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SECTION ACHIEVEMENT AWARD
Because of the involvement and hard work 
of all of you, our section members, the Child 
Protection and Advocacy Section was awarded 
a State Bar “Section Achievement Award for 
2012-13,” bringing us to end our first year 
of existence with great success. If you are 

interested in reviewing the activities and accomplishments, you can 
read the 2012-13 Annual Report posted on the section web page. 

MEMBERSHIP
One month into our second year, we already have 297 members, 

exceeding last year’s membership level in just one month! Thank you 
all for your continued support.

NEWSLETTER
As you have noticed, we also now have a name for our newsletter 

thanks to the suggestion of Michelle LeGault, who sent in the winning 
suggestion and wins the prize of a free Section membership. Thanks to 
all of you who took the time to submit nominations. 

ACTIVITIES OF THE QUARTER
This quarter has been busy and has offered many opportunities for 

growth of the section. 

EXPEDITED JUVENILE COURT APPEALS
This committee has met several times to study the feasibility 

of ways to expedite the appeals of Juvenile Court Orders. Anyone 
interested in assisting with this should talk to Karlise Grier or me.

CO-SPONSORSHIP OF TRAINING ON NEW 
JUVENILE CODE

The Section is co-sponsoring training on the new Juvenile Code 
with the Barton Child Law and Policy Center. Four two-hour training 
sessions, presented in May, July and August at Emory University and 
broadcast through YouTube, will hopefully reach a wide-range of 
Juvenile Court practitioners throughout Georgia. 

GEORGIA BAR JOURNAL ARTICLE ON NEW 
JUVENILE CODE

Nine volunteers from the Section have submitted an article 
discussing major changes made in Juvenile Court practice with the 
passage of HB 242, the new Juvenile Code that is scheduled to be 
published in the December 2013 issue of the Georgia Bar Journal, just 
in time for implementation of the law on Jan. 1, 2014. 

WE WANT AND NEED YOUR HELP!
Thank you all for your continued interest and support of the 

section. The executive committee of the section meets the third 
Friday of each month at the Bar Center from 10:30 a.m. to noon. We 
encourage you to attend and share your ideas of how the section can 
be more responsive to the needs of the members. 

We are planning another CLE for this year and can use your ideas. 
We plan to have an Annual Meeting of the section in conjunction with 
that meeting and want to begin having Webinars, and we welcome your 
help and ideas in doing these. 

Thanks again to Tonya Boga, editor of Kids Matter, and to the 
contributors for their efforts in making our newsletter informative and 
beneficial to the practice of law in the Juvenile Courts of our state.

Thank you for your continuing support.
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2013 is a landmark year for children’s law in Georgia. The General 
Assembly passed and Governor Deal signed sweeping legislation 
overhauling our state’s 40+ year-old juvenile code. They also 

approved other smaller bills with the potential to make significant 
differences in children’s lives. Here’s a brief summary of some of the 
key changes that were enacted this year:

HB 242: Juvenile Justice and Juvenile Code 
Reform

Passed the General Assembly on March 25, 2013. Signed by the 
Governor on May 2, 2013. Takes effect Jan. 1, 2014.

The bill is the culmination of two important bodies of work. One 
is the work of the Juvenile Law Committee of Young Lawyers Division, 
which created a proposed model juvenile code, released in 2008, to 
serve as a basis for comprehensive juvenile code reform in Georgia. 
The other is the careful study of the Governor’s Special Council 
on Criminal Justice Reform for Georgians, which examined juvenile 
justice data in Georgia and best practices from around the country 
and created recommendations to improve outcomes for children and 
communities while lowering juvenile justice costs. The results of these 
two efforts were woven together into one comprehensive bill sponsored 
by the Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee, Representative 
Wendell Willard, and carried in the Senate by the Governor’s floor 
leader, Senator Charlie Bethel. 

