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HISTORICAL CONTEXT

2015
Judicial Council Trial Court 

Study Committee & 
Sixth Amendment Center 

Study Reports

2016-7
Juvenile Indigent 
Representation 

Committee (JIRC)

1994
Supreme Court 

Appellate
Task Force Report

2008
Judicial Council Appellate 

Study Committee
Began

2011
Judicial Council Appellate 

Study Committee
Report

2017
IDC expands to 
Juvenile Court  

2011
ACLU “Failing 

Gideon” Report
(8/24/11) 

2016
ACLU Sues 

State

2008
ACLU Began 
Investigation

2016
IDC 

Created



IDC:  WHAT WE DO 

DATA STANDARDS
GRANTS & 
TECHNICAL 

ASSISTANCE 
(~$2mil/ year)



CURRENT [AND ANTICIPATED]
IDC GRANTS

 Juab  County
 Utah County
 Ogden City
 Salt Lake County 
 Uintah County
 Nephi City
 Carbon County
 Sanpete County 
 [Millard County]
 [Tooele County]
 [Daggett County]
 [Duchesne 

County] 

The IDC has obligated 
over $3 million in 
grants over 3 years to 
6 counties and 2 cities

4 additional county 
grants are anticipated



IDC CORE PRINCIPLES

ADOPTED : August, 2017

“CORE PRINCIPLES FOR 
INDIGENT DEFENSE 

SYSTEMS”

ADOPTED: February 2018

“CORE PRINCIPLES FOR 
APPOINTED ATTORNEYS 

REPRESENTING 
INDIGENT PARENTS OR 
LEGAL GUARDIANS IN 

CHILD WELFARE 
PROCEEDINGS”

ADOPTED:  February 2018

“CORE PRINCIPLES FOR 
APPOINTED ATTORNEYS 

REPRESENTING YOUTH IN 
DELINQUENCY 
PROCEEDINGS”



IDC CORE PRINCIPLES FOR APPOINTED ATTORNEYS 
REPRESENTING PARENTS OR LEGAL GUARDIANS IN 

CHILD WELFARE PROCEEDINGS

1/ ROLE OF THE ATTORNEY

2/ DUTIES TO CLIENT

3/ TRAINING AND ONGOING EDUCATION

4/ AREAS OF KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERTISE

5/ SCOPE OF REPRESENTATION

6/ CHALLENGING REMOVAL, ALLEGATIONS, AND TERMINATION

7/ AFFIRMATIVE ADVOCACY FOR PLACEMENT, SERVICES, AND 
PARENT TIME

8/ WORKLOAD

9/ APPELLATE ISSUES

10/ SYSTEM ADVOCACY AND IMPROVEMENT 
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REPRESENTATION OUT OF COURT

“ATTORNEY SHOULD INTERVENE WITH THE 
CHILD WELFARE AGENCY, PROVIDER 
AGENCIES, MEDICAL PROVIDERS, AND 
SCHOOL TO ENSURE PARENTS’ RIGHTS ARE 
PROTECTED,  INCLUDING ATTENDING 
MEDIATION, FAMILY TEAM MEETINGS, ETC.” 
(JIRC Final Recommendations)

“The role extends beyond mere 
attendance at scheduled court 
hearings and includes out of court 
support to the client .”   
(1/Role of the Attorney)

“The parent attorney should 
advocate for parents at mediation, 
Family Team Meetings, and other 
agency meetings that take place 
outside of court, whether directly 
or through the participation of a 
defense team social worker.” 
(5/Scope of Representation)







PARENT REPRESENTATION
PILOT PROJECT

 Provide social work services as part of a multidisciplinary, legal defense team in 2-3 pilot 
counties 

 Social worker will help lawyers triage their case load and determine the level of social work 
need presented by each client

 Social Worker  will work collaboratively with the DCFS caseworker in assisting clients in 
accessing social services/ treatment and coming into compliance with DCFS services plans

 Social Worker will develop supportive relationships with clients and meaningfully counsel 
clients about alternative permanency outcomes for children if clients are unable or 
unwilling to meet the court requirements for reunification

 Social Worker will attend and advocate for parents in out-of-court, but legally significant 
events – for example,  mediations and Family Team Meetings 



PARENT REPRESENTATION
PILOT PROJECT

 1) Fund ✔
 Social work services 
 Assist parental defenders in 2 pilot counties 

 2)Measure
 Rate and speed of family reunification 
 Rate and speed of exit from foster care 
 Average length of cases 
 # of court continuances   
 Qualitative feedback from child welfare stakeholders– parents, Judges, GAL, DCFS, etc. 

 3) Assess 
 Assess pilot project outcomes  
 Determine if scaling up is appropriate  



Jojo Liu, Assistant Director 
jliu@utah.gov
801. 903.3176 (mobile)

Sheryl St. Clair
sherylstclair09@gmail.com
801.865.8208 (mobile)
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