not a list on file
with the Camden County Circuit Clerks office, the list to Duly appoint a GAL
for the Camden County Circuit Court that is maintained on file in the Camden
County Circuit Clerks office is in itself deficient, is a list that is to be
composed of individuals meeting all the qualifications, including having on

file the affidafits that comply with the the implementation Plan of 26th
Judicial Circuit, the Mo. Supreme Court and the Missouri Legislature.

2.

This appointment by Judge Keoppen, from a manufactured list as stated
above, brought fraud upon this court and the Respondents minor children,
Leaving them without appropriate representation of their interest in all actions
pending in this court.

3.

Said actions are in violation pursuant to the rules set forth by Missouri
Supreme Court also in violation of number 2 and also 4 of the implementation
plan for the 26TH Judicial Circuit put in place by Presiding Judge of the 26TH
District of Missouri, on 4/27/11.

4.

Brad York brought fraud upon this court and the minor children, by accepting
the appointment of guardian ad litem knowing he was not qualified pursuant
to the above-mentioned.

5.

In the implementation Plan for the 26th Judicial Circuit, Presiding Judge in

the first Paragraph, specifically states, "In recognizing that Missouri children
have the right to adequate and effective representation in child welfare cases,
the 26th Judicial Circuit provides the following as a plan for implementation of
the guardian ad litem standards".

6.

Because the 26th Presiding Judge is authorized to implement a higher standard
than the Missouri Legislator and the Mo. Supreme Court, the higher standard
must be met. (The 26th district implementation Plan is the higher Standard) as
2

sited in Lagares v Camdenton R-III School District.

However, the standard

implemented by the Circuit Court of Camden County can be and is higher
than the Missouri Legislature or the Mo. Supreme Court Rules, and because
such emphases was placed on the Missouri Children having a right to
adequate and effective representation by the higher standard all paragraphs 16 must be followed and implemented in order for a child to receive adequate
and effective representation, thus Brad York did not adhere to the 26th Judicial
implementation Plan resulting in Respondents minor children having
inadequate and ineffective representation in all matters and orders issued and
all matters pending before this court where Respondents children interest and
Respondents interest are concerned.

2. His honor allowed said GaL Brad York to make recommendations

for the

minor children, petitioner and respondent in said case, in violation of the
above mentioned.

3.

Judge Koeppen merged the Judicial and Executive Branches and allowed in
Violation of the Missouri Constitution Article II THE DISTRIBUTION OF
POWERS SECTION 1 by merging together the Judicial Branch and the
Executive to act as one Department of Government-the political subdivision
of the state The Children Family Services Division, and Brad York delegate
his duties to be shared with the Executive branch, to share data and
communications outside the appropriately convened and noticed

4. Then his honor relied heavily on said recommendations resulting in ruling's

being made by his honor including but limited to abolishing the previous court
ordered medical treatments and doctors, medical plans educational treatment
plans, Psychological treatment and doctors, and educational professionals,
causing medical and psychological damage to the minor children and
Respondent.

5. Secretly Joining the Executive Branches of the State of Missouri the political
subdivision of Division of Family Services the Division of Social Services to
share illegally and Manufactured Data and testimony in secret and in
violations of Civil Procedure rules of evidence and in secret as evidenced, by
e-mails communications with the Executive Branch of Government political
subdivision Division of Family Service directly to His Honor Judge Koeppen,
which incorporated Manufactured and shared Data from the Department of
Elementary and Secondary -political Subdivision the Lebanon R-III school
District, constructing temporary orders and other medical, educational,
psychological treatment for said minor children and severing the Respondents
Fundamental Parental Rights to his children and severing the children's rights
to their Father.

5. His honor refused to have a hearing on removal and to disqualify said GAL for
conflict of interest, and other violations and allowed said GAL, Brad York, to
remain in case with a conflict of interest against protest of respondent which said
potential conflict was addressed and validated in another case, by another Judge

in the 26th Judicial district and Brad York was not appointed in that case. Brad
York didn't disclosed said contlict of interest of his wife works in the department
which respondent filed official complaints with the Executive Branch the MO
DESE and was in litigation with his wife's department and direct bosses, in
Lagares v Lebanon R-III School District. Thus Brad York had a financial and
interest of how this case Lagares (Rollins) v Lagares concludes if in Lagares V
Lebanon cases, if his wife and the school was found in the wrong it would directly
affect Brad York's monies and his wives job and monies.
MOTIONS FOR SANCTIONS

WHEREFORE, Respondent prays for an Order of this Court granting Sanctions by
Immediately removing Brad York from all the cases pending before the this court and
report him to the Missouri bar for bringing fraud upon the court and extorting monies
from the respondent also in essence the recommendations in kidnapping the minor
children from the respondent in this case knowing he was not properly appointed to the
case pursuant to the rules set forth by the Missouri Supreme Court and the
implementation plan for the 26TH judicial circuit and for misrepresenting his self, also
for said GAL not removing himself from the cases and failure to disclose a contlict of
interest and not removing himself as guardian ad litem for the minor children, and by
the striking of all the pleadings, recommendations, witness he communicated with, as
guardian ad litem, and by barring the Brad York to present any evidence or assert any
claims or defenses relating to the subject matter of GAL; to order Brad York to pay the
reasonable expenses, including attorney fees, incurred in obtaining this Order; and for

such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. All sanctions are just
and proper because Brad York was not a dully-appointed GAL thus he cannot be
afforded any immunity that may have been afforded to him under the GAL title.

Motion to Ouash

Respondent move this court to quash all communication's

of said GAL, Brad York, may

have had with the parties and their minor children, individuals and/or agencies. Thus including
all of the recommendations, suggestions, opinions, pleadings, and any evidentiary filings, e-mails
from said GAL on the basis that said GAL was not dully appointed as GAL in all matters
pending before this court. Due to his violation of qualifications set forth in the standards of a
GAL to be appointed, also the implementation plan for the 26TH Judicial circuit.

Once Respondents discovery of Brad York's interest in the outcome of Lagares v
Lebanon cases involving Respondents Minor children respondent filed for motion for
disqualification, and on that Day, Brad York recommended and concurred the Kyle Lagares was
a molester and allowed Judge Koeppen to announce in open court that Kyle Lagares was a
molester.

. Brad York cut off all communication and refused to receive any evidence from,

Respondent on behalf of the Minor Children he accepted Gal status for. Brad York refused to

meet with the Children while they were in the custody of Respondent and delegated and relied on
Division of Family services to communicate directly with Judge Koeppen in secret and leaving
the minor children without representation of their interest.

Motions to Quash to be retroactive back to Brad York's first appointment and acceptance as
GAL in the Camden County Circuit Court in any and all matters before this court.