HB 242 repeals and replaces Chapter 11 of Title 15 of the 
Georgia Code, that chapter known to most of us as the juvenile code. 
It reorganizes and clarifies the juvenile code, and makes substantive 
changes in some areas. A key feature of the reorganization, retained from 
the YLD’s proposed model code, is to divide the juvenile code into 11 
different articles, separating different types of cases from one another. 
Here’s a short summary highlighting some of the key changes, by article:

 T Article 1, General Provisions: Article 1 provides general 
definitions and principles that apply in all juvenile court 
proceedings. It provides clear definitions of key terms, 
separates the definition of “designated felonies” into two 
classes, provides a framework for mediation, requires, 
whenever possible, the same judge to preside over all 
proceedings involving the particular child, and provides 
jurisdiction for juvenile courts to review services offered to 
children who stay in foster care after age 18.

 T Article 2, Juvenile Court Administration: Article 2 governs 
the creation and administration of juvenile courts and the 
appointment of judges. It contains few substantive changes 
from current law.

 T Article 3, Dependency: Article 3 deals with what are currently 
called deprivation cases, but which the new code renames 
dependency for consistency with national standards. It 
provides clear guidelines for case plans, outlines the process 
for discovery, expedites review hearings, moves up the time 
frame for permanency hearings for children under 7 and their 

siblings, and adds two new grounds for non-reunification in 
conformance with federal law.

 T Article 4, Termination of Parental Rights: Article 4 governs 
cases involving a petition to involuntarily terminate the rights 
of a parent following dependency proceedings. It allows a 
child to retain some rights that flow through the parent after 
TPR and until the child is adopted by a new family, including 
the right to inherit or receive federal benefits. It allows a court 
to reinstate parental rights if the child has not been and is 
not likely to be adopted and the parent has become a safe, 
permanent option for the child. 

 T Article 5, Children in Need of Services: Article 5 creates a 
new approach for intervening with children who are currently 
considered “unruly.” Children in Need of Services (CHINS) 
include children who have committed status offenses, such 
as skipping school, running away from home, and violating 
curfew. This article encourages courts to help families address 
the issues underlying the child’s behavior. It prohibits secure 
detention as a disposition for a status offender child, even if 
that child has violated probation. 

 T Article 6, Delinquency: Article 6 relates to cases involving 
children who have committed acts that would be crimes if 
the children were adults. It provides two levels of penalties 
for designated felonies, depending on the class of the 
offense, and provides judges more discretion in assigning 
those penalties. Specifically, the most dangerous designated 
felonies, those in Class A, will retain the maximum 5 years 
in restrictive custody, but would not have a minimum period 
set. The maximum length of restrictive custody for Class 
B designated felonies will be 18 months. Judges will also 
receive more information to inform their dispositions, as 
behavioral health evaluations and risk assessments will be a 
more standardized part of the process.

 T Article 7, Competency: Article 7 governs the way courts 
determine whether a child is competent to participate in 
CHINS or delinquency proceedings, and how the court 
responds to a child who is not competent. It provides criteria 
for courts to consider in determining whether to order 
remediation services and a clear review process if those 
services are ordered. A separate process is established for 
children who are unrestorably incompetent to proceed.

 T Article 8, Parental Notification: Article 8 renumbers, but does 
not change, provisions of current law requiring notification of 
parents when people under the age of 18 seek abortions. 

 T Article 9, Access to Hearings and Records: Article 9 governs 
access to hearings and records in juvenile proceedings. For the 
most part, it maintains the current level of confidentiality.

 T Article 10, Emancipation: Article 10 relates to the process by 
which a child becomes a legal adult and parents are released 

The Times, They Are A Changing: 
Massive Changes to Children’s Law Approved by the General Assembly and Governor

By Kirsten Widner
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from their obligations and rights to the child. This article 
reorganizes and clarifies, but does not change, current law.

 T Article 11, Office of the Child Advocate: Article 11 
renumbers, but does not change, provisions of current law 
establishing and governing the Office of the Child Advocate. 

In addition to these changes to the juvenile code itself, HB 242 
makes changes to other provisions of Georgia that impact the juvenile 
courts. Some key provisions are that it:

 T Allows DJJ to transfer a child age 16 and older to the 
Department of Corrections if the child was committed to DJJ 
for either class of designated felony act and the child’s behavior 
presents a substantial danger to someone in the DJJ facility.

 T Requires that detention assessments, risk assessments, and 
risk and needs assessments be developed, made available for 
use by intake workers and courts, and validated every 5 years.

 T Requires that performance-based contracting and evidence-
based practices be used by the Department of Juvenile Justice.