MOTION FOR INEFFECTIVE COUNCIL AND MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE
Respondent moves this court to inter findings of ineffective council on the basis of said council
Christopher M Rohrer. Counsel's performance was deficient and prejudiced defendant said
counsel wrote that respondent was a conspiracy theory guy, see attached email. Counsel's
serious errors deprived respondent of fair trial, said counsel didn't file interrogatories, discovery
or other required filings to petitioner, refused to file motions removing Judge Koeppen from this
case due, including but not limited to the above mentioned actions of Judge Koeppen and
Attorney Brad York, Respondent Counsel failed to file a formal objection to the temporary
orders of the court and Mr. Rohrer sent Respondent a message saying that Judge Koeppen refers
him clients. Attorney Chris Rohrer is on the list provided by the Camden County Circuit Clerks
office to have children referred to him to act as a GAL for children, .

Counsel had conflict of interest in that said counsel was referred clients by Judge Koeppen
which would explain why said council refused to file motions removing Judge Koeppen, for the
judge being prejudice by division of family services case worker, for the judge abolishing the
medical and educational plan and court order without holding and evidentiary hearing and look
at evidence in opposition of the plan and evidence in favor of the special medical plan and
special educational plan court order, consulting with said Doctor's and professionals or at the
very least delegating someone to do so. Respondent prays for this court to order Christopher m
Rohrer to turn over legal chain of emails between Christopher Rohrer and GAL, Brad York,
Christopher Rohrer and Ruth Schulte, Christopher Rohrer and division of farrlily services,
Christopher Rohrer and Kirksey law firm, Christopher Rohrer and Judge Koeppen and if there is
any between Christopher Rohrer and Juvenile and any unknown contact regarding this case or
others pertaining to respondent, Also phone contact logs and any other documents he has in his

possession with in 10 day of this motion being filled so Respondent can effectively represent
himself pro se. In text message Christopher Rohrer admitted that his honor Judge Koeppen knew
about his substance abuse problem, and other addictions and Judge Koeppen did not refer him
for the appropriate programs and allowed Christopher Rohrer to ineffectively and knowing harm
respondent and respondents children, by his actions and inactions.

Respondent has tried on multiple occasions, with out success to obtain the above mentioned
documents to effectively proceed as pro se litigant in all cases pending before this court.

Thus, Respondent will need adequate time once all the above is produced to Respondent to
proceed with all matters pending before this court. Because Your Honor is aware that Attorney
Rohrer has a substance abuse problem, as well as other additions If it takes Attorney Rohrer
longer that 10days as ordered by this court Respondent will have to seek another continuance in
all matters pending before this court.

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE

Respondent moves this court to grant a continuance on the basis of a unqualified GAL pursuant
to the Missouri supreme court rules for GAL's and the implementation plan for the 26TH Judicial
circuit GAL was appointed in violation to the above named rules and plans respondent also

requests that continuance be granted until the respondents motion to disqualify guardian ad litem
filled on 8/20/13 can be conducted.

1.

Pursuant to supreme court rules Appendix C standards with comments for guardians ad
litem in juvenile and family court division matters in that guardian ad litem, Brad York,
does not have the affidavit on file by July 31 ST of the year prior of his appointment for

guardian ad litem. Said GAL is in violation of standard 4.0,10.0,13.0,14.0

also said

GAL is in violation pursuant to the implementation plan for the 26TH judicial circuit
number 2 the judicial officer of each decision shall select and appoint guardians ad litem
for appropriate cases from a list that is developed of qualified attorneys. The list shall be
kept and maintained by the clerk of the civil records at the circuit court. Also number 4.
An affidavit showing proof of training shall be submitted to the clerk of civil records at
the circuit court by guardian ad litem on or before July 31 of each year or as provided by
the guardian ad litem standards. This affidavit shall also acknowledge that the guardian
ad litem has reviewed and is compliant with the guardian ad litem standards. In addition
to these violations said guardian ad litem has a conflict of interest in that he has a
financial interest on how this court case concludes. Respondent would respectfully
request the court to provide Respondent with the list of approved guardian ad litem's that
have all of the paperwork on file pursuant to the rules of the Missouri Supreme Court and
the implementation plan for the 26TH judicial circuit. And be given the time to research
and make the best choice for the best interest of the minor children.

2. Request motion of continuance until this court issues the written findings of facts and
conclusion of law that was filled and requested 8/20/2013 by respondent.

3. Judge Koeppen acting as Judicial Officer of the Court merged the Judicial and Executive
Branch to act as one, to share judicial and executive powers and to communicate
evidence and testimony to deceive respondent, thus bypassing civil procedure of
introducing evidence and witness testimony and to act as one Branch of Government in
violation of the Mo and United States Constitution with the Executive Branch division of

9

family services and case workers, including at one of the court appearances Amy Killion,
offered evidence and was accepted by Judge Koeppen, this evidence was manufactured
evidence that was shared data from the Lebanon School District deceptive practice of
manufacturing and sharing data, DFS Executive Branch was allowed direct and free
access contact bye-mail and phone with the Judicial Officer Judge Koeppen.
Respondent needs at least 3, more likely 4 days to present respondents side of the case
and time to contact/subpoena witnesses and prep for the trial, once all documentation is
received from Attorney Rohrer.

Attached Exhibits 34 pages
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undel'signed hereby certifies
this '2

q

that a tnH' copy of the foregoing was hand delivcJ'cd on

day of April. 2014, to Petitioner's

Attorney Chris Alkn.

attorney of record. Ruth Schulte. Intcnencr

AttOt"lH'\ B,oad , o,-ko
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Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

SMS with Chris Rohrer Cell
dlagaresjr25@gmail.com <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>
To: Chris Rohrer Cell <5734802113@unknown.email>

Fri, Jan 24, 2014 at 5:09 PM

How's it going please give me a call I have something u have to hear what Koeppen said about u in open court.

of

1

4/29/2014

12:30 AM

:Jmail - SMS with Chris Rohrer Cell

https://mail.google.comlmai

I/u/O/?ui =2&ik=b864c42deO&view=pt&c

..

Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

SMS with Chris Rohrer Cell
Chris Rohrer Cell <5734802113@unknown.email>
To: dlagaresjr25@gmail.com

Fri, Jan 24,2014

at 5:17 PM

I am sure it was something about me and KU, drinking, womamizing, or being late. He referrs clients to me, so he I know
he respects my legal abilities b

of

I

4/29/2014 12:28 AM

Jrnail - SMS with Chris Rohrer Cell

https://mai I.google.comlmai l/u/O/?ui=2&ik=b864c42deO&view=pt&c.

Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

SMS with Chris Rohrer Cell
Chris Rohrer Cell <5734802113@unknown.email>
To: dlagaresjr25@gmail.com

Fri, Jan 24,2014

at 5:17 PM

ut he gives me a lot of shit. I am sure whatever he said he has said to me before.
Christopher M. Rohrer

of

1

4/29/2014 12:28 AM

Ulliall - ~110SUDJeC()
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Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

(no subject)
Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>
To: chris <chris@rohrerlawoffice.com>

Thu, Feb 20, 2014 at 9:24 AM

Chris,
After reviewing the documents you gave me Tuesday, many are missing according to the chain of e-mails. Please provide
these Today .
. The e-mail I do have to, from Killion and you, to her to you, states, to not give the reports to me, as this could open up a
can of worms.
I did not see any to york or Ruth.
I did get the e-mail, (So you don't have to send this one), that you sent, stating your guy, is a conspiracy type of guy.

I was given Tuesday, only 2 reports of the in home services by Sandy Doren. And no other reports for other in home
services of any kind weekly report or individual that are conducting these services, Killion claims she sent to you.
Also, from Dec 30th all e-mailed documents to you and from you are missing.
Also, Killion claims she sent you all documents and reports, even before this date, but asked you not to distribute this
evidence to me.
Chris, please send all e-mails and documents you have via e-mail tome.today.aslhave
time is of the essence.

pending motions and court dates,

Thanks
Dennis Lagares jr.

of

1

4/29/2014

I: 08 AM
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Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

(no subject)
Christopher Rohrer <chris@rohrerlawoffice.com>
To: "Dennis Lagares, Jr." <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

Thu, Feb 20,2014

at 10:29 AM

I will go back and see what I got. I put her name in and thought I got them all printed off. The only report I can r.ecall she
asked that I not show you was Amanda's psch eval that I gave to you anyway. I will go back through and have Melissa
check her e-mail too but I don't think she woukd have anything other than what I copied her on ..
[Quoted text hidden]
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4/29/2014

I: 10 AM

Gmail - (no subject)

G~2. iI

https://mail.google.comlmail/ulOl?ui=2&ik=b864c42deO&vi
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Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>

(no subject)
Dennis Lagares Jr <dlagaresjr25@gmail.com>
To: Christopher Rohrer <chris@rohrerlawoffice.com>

Thu, Feb 20, 2014 at 1:50 PM

Thanks Chris, could you also type in York, Allen, Kirksey law Firm, Schulte and others to get those e-mails for me as well.
Thanks
[Quoted text hidden]
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http://www.moga.mo.gov/const/A02001.HTM

Missouri Constitulian
Article II
THE DISTRIBUTION OF POWERS
Section 1
August 28, 2013

Three departments of government--separation of powers.
Section l. The powers of government shall be divided into three distinct departments--the legislative, executive
andjudicial--each of which shall be confided to a separate magistracy, and no person, or collection of persons,
charged with the exercise of powers properly belonging to one of those departments, shall exercise any power
properly belonging to either of the others, except in the instances in this constitution expressly directed or
permitted.
Source: Canst. of 1875, Art. Ill.
(1954) Land Clearance for Redevelopment Law (RSMo, § 99.300 et seq.), does not contravene
Clearance for Redev. Auth., 364 Mo. 974, 270 S.W2d 44.

this provision of the Constitution.

State on Inf. Dalton v. Land

(1960) City ordinance granting commission power to establish parking zones, with their time limitations and fixing the fees therefor to be collected through
parking meters, held invalid as unlawful delegation of legislative power. Automobile Club of Mo. v. City of St. Louis (Mo.), 334 S.W2d 355.
(1970) The courts have inherent authority to employ necessary personnel with which to carry out their functions, to fix compensation
require appropriation and payment therefor. State ex reI. Weinstein v. St. Louis Co. (Mo.), 451 S. W2d 99.

(1976) Portion of statute providing that violation ofmle
power. State v. Raccagno (Mo.), 530 S. W2d 699.

or regulation made pursuant to such statute is a misdemeanor

of these personnel,

is unconstitutional

delegation

and to

of legislative
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Your Missouri Courts

•

THE JUDICIAL BRANCH OF STATE GOVERNMENT

Clerk Handbooks

Supreme Court Rules
Section/Rule:
Subject:

Rule 129 - Rules of Practice and Procedure in
Publication
Date:
Juvenile and Family Court Divisions of The
Circuit Court - Part IV. Rules Relating to Status
and Delinquency Proceedings - Dismissal to Allow
Prosecution Under General Law

Topic:

Appendix C. Standards with Comments for Guardians
ad Litem in Missouri Juvenile and Family Court
Division Matters
Appendix

1 Adopted

129.04 App. C
May 20, 2009

Revised / Effective Date: September 1,2011

C

STANDARDS WITH COMMENTS FOR GUARDIANS AD LITEM IN
JUVENILE AND FAMILY COURT DIVISION MATTERS
STANDARD 1.0 Appointment

of Guardians ad Litem

When appointing a guardian ad litem for a child, the court shall only appoint a lawyer licensed by the
Supreme Court who has completed the training required by these standards.
The court may designate a court appointed special advocate volunteer to assist in the performance of the
guardian ad litem duties for the court as provided by law.
Comment
If the court is presented with a petition or motion to modify under section 211.031.1. RSMo, requesting that a
child be placed in temporary protective custody, the court immediately shall appoint a guardian ad litem for
the child. In all other family law related court matters provided in chapters 210, 452, 453, and 455, RSMo, the
guardian ad litem shall be appointed not later than the first proceeding at which a guardian ad litem is
required by law. The guardian ad litem shall serve until the matter is concluded or as otherwise ordered by
the court.
Lawyers appointed to act as guardians ad litem shall act in accordance with the rules of professional conduct.
A non-lawyer court appointed special advocate volunteer shall not serve as guardian ad litem or provide legal
representation for the child as provided by law.
STANDARD 2.0 Caseloads