 T Increases and standardizes data collection related to juvenile 
justice cases.

 T Clarifies who is to represent the state as prosecuting attorney 
in delinquency cases.

HB 21: Post-Adoption Contact Agreements
Passed the General Assembly on March 28, 2013. Signed by the 

Governor on May 7, 2013. Takes effect July 1, 2013.

Brought by Representative Mary Margaret Oliver at the request 
of Troupe County Juvenile Court Judge Michael Key, the bill formally 
recognizes the common practice of open adoption for the first time 
in Georgia statute. It adds a new code section to O.C.G.A. Title 
19, Chapter 8 to allow recognition and enforcement of agreements 
for ongoing contact between birth relatives and adoptive families. A 
child aged 14 years or older will also be a party to the agreement. An 
adoption cannot be invalidated because of failure of a party to comply 
with the agreement, and only the adoptive parents can bring a motion 
to increase the amount of contact previously agreed to, unless all 
parties are in agreement. HB 21 was carried in the Senate by Judiciary 
Chair Josh McKoon.

HB 141: Human Trafficking Hotline Posting
Passed the General Assembly on March 25, 2013. Signed by the 

Governor on May 6, 2013. Notice development requirements took 
effect May 6, 2013, posting requirement takes effect Sept. 15, 2013.

A recommendation of the 2012 Human Trafficking Study 
Committee, this bill was introduced by Representative Edward Lindsey. 
It requires the posting of the national human trafficking hotline number 
in businesses and facilities where human trafficking victims, including 
child victims of commercial sexual exploitation, are likely to be found. 
The Georgia Bureau of Investigation is to develop the notice.

HB 156: Updates to Child Pornography Laws
Passed the General Assembly on March 28, 2013. Signed by the 

Governor on May 6, 2013. Takes effect July 1, 2013.

Introduced by Representative Jay Neal at the request of the Georgia 
Bureau of Investigation, this bill amends criminal statutes prohibiting 
child pornography and other online crimes against children to add 
a prohibition against using an electronic device to solicit or entice 
someone believed to be a relative or guardian of a child to commit or 
allow a sexual offense against the child. It also adds language creating 
a “Romeo and Juliet” exception to child pornography laws to reduce 
penalties for teen “sexting.”

HB 182: Revisions Relating to Associate Judges in 
Juvenile Courts

Passed the General Assembly on March 28, 2013. Signed by the 
Governor on May 2, 2013. Takes effect July 1, 2013.

Introduced by Representative Tom Weldon at the request of 
juvenile court judges, this bill eliminates the option for cases heard 
before an associate judge in juvenile court to be reheard before a full 
juvenile court judge. It also allows a duly appointed associate judge to 
sit as a judge pro tempore in another judicial circuit.

HB 349: Criminal Justice Reform
Passed the General Assembly on March 25, 2013. Signed by the 

Governor on April 25, 2013. Takes effect July 1, 2013.

Sponsored by Representative Rich Golick, this bill contains the 
recommendations of the Governor’s Special Council on Criminal 
Justice Reform for the adult criminal system. However, the bill contains 
a few provisions of interest to child advocates, including provisions 
that make the Special Council on Criminal Justice Reform permanent, 
with juvenile court representation in its membership and a mandate to 
continue to review data and best practices and make recommendations. 
It also increases the age under which the child hearsay statute applies 
from age 14 to age 16.

HB 480: Support for Child Victims of Sexual 
Offenses

Passed the General Assembly on March 28, 2013. Signed by the 
Governor on May 7, 2013. Takes effect July 1, 2013.

Sponsored by Representative Mandi Ballinger, this bill adds victims’ 
advocates and victim assistance providers to the list of people who can 
be present in a courtroom when a child under the age of 16 provides 
testimony about a sexual offense in a criminal case.
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With Governor Deal’s signature, a new landscape was created for 
Georgia’s court-involved children. On Jan. 1, 2014, judges, 
state agencies, lawyers and service providers will inhabit this 

new landscape designed to improve outcomes for youth who encounter 
the juvenile court system. The code offers a framework providing state 
and local systems with new opportunities: opportunities to evaluate 
practices in relationship to outcomes, opportunities to implement 
a service continuum using evidence-based programs or practices, 
opportunities to promote permanency and address the causes of 
delinquency, opportunities to address the whole health of court-involved 
children. Specifically, the new Children in Need of Services (CHINS) 
provisions present an opportunity for juvenile courts and community 
providers to look broadly at the needs of a child and offer supports and 
services that build on family strengths and meet the full range of a child’s 
needs within the context of the child’s family and community. 