~7
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A guardian ad litem has a duty to notify the court if the caseload reaches a level bearing upon the guardian
ad litem's ability to meet these standards or to comply with the ethical standards of the rules of professional
conduct.
Comment
The appointing court is responsible for making certain each lawyer appointed as a guardian ad litem is able to
meet his or her obligations to the child. These obligations include those required under these standards and
those required under the ethical and professional standards of a lawyer.
In making guardian ad litem appointments, each court will be familiar with its jurisdiction, being mindful of the
amount of time that is necessary to perform the guardian ad litem's duties under these standards.
Additionally, the court should take into account if a court appointed special advocate volunteer is available to
assist in the performance of the guardian ad litem duties for the court.
STANDARD 3.0 Independent Judgment of Guardian ad Litem
A guardian ad litem shall be guided by the best interests of the child and shall exercise independent judgment
on behalf of the child in all matters.
Comment
The guardian ad litem must recommend only what is in the best interests of the child on each issue and must
maintain an objectivity that preserves a clear focus on the child's best interests.
The roles of a guardian ad litem and a lawyer for the child are different and must be clearly distinguished. A
guardian ad litem is not the lawyer for the child and, therefore, advocates the best interests of the child rather
than merely representing the child's preferences.
The participation of a lawyer in a matter in which the lawyer previously has served as guardian ad litem is
governed by Rule 4-1.12.
STANDARD 4.0 General Duties and Responsibilities
The guardian ad litem shall provide not only factual information to the court but also shall diligently advocate
a position in the best interests of the child.
The guardian ad litem shall be prepared to participate fully in any proceedings and not merely defer to the
other parties. The guardian ad litem may examine, cross-examine, subpoena witnesses, and offer testimony.
The guardian ad litem when appropriate to represent the best interests of the child shall file petitions,
motions, parenting plans, responses, or objections.
The court shall assure the guardian ad litem maintains independent representation of the best interests of the
child. The court shall require the guardian ad litem to perform the guardian ad litem duties faithfully and, upon
failure to do so, shall discharge the guardian ad litem and appoint another.
Comment
Prior to the commencement of a hearing, the guardian ad litem should conduct all necessary interviews with
persons having contact with or knowledge of the child in order to ascertain the child's wishes, feelings,
attachments, and attitudes. The guardian ad litem should conduct interviews with the child except when the
child is too young or some other legitimate circumstance prevents an interview.
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In conducting the interviews, the guardian ad litem should not communicate with a person the guardian ad
litem knows to be represented by another lawyer in the matter unless the guardian ad litem has the consent
of the other lawyer or is authorized to do so by law or by court order. See Rule 4-4.2.
The guardian ad litem should relate to the child according to the child's stage of development and understand
the child's sense of time in relation to the child's age. The guardian ad litem should conduct regular
face-to-face meetings with the child, to the extent appropriate, to observe the child's physical, mental, social,
educational, and familial well-being and to form opinions concerning the child's best interests. The guardian
ad litem should not diagnose or work therapeutically with the child, but regular, face-to-face contact will
ensure informed observations when conferring with other specialists.
STANDARD 5.0 Access Between Guardian ad Litem and Child
The guardian ad litem and the child shall have access to each other at reasonable times and places, and this
access shall not be restricted or limited by any agency or person without good cause. To ensure proper
access, the guardian ad litem has the obligation to ascertain the location of the child, to initiate
communication with the child, and to provide the child with contact information for the guardian ad litem
promptly. The child's legal custodian shall provide the guardian ad litem with timely information regarding the
current residence of the child and shall notify the guardian ad litem promptly of any change in placement of
the child.
Comment
Establishing and maintaining a relationship with the child is the foundation of effective guardian ad litem
representation. Frequent communication between the guardian ad litem and the child is an important part of
promoting the relationship. It is essential that the child be readily accessible to the guardian ad litem to
ensure frequent communication and in order for the guardian ad litem to fulfill his or her duties. The guardian
ad litem should be excluded from access with the child only in rare and extreme circumstances.
It is equally important that the guardian ad litem be easily accessible to the child. The child should be
provided with the name, telephone number, and address of the guardian ad litem immediately upon the
appointment of the guardian ad litem and the opportunity, at reasonable times, to initiate contact with the
guardian ad litem.
STANDARD 6.0 Guardian ad Litem Access to Reports and Records
The guardian ad litem is entitled to all reports relevant to the case and shall have access to all relevant
records relating to the child, the placement of the child, or the child's family members.
Comment
The guardian ad litem must have complete access to all relevant information related to the child and the
child's situation. See section 210.160, RSMo. The order appointing the guardian ad litem may include an
order directing the release of confidential information and records about the child to the guardian ad litem.
A key aspect of representing a child is to obtain and review all documents to be submitted to the court as well
as relevant agency and party case files, educational records, medical records, mental health records, and law
enforcement reports. The information contained in such records may provide a more complete context for the
current problems experienced by the child and family, may suggest additional professional and lay witnesses
that can provide testimony necessary to a full hearing of the issues before the court, and may reveal alternate
potential placement resources.
It is essential that the guardian ad litem personally review the available information rather than relying upon
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descriptions, summaries, or characterizations of the evidence provided by others.
STANDARD 7.0 Confidentiality

and Privilege

A guardian ad litem shall comply with all statutes, rules, and regulations relating to the receipt of confidential
or privileged information received as guardian ad litem.
A guardian ad litem shall not redisclose any confidential or privileged information without valid court order or
as required by law except as permitted by Rule 4-1.6.
Comment
During the course of fulfilling the duties and obligations of serving as the guardian ad litem for a child, the
guardian ad litem will have access to and will receive confidential and privileged information. This information
will apply not only to the child but also may pertain to a parent or other guardian for the child or others
involved in the case. This information includes but is not limited to children's division reports, educational
records, and medical, psychological, and substance abuse treatment records.
The guardian ad litem has a duty to maintain confidentiality of all the information received. Discussion among
the parties about confidential or privileged information is allowed. However it is generally not permissible to
redisclose any of this information to any person not a participant to the case.
The guardian ad litem should protect against the release of confidential information about the child during the
court process. Most court hearings are open. If testimony or evidence about the child that is confidential or
privileged will be presented, the guardian ad litem may request that the courtroom be closed pursuant to Rule
122.01 or that a protective order be entered by the court.
The guardian ad litem should maintain a file consistent with the provisions of Rule 4-1.15. The child is not the
owner of that file. Only the court has the authority to rule on any request concerning the handling or
disposition of the file and order its release or early destruction or to rule on any request concerning the
handling or disposition of the file.
The guardian ad litem should not provide the file to anyone, including the child, without the consent of the
court.
The guardian ad litem should be familiar with section 210.140, RSMo, 42 U.S.C. 290dd.2, and 42 C.F.R. sec.
2.
STANDARD 8.0 Progress of the Case through the Court Process
The guardian ad litem shall review the progress of a child's case through the court process and advocate for
timely hearings, provision of necessary services, and compliance with court orders.
Comment
The harmful effects of prolonged foster care and a lack of permanency planning for children are serious and
well documented. (Foster Children in the Courts, edited by Mark Hardin, 1983; Addressing the Impact of
Foster Care on Biological Children and Their Families, by Maha Younes, 2007. )
Children need permanence, absent compelling reasons to the contrary. The guardian ad litem should
advocate for a timely, permanent resolution of the case. The guardian ad litem has a duty of diligent and
prompt representation and a duty to expedite litigation, especially where placement of a young child is at
issue. The guardian ad litem should attempt to reduce case delays and promote permanency for the child.
While it is recognized that delays are usually harmful, there may be some circumstances when delays may be
beneficial to the child and should be utilized.
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Representing the best interests of a child should reflect the passage of time and the changing needs of the
child. The guardian ad litem should stay in touch with the child, third party caretakers, case workers, and
service providers throughout the term of appointment to ensure the child's needs are met and the case moves
quickly to an appropriate resolution. The guardian ad litem should monitor the implementation of the court's
orders and communicate any noncompliance to the responsible agency and, if necessary, to the court. The
guardian ad litem should ensure services are provided and the court's orders are implemented in a complete
and timely fashion.
STANDARD

9.0 Relating the Court Process to the Child

The guardian ad litem shall explain, when appropriate, the court process and the role of the guardian ad litem
to the child. The guardian ad litem shall ensure that the child is informed of the purpose of each court
proceeding.
Comment
To decrease the trauma to the child, the guardian ad litem should explain to the child what is happening and
what is expected of the child in all proceedings involving the child. All communications should be adapted to
the child's age, level of education, cognitive development, cultural background, and degree of language
acquisition, using an interpreter if necessary. The guardian ad litem should make a diligent effort to ensure
that the child understands the nature of the proceedings, the placement or services that may result, and the
possibility of future modifications in placement or services.
Older youth should be encouraged to attend hearings and should be aware of their role during proceedings.
Older youth should be provided with information about their rights, services, and permanency options,
including the possibility of remaining in care until their 21st birthday. The guardian ad litem will assure the
child that the child's opinion and feelings will be made known to the court even when not consistent with the
recommendations of the guardian ad litem.
STANDARD

10.0 Participation

in Case-Related Activities

The guardian ad litem shall participate, when appropriate, in the development and negotiation of any service
plans, parenting plans, proposed orders, and staffings that affect the best interests of the child as they relate
to the case at hand. The guardian ad litem shall monitor implementation of service plans and court orders
while the case is pending to determine whether services ordered by the court are being provided in a timely
manner.
Comment
The guardian ad litem should be present and actively participate in staffings and meetings including, but not
limited to, family support team meetings and permanency planning review team meetings affecting the safety
and well-being of the child and the accomplishment of any court approved permanency goal.
STANDARD

11.0 Participation

in Court Proceedings

The guardian ad litem shall appear at all court proceedings in which the guardian ad litem is appointed. The
guardian ad litem shall not waive the presence of the child at court proceedings without good cause. The
guardian ad litem shall participate actively and fully in all court proceedings. The guardian ad litem shall
present evidence, file pleadings, and call witnesses when appropriate to ensure all information relevant to the
child's best interests is presented to the court for consideration.
Comment
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A guardian ad litem may testify to particular facts and issues before the court relating to the child's best
interests or the guardian ad litem's recommendation, if any. Under such circumstances, the guardian ad litem
may be subject to cross-examination. It is within the discretion of the court whether or not to receive
testimony from the guardian ad litem in custody proceedings under section 452.490, RSMo.
The guardian ad litem may attend other proceedings involving the child's best interests.
The guardian ad litem should ensure the court's receipt of all information relevant to the child's best interests.
STANDARD 12.0 Protecting the Child as Witness
The guardian ad litem in a pending case shall protect the interests of the child who is a witness in any judicial
proceeding in which the guardian ad litem has been appointed. In matters for which the guardian ad litem is
appointed, the guardian ad litem shall be present during any conferences between the counsel for a party and
the child. The guardian ad litem should be notified of all proceedings or meetings involving the child.
Comment
The guardian ad litem should endeavor to protect the child from multiple depositions and repetitive
examinations that are not in the child's best interests.
STANDARD 13.0 Recommendations

to the Court

The guardian ad litem shall present a recommendation to the court when authorized by law or requested by
the court on the basis of the evidence presented and consistent with the best interests of the child.
During the proceedings, the guardian ad litem must inform the court of the child's wishes and preferences
even though different from the guardian ad litem's recommendation.
Comment
To make a recommendation to the court that serves the child's best interests, the guardian ad litem should
have knowledge of the child's circumstances from all sources, which may include, but are not limited to, the
parents, caseworker, deputy juvenile officers, teachers, treatment providers, and court appointed special
advocate volunteers. If the guardian ad litem determines there is conflict between advocating for the best
interests of the child and representation of the child's preferences, the guardian ad litem shall continue to
perform as the guardian ad litem for the child and may request that the court appoint another lawyer to
represent the child's preferences.
STANDARD 14.0 Training
The court shall not appoint a lawyer to serve as guardian ad litem until the lawyer has completed eight hours
of continuing legal education devoted to guardian ad litem training. Thereafter, to continue to be appointed as
a guardian ad litem, a lawyer shall complete three hours of continuing legal education devoted to guardian ad
litem training annually. The hours required for guardian ad litem training qualify toward the mandatory annual
15 hours of continuing legal education.
The program sponsor shall obtain approval of the program for continuing legal education from The Missouri
Bar. Any continuing legal education required by this standard shall not be completed by self study. In addition,
the program sponsor shall obtain approval of the program as guardian ad litem training from the presiding
judge in a circuit where the training is offered. Completion of the training hours shall be documented by an
affidavit or other evidence filed with the appointing court by July 31st of each year.
Any lawyer who has completed at least six hours of guardian ad litem training within five years prior to the
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date of the adoption of these standards shall not be required to complete the initial eight hour course of study.
Any lawyer currently approved by the court to serve as a guardian ad litem who has not completed any
guardian ad litem training within five years prior to the date of the adoption of these standards shall have one
year from the date of the adoption of these standards to complete the initial eight hours of training.
The judge appointing the guardian ad litem shall determine whether the lawyer has completed the required
training prior to making any appointment.
Prior to appointment, the lawyer must have completed a training program in permanency planning.
Comment

Guardian ad litem practice is unique and complex and, as such, requires specialized education, training, and
experience.
The specialized training may include the following topics:
(a) Dynamics of child abuse and neglect issues;
(b) Factors to consider in determining the best interests of the child, including the required permanency
planning and the child's right to be with his or her family;
(c) Inter-relationships between family system, legal process and the child welfare system;
(d) Federal, state and local legislation and case law affecting children;
(e) Cultural and ethnic diversity and gender-specific issues;
(f) Family and domestic violence issues;
(g) Available community resources and services;
(h) Child development issues; and
(i) Guardian ad litem standards.
The guardian ad litem is not expected to make diagnostic or therapeutic recommendations. The guardian ad
litem must have a working knowledge of family dynamics and be able to compare and relate this concept to
the observations, reports, and documentation received regarding the child and the child's family.
(Adopted May 20, 2009, eft. Jan. 1,2010. Amended August 29, 2011, eft. Sept. 1,2011.)
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, Camden,

IMPLEMENTATION

L>cIedc. Miller. Moniteau & Mort!J'O

PLAN FOR THE 26th .JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

representation in child welfar cases, the 26th Judicial Circuit provides the following as a
In recognizing
that Missouri
have
right
to adequate and effective
plan
for implementation
of th guardian
ad the
litem
standards.

ihildren

o

1. The Implementation .~lan for the 26th Judicial Circuit shall be published in the
f:::\ The
localjudicial
rules forofficer
the 261Judicial
ofieach division
Circuit.
shall select and appoint guardians ad litem
for appropriate cases om a list that is developed of qualified attorneys. The list
shall be kept and
. tained by the clerk of the civil records at the circuit court.
3. Guardian ad litem
. g may be provided by any qualified entity approved by
the Missouri Bar for roviding continuing legal education training and shall be
accredited by the Ju . ial Education Committee.
(1) An affidavit showing roof of training shall be submitted to the clerk of the civil
records at the circuit ourt by the guardian ad litem on or before July 31 of each
year or as provided b the guardian ad litem standards. This affidavit shall also
acknowledge that the ardian ad litem has reviewed and is compliant with the
guardian ad litem s dards.
5. The local rules and p esses have been reviewed, and no modification in either is
necessary at the pres t time to effectively implement this plan.
6. The 26th Judicial Cir< 't shall review this plan periodically to determine the need
for modifications nec sary to assure the continued effectiveness of the guardian
ad litem standards.
So Ordered,