One important research-based change that will allow greater 
implementation of evidence-based practices is the code’s provision of 
a statutory framework that supports a holistic approach to child and 
family well-being. Service providers have long understood the need 
to address the whole health of a child, but the framework in which 
services have been ordered and/or delivered has traditionally required 
the compartmentalization of services. In addition, The Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention recently highlighted how children’s 
mental health must be viewed from a whole health perspective (CDC, 
Mental Health Surveillance Among Children — United States, 
2005–2011). In Georgia, for the first time, the 
juvenile code includes clear language acknowledging 
the interconnectedness of behavioral health, physical 
health and social health, which includes the family 
system, school and the child’s community. 

The creation of CHINS provisions acknowledges 
that children and families who find their way into 
juvenile court often have needs that cannot be met 
exclusively by the child welfare and juvenile justice 
systems. It also acknowledges that many factors 
influence a child’s behavior and functioning, including 
the family and school environments. Significantly, in the 
new code, mental health is no longer separated from a 
child’s overall well-being—it is seen as one component 
of overall physical, behavioral and social health. 

The purpose section of the CHINS provisions 
affirmatively acknowledges that school performance, 
health, and behavior at home and in the community 
are intrinsically connected. Furthermore, it requires 
coordination among all the systems that work with a 
court-involved child.

The purpose of this article is:

1. To acknowledge that certain behaviors or 
conditions occurring within a family or 

school environment indicate that a child is experiencing 
serious difficulties and is in need of services and corrective 
action in order to protect such child from the irreversibility 
of certain choices and to protect the integrity of such 
child’s family;

2. To make family members aware of their contributions to their 
family’s problems and to encourage family members to accept 
the responsibility to participate in any program of care ordered 
by the court;

3. To provide a child with a program of treatment, care, 
guidance, counseling, structure, supervision, and rehabilitation 
that he or she needs to assist him or her in becoming a 
responsible and productive member of society; and

4. To ensure the cooperation and coordination of all agencies 
having responsibility to supply services to any member of a 
family referred to the court. (O.C.G.A. § 15-11-380)

Paragraph four of the purpose statute summarizes how the CHINS 
provisions promote a whole health approach to children and families. 
For years, juvenile court practitioners have talked about the need to 
cross silos and build bridges across disciplines and agencies to address 
the needs of court-involved youth. Agencies have hosted meetings, 
created plans, and signed MOU’s to work together better and smarter. 
By codifying what agencies have been working on for years, O.C.G.A. 
§ 15-11-380(4), along with other provisions scattered through the 

Children’s Mental Health and the New 
Juvenile Code
By Amy Howell, General Counsel, Georgia Department of Behavioral Health and Developmental Disabilities
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new juvenile code, s, provides a more formal structure to support the 
coordinated efforts by agencies and local communities. 

Addressing the whole health of children and families coincides with 
recent initiatives focused on how state systems work with children and 
families. These shifts, which complement the requirements of the new 
code, include the use of Care Management Organizations (CMO), 
expanded community-based service delivery, and the allocation of new 
funding specifically for evidence-based community programs to serve 
low-risk youth who are currently in secure detention. 

As federal and state laws require a greater focus on the well-being 
of children in foster care, Georgia is moving toward a single CMO for 
these youth. A CMO model will improve access to appropriate services 
across agencies and providers while providing more coordination and 
tracking of referrals, service utilization and outcomes. 

Georgia’s behavioral health system is shifting to serving people as 
close to home as possible. A community-based service delivery system 
allows for the utilization of natural supports in family, churches, schools 
and the community. Working with youth and families in the least restrictive 
environment possible is an essential component of this strategy.

Funding is also shifting to encourage the provision of community-
based services that are tied to desired outcomes for youth. Georgia’s 
fiscal year 2014 budget includes five million state dollars and one 
million federal dollars designated for local programs that reduce 
juvenile recidivism. These funds allow counties to meet the needs of 
low-risk youth in their home communities. 