Presiding Judge
Judicial Circuit

26th

n

additional thirty (30) days in the case, and this Rule 4.2 shall be deemed an order
of court so directing.
(1)

Camden, Laclede and Miller Counties -

There shall be a central filing room in each of the offices of the circuit clerk
of Camden, Laclede and Miller Counties where all cases, pleadings, motions, and
papers related thereto shall be filed.
(2)

Moniteau, and Morgan Counties -

All civil cases filed in Moniteau, and Morgan Counties shall be filed with the
appropriate division clerk in accordance with filing and jurisdictional requirements
of applicable statutes, Supreme Court Rules, and Local Court Rules.
(3)
All civil actions where the sum demanded, exclusive of interest and
costs, is $25,000.00 or more shall be filed with the clerk of the circuit court. This
rule does not include those cases under the exclusive jurisdiction of any other
division of court. (Effective 3-4-05)
.
4.3

PROBATE CASES

All cases within the jurisdiction of the probate division shall be filed with
the clerk of the probate division. (Effective 1-1-00)

@

JUVENILE CASES

(1)
All juvenile proceedings shall be filed in the office of the circuit
clerk of the appropriate county within the Twenty-sixth Circuit.

@

ofthe~nile

4.5

Juvenile
may be
inspected, examined, or copied only by leave
Judge. files
(Effective
1-1-00)
SMALL CLAIMS CASES

Small Claims cases shall be filed as follows:
(1) Camden, Laclede and Miller Counties - in the office of the circuit clerk
for the appropriate county.
(2) Moniteau, and Morgan Counties - in the office of the associate
division clerk for the appropriate county.
(Effective 1-1-00)

Rule 1.
(1)

DIVISIONS OF COURT
CIRCUIT JUDGES

There shall be two circuit judges in the Twenty-sixth Judicial Circuit, and
each circuit judge shall separately try causes and exercise and perform the
duties imposed on circuit judges. The two circuit judges of the Twenty-sixth
Judicial Circuit shall sit in divisions numbered one and two as provided by section
478.705, R.S.Mo.
(2)

JUVENILE DIVISION

The court shall, from time to time, by order of the presiding circuit judge,
designate one of its divisions to act as the general juvenile division of the court;
provided however, division one and division two of the court shall, at all times,
retain concurrent jurisdiction in matters of adoption, and, in the absence from the
circuit of the judge of the division designated to act as the general juvenile
division, any circuit judge may so act.
An associate circuit judge may hear and determine juvenile matters when
assigned by the presiding circuit judge.
(3)

ASSOCIATE CIRCUIT JUDGES

There shall be one associate circuit judge in each of the counties of Miller,
Moniteau, and Morgan. There shall be two associate circuit judges in each of the
counties of Camden and Laclede.
In Camden County, Judge Jack A. Bennett and his successors in office
shall serve as judge of Division III. Judge John L. Walker and his successors in
office shall serve as judge of Division IV and Probate Division.
In Laclede County, Judge Greg Kays and his successors in office shall
serve as judge of Division III and Probate Division. Judge Christine H. Hutson
and her successors in office shall serve as judge of Division IV. (Revised 1-1-02)
(4)

MUNICIPAL JUDGES

There shall be a municipal judge in each municipality which
provides for such by duly enacted city ordinance. Any municipal judge so
provided for shall serve as a municipal division of the circuit court of the
county in which the municipality is located and shall hear and determine
only municipal ordinance violations as prescribed by section 478.230,
R.S.Mo.

GAL List AU2ust 1, 2012-Julv 31, 2013
Beverly Alkire
188 Illinois St.
Camdenton, Mo. 65020
346-2112 fax 346-6794
beverly~camdentonlaw

.com

Stacy Birdsong McNally
3535 Osage Beach Parkway Suite 402
Osage Beach, Mo. 65065
573-348-4500 fax 573-348-4504
Michael A. Carter #51679
4558 Osage Beach Parkway, Ste. 106
Osage Beach, Mo. 65065
(573) 348-0122
mike(tik2:blaw.net
Cody D. Edwards
16 Camden Court
P.O. Box 3319
Camdenton, Mo. 65020
346-9990 fax 346-9884
cody(tl),deputvandmizell.com

Aaron Ellsworth
2140 Bagnell Dam Blvd. Ste.403
Lake Ozark, Mo. 65049
964-5904 Fax 964-5906
ellsworth~mcdormanlawoffice.com

Christopher Freiburger
P.O. Box 1680
Osage Beach, MO. 65065
(573) 348-2021

Michael J. Gilley
P.O. Box 767
Camdenton, Mo. 65020
Gerald Harms
1037 Palisades Blvd. Ste. 2
Osage Beach, Mo. 65065
348-9300 fax 348-9301

Richard Holtmeyer #57829
Stone Crest Mall-Ste E7
3797 Osage Beach Parkway
Box A-8
Osage Beach, Mo. 65065
(573) 348-3313
(573) 302-7762
Nicholas E. Mebruer #44165
The Mebruer Law Firm, P.C.
112 N. Madison
P.O. Box D
Lebanon, Missouri 65536
Phone: 417-532-3177
Fax: 417-532-3727
nmebruercmmebruerlaw.com
Eric L. Miller
P.O. Box 872
Lebanon, Mo. 65536
417-588-8566 fax 417-588-9679
con tact@jackmillerattorney.com
Kayla Millsap
P.O. Box 1198
Camdenton, Mo. 65020
346-5684 fax 346-7687

Deirdre O'Donnell # 44880
85 Court Circle NW
P.O. Box 559
Camdenton, Mo. 65020
(573) 346-7231 FAX (573) 346-4411
dodonnell@pmcwlaw.com
Christopher Rohrer
3738 Osage Beach Parkway, Suite 102
Osage Beach, Mo. 65065
348-3313 fax 302-7762
ch ris@rohrerlawoffice.com
Barbara Van Tine
P.O. Box 999
Lake Ozark, Mo. 65049
365-6688 fax 365-6866

Attorney,

7/11/2012
7/30/2012
7/30/2012
8/1/2013
9/17/20127/30/2013
9/6/2013

Date
10/11/2011
10/12/2011
6/24/2011
6/17/2011
7/28/2011
7/11/2011
6/9/2011
8/9/2011
filed
7/1/2011
8/1/2011

1/14/2013
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STATE OF MISSOlJRI

)

ss

)
COUNTY OF WEBSTER

)
PURSUAt"lT TO LOCAL RULE 22.16

AFFIDAVIT
Before me, the undersigned
sworn, deposed as follows:

authority,

personally

appeared,

who, being by me duly

My name is Cynthia Black, (hereinafter "Attorney"), and I am of sound mind, capable of
making this Affidavit, and personally acquainted with the facts herein stated.
I have completed eight hours of specialized training. I have completed three hours of
specialized training ~rithin the past year. (See, "Certificate of Completion," attached hereto).
The specialized training included the following topics:
1. Dynamics of child abuse and neglect issues;
2. Factors to consider in detennining the best interest of the child, including
permanency planning;
3. Inter-relationships bet\ •...
een family systems, legal process and 1he child welfare
system;
4. Mediation and negotiation skills;
5. Federal, state and local legislation and case law affecting children;
6. Cultural and ethnic diversity and gender-specific issues;
7. Family and domestic violence issues;
8. Available community resources and services;
9. Child development issues; and
10. Guardian ad Litem standards.
The records attached hereto are the original or exact duplicates of the original.
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Cynthia Black, Affiant
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seal thIS
.IN ~~ESS day ofWH4;oF'
iA Ihave h",;unto subscribed m! /"1
name
j~ and affixed my official

KATHERINE JOHNSON

I

i'
J

NotarY
Public
- NOI<lty Seal
STATE
OF MISSOURI
Webs1er County

My Commission Expires Aug. 3. 2015
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IN THE CIRCUIT

COURT OF LACLEDE
CIRCUIT

COUNTY, MISSOU~

\,.,"

tl_.,.. ..".

::

DIVISION

OF COMPLIANCE WITH MISSOURI SUPREME
FOR GUADIAN AD LITEMS

i'j

"""""'",.:>-

•. ~

-

,-

-
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COURT STANDARDS

1. I have read and have complied with all of the requirements of the Missouri Supreme
Court GAL Standards.
2. I attended the Missouri Bar's Guardian ad Litem Training in Troy, Missouri on
November 1S\ 2012, a copy of the Certificate is attached hereto.
3. I have completed 8 hours of specialized training approved by the Supreme Court of
Missouri's judicial education committee prior to my first appointment as a GAL.

COUNTY OF LACLEDE

)
) ss
)

Kayla Millsap of lawful age, being first duly sworn upon her oath, states that the facts
stated therein are true according to her best knowledge and belief.

~Iti

rvt"i{f./

Kayla dl~
Subscribed and sworn to me, a Notary Publici t\his ~
day'qf JfJIJ(AtlJ4120-o.

My Commis:;ion Expires:
TONI M. GRESS
NotarY
STATE
Public
OF -MISSOURI
Notary Seal

laclede County
My Commission Expires Nov. 22, 2015
Commission #11416999
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AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF MISSOURI

)

COUNTY OF LACLEDE

)

) ss
Comes now the undersigned, ERIC LANDON MillER,
being of sound mind and duly sworn upon my oath, state:

of lawful age,

1. That I am a duly licensed attorney, ac mitted to the Missouri Bar,
number 65044.
2. That I have fully completed

the Guarc ian Ad litem

training as offered

by the Missouri Bar CLE and received a Certificate therefore,

which is attached

hereto.
3. Further Affiant saith not.
~~

L~

ERIC LANDON

---

MILLER

L

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

.11- day

0LL
1/;;-«
:P expires:
13
My commiss~n
.
CHERYl FOLiZ
My C()n1mlssior,

Expires

AprU 29, 2013

Laclede County
Commi9&ion

t09469725

of JANUARY,

2013
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Missouri Revised Statutes
Chapter 210
Child Protection and Reformation
Section 210.160
August 28, 2013

Guardian ad litem, how appointed--when--fee--volunteer
guardian--training program.

advocates may be appointed to assist

210.160. 1. In every case involving an abused or neglected child which results in a judicial proceeding, the judge
shall appoint a guardian ad litem to appear for and represent:
(I) A child who is the subject of proceedings pursuant to sections 210.110 to 210.165, sections 210.700 to
210.760, sections 211.442 to 211.487, or sections 453.005 to 453.170, or proceedings to determine custody or
visitation rights under sections 452.375 to 452.410; or
(2) A parent who is a minor, or who is a mentally ill person or otherwise incompetent, and whose child is the
subject of proceedings under sections 210.110 to 210.165, sections 210.700 to 210.760, sections 211.442 to
211.487, or sections 453.005 to 453.170.
2. The guardian ad litem shall be provided with all reports relevant to the case made to or by any agency or
person, shall have access to all records of such agencies or persons relating to the child or such child's family
members or placements of the child, and upon appointment by the court to a case, shall be informed of and have
the right to attend any and all family support team meetings involving the child. Employees of the division,
officers of the court, and employees of any agency involved shall fully inform the guardian ad litem of all aspects
of the case of which they have knowledge or belief.
3. The appointing judge shall require the guardian ad litem to faithfully discharge such guardian ad litem's duties,
and upon failure to do so shall discharge such guardian ad litem and appoint another. The appointing judge shall
have the authority to examine the general and criminal background of persons appointed as guardians ad litem,
including utilization of the family care safety registry and access line pursuant to sections 210.900 to 210.937*, to
ensure the safety and welfare of the children such persons are appointed to represent. The judge in making
appointments pursuant to this section shall give preference to persons who served as guardian ad litem for the
child in the earlier proceeding, unless there is a reason on the record for not giving such preference.
4. The guardian ad litem may be awarded a reasonable fee for such services to be set by the court. The court, in
its discretion, may award such fees as a judgment to be paid by any party to the proceedings or trom public funds.
However, no fees as a judgment shall be taxed against a party or parties who have not been found to have abused
or neglected a child or children. Such an award of guardian fees shall constitute a final judgment in favor of the
guardian ad litem. Such final judgment shall be enforceable against the parties in accordance with chapter 513.
5. The court may designate volunteer advocates, who mayor may not be attorneys licensed to practice law, to
assist in the performance of the guardian ad litem duties for the court. Nonattorney volunteer advocates shall not
provide legal representation. The court shall have the authority to examine the general and criminal background
of persons designated as volunteer advocates, including utilization of the family care safety registry and access
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Missouri Revised Statutes
Chapter 452
Dissolution of Marriage, Divorce, Alimony and Separate Maintenance
Section 452.423
August 28, 2013

Guardian ad litem appointed, when, duties--disqualification, when--fees.
452.423. I. In all proceedings for child custody or for dissolution of marriage or legal separation where custody,
visitation, or support of a child is a contested issue, the court may appoint a guardian ad litem. Disqualification of
a guardian ad litem shall be ordered in any legal proceeding only pursuant to this chapter, upon the filing of a
written appl ication by any party within ten days of appointment, or within ten days of August 28, 1998, if the
appointment occurs prior to August 28, 1998. Each party shall be entitled to one disqualification of a guardian ad
litem appointed under this subsection in each proceeding, except a party may be entitled to additional
disqualifications of a guardian ad litem for good cause shown.
2. The court shall appoint a guardian ad litem in any proceeding in which child abuse or neglect is alleged.
3. The guardian ad litem shall:
(I) Be the legal representative of the child at the hearing, and may examine, cross-examine,
and offer testimony;

subpoena witnesses

(2) Prior to the hearing, conduct all necessary interviews with persons having contact with or knowledge of the
child in order to ascertain the child's wishes, feelings, attachments and attitudes. If appropriate, the child should
be interviewed;
(3) Request the juvenile officer to cause a petition to be filed in the juvenile division of the circuit court if the
guardian ad litem believes the child alleged to be abused or neglected is in danger.
4. The appointing judge shall require the guardian ad litem to faithfully discharge such guardian ad litem's duties,
and upon failure to do so shall discharge such guardian ad litem and appoint another. The judge in making
appointments pursuant to this section shall give preference to persons who served as guardian ad litem for the
child in the earlier proceeding, unless there is a reason on the record for not giving such preference.
5. The guardian ad litem shall be awarded a reasonable fee for such services to be set by the court. The court, in
its discretion, may:
(1) Issue a direct payment order to the parties. If a party fails to comply with the court's direct payment order, the
court may find such party to be in contempt of court; or
(2) Award such fees as a judgment to be paid by any party to the proceedings or from public funds. Such an
award of guardian fees shall constitute a final judgment in favor of the guardian ad Iitem. Such final judgment
shall be
enforceable against the parties in accordance with ch,aPter 513 ..
(L. 1988 H.B. 1272. et al.. A.L. 1990 H.B. 1370. et aI., A.L. 1996 S8. 869, A.L. 1998 S.B. 910, A.L. 2004
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(2000) Sectioo allowing party to custody or visitation proceeding
SW,3d 130 (Mo,banc),

to disqualify one guardian ad litem as matter of right is constitutional.

Suffian v, Usher, 19
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI
In re the marriage

of
Amanda R. Lagares And
Dennis A. Lagares Jr

)
)
)

)
AMANDA R. ROLLINS (FNA LAGARES))
PETITIONER,
)
)

Case No: 10CM-DROOI95-0.

)
DENNIS A LAGARES JR
RESPONDENT,

)
)

REMOV AL OF JUDICIAL OFFICER JUDGE KOEPPEN

Presidin!!:Honorable Jud!!:eK. Havden. of 26th Judicial District:

Comes now Respondent, Dennis A Lagares Jr, Pro Se, and moves the Court to
immediately in force Missouri constitution article V section 24.4 of the Missouri
constitution prohibiting Judge Arron Koeppen from acting as a judicial officer on the
basis found here in as follows.

1. Pursuant to article V section 24.4 of the Missouri constitution a judge is disqualified fror
acting as a judicial officer while there is pending an indictment or information charging
him in any court in the United States with a crime punishable as a felony under the laws
of Missouri or the United States or a recommendation to the Supreme Court or the
commission for his removal or retirement or after articles of impeachment have been
voted by the house of representatives. A judge so disqualified shall continue to receive
his salary.

2. Pursuant to Article V section 24.4 of the Missouri Constitution there is information In the
United States District Court Western District of Missouri Southern Division 6: I4-cv03055-bp which directly charges Judge Arron Koppen of a crime punishable as a felony
under the laws of Missouri and/or the United States. Pursuant to Article V 24.4 of the
Missouri Constitution there are no exceptions and Judge Arron Koeppen must be
prohibited from acting as a Judicial Officer.

Where as Respondent prays that Honorable Judge Hayden, will use all power invested in him to
enforce Article V sec 24.4 of the Missouri Constitution, immediately and without delay.

. I V MO Constitution.

Attachment of 2pg of above named Artlc e ~::-I-a~
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned
this

hereby certifies

that a tru{' copy of the foregoing was hand delivered 01

b1 day of April. 2(1]4, to Petitioner's

AttOn1c~ Chris

AII{>n, .\ttornl'~

Ill-ad Yorl,.

attorney of record, Ruth ~chult{" Intcncncr
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Af~souriConsutuuon
Article V
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
Section 24
August 28, 2013

Retirement, removal and discipline of judges, commission on --composition,
procedures, reimbursement of expenses --additional duties prohibited.

terms, duties,

Section 24. I. There shall be a commission on retirement, removal, and discipline, composed of two citizens who are
not members of the bar, appointed by the governor, two lawyers appointed by the board of governors of The
Missouri Bar, one judge of the court of appeals to be selected by a majority of the judges of the court of appeals, and
one judge of the circuit courts to be selected by a majority of the circuit judges of this state. The commission shall
receive and investigate all requests and suggestions for retirement for disability, and all complaints concerning
misconduct of all judges, members of the judicial commissions, and of this commission. No member of the
commission shall participate in any matter in which he has a personal interest. If a member is disqualified to
participate in any matter before the commission, the respective selecting authority shall select a substitute to sit
during such disqualification. Of the members first appointed, each of the citizen members shall be appointed for a
term of two years and each of the lawyer members for a term of four years, and each of the judge members for a
term of six years; and thereafter members shall be appointed for a term of six years.
2. Upon recommendation by an affirmative vote of at least four members of the commission, the supreme court en
banc shall retire from office any judge or any member of any judicial commission or any member of this commission
who is found to be unable to discharge the duties of his office with efficiency because of permanent sickness or
physical or mental infirmity. A judge, except a municipal judge so retired shall receive one-half of his regular
compensation during the remainder of his term of office. Where a judge subject to retirement under other provisions
of law, has been retired under the provisions of this section, the time during which he was retired for disability under
this section shall count as time served for purposes of retirement under other provisions of this constitution or of law.
3. Upon recommendation by an affirmative vote of at least four members of the commission, the supreme court en
banc, upon concurring with such recommendation, shall remove, suspend, discipline or reprimand any judge of any
court or any member of any judicial commission or of this commission, for the commission of a crime, or for
misconduct, habitual drunkenness, willful neglect of duty, corruption in office, incompetency or any offense
involving moral turpitude, or oppression in office. No action taken under this section shall be a bar to or prevent any
other action authorized by law.
~
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United States, or a recommendation to the supreme court by the commission for his removal, or retirement, or after
articles of impeachment have been voted by the house of representatives. A judge so disqualified shall continue to
receive his salary.
5. On recommendation of the commission, the supreme court shall suspend a judge from office without salary when
in any court in the United States he pleads guilty or no contest to, or is found guilty of, an offense punishable as a
felony under the laws of Missouri or the United States, or of any other offense that involves moral turpitude. If he is
suspended and his conviction becomes final the supreme court shall remove him from office. Ifhis conviction is
reversed and he is discharged from that charge by order of court or of the prosecuting officer, whether without
further trial or after further trial and a finding of not guilty, his suspension terminates and he shall be paid his salary
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for the period of suspension.
6. Recommendations to the supreme court by the commission shall be made only after notice and hearing. Rules for
the administration of this section and for the procedures thereunder shall be prescribed by supreme court rule unless
otherwise provided by law.
7. Members of the commission shall be reimbursed for their actual and necessary expenses incurred in the
performance of their duties.
8. Additional duties shall not be imposed by law or supreme court rule upon the commission on retirement, removal
and discipline.
(Amended August 3. 1976)
(1999) Commission on Retirement. Removal and Discipline lacks juisdiction to pmsecutc claims against 'J(jge for alleged misconduct occurring prior to becoming a judge.
In te Burrell 6 S.W.3d 869 (Mo.banc).
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