In addition, the Department of Juvenile Justice is developing a 
continuum of services modeled after evidence-based programs and 
practices. These community-based services involve collaboration 
among agencies and providers, are responsive to the unique needs of 
each child and family, and enhance families’ natural support systems. 
(See O.C.G.A. § 49-4A-3).

Two other initiatives that will contribute to a smooth implementation 
of the CHINS provisions as well as the code overall are the work of 
the Interagency Director’s Team and the work of the Behavioral Health 
Coordinating Council. The Interagency Director’s Team evaluates system 
coordination and provides ongoing reviews of how services are being 
provided and utilized across systems. The legislatively created Behavioral 
Health Coordinating Council creates solutions to systemic barriers and 
recommends policy and practices changes that improve service delivery 
and outcomes for individuals. These two groups provide a structure for 
feedback loops, quality assurance, accountability and problem-solving at 
high levels in state government. 

Finally, Georgia’s Center of Excellence, a partnership between 
Georgia State University and the Department of Behavioral Health 
and Developmental Disabilities, serves as a statewide resource for 
information on best practices, evidence-based models, integrated 
approaches to care, and evaluation of service delivery and financing 
approaches. The Center also provides workforce development and 
technical assistance to providers serving youth with behavioral health 
concerns. Most importantly, the Center understands all the systems 
that will be working together to implement the CHINS provisions. 

Georgia’s entry into a new landscape for court-involved children is 
just around the corner. Georgia has a solid framework and committed 
knowledgeable participants in place to smoothly implement a holistic 
approach to improving outcomes for children and families. T
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2013 Education-Related Legislation
By Beth F. Morris, Harben, Hartley & Hawkins, LLP

Below is a summary of some of the relevant, educationally-related 
legislation that passed during the 2013 legislative session:

 T HB 70 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2-2114) – for purposes of special 
education vouchers, state board of education authorized to 
require local board of education to expedite individualized 
educational program (IEP) and to waive prior school year 
requirement on case-by-case basis for specific medical needs 
upon request by parent, even before the school year

 T HB 115 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2-73) – amendments to the board 
removal statute: local board of education is required to give 
notice of probation, state board of education hearing within 
90 days, option to continue hearing, deliberation in executive 
session, limited to board members on the local board of 
education at the time of probation, local board of education 
cannot pay fees for litigation after recommendation of state board 
of education, subject to reimbursement for individuals reinstated 

 T SB 115 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2-133) – provides for performance 
data of students in certain placements are treated as a single 
local education agency; amendments to statute include 
performance data for residential center students

 T SB 160 – passed in an attempt to clarify immigration 
reporting requirements under immigration reform legislation 
passed in 2011. Many questions have arisen regarding how 
immigration reports concerning benefits are to be handled 
through the Systematic Alienation Verification Eligibility 
(SAVE) program. 

 T HB 244 (O.C.G.A. §§ 20-2-200, 210, 211 and 212) – a 
rewrite of the evaluation statute effective 2014-15 to be 

based on multiple measurements, but 50 percent based on 
student growth and achievement measurements; evaluations 
to be used for all purposes; May 15 deadline for non-renewal 
notice becomes permanent date

 T HB 283 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2A-1) – changes in tuition tax 
credit statute in several areas – it requires students to attend 
a public school for at least six weeks, unless the student 
would be assigned to a low performing school, has been the 
subject of officially documented cases of school based physical 
violence or student related verbal abuse threatening physical 
harm, or was enrolled in a home study program for one year

 T HB 284 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2-324.1) – concussion management 
and “return to play” act; becomes effective Jan. 1, 2014, 
and applies to all youth athletes who are between the ages of 
seven and 18 and participate in a youth athletic activity; must 
provide information, remove if symptomatic, if concussion may 
not return to play until health care provider certification 

 T HB 372 (O.C.G.A. § 20-3-519.5) – 2.0 GPA for HOPE 
eligibility at technical colleges

 T HB 337 (O.C.G.A. § 20-2-776.2) – prescription for stock 
of Epi-Pens to school, any trained employee may administer, 
State Board Of Education and Department of Public Health to 
issue regulations

 T HB 382 (O.C.G.A. § 51-1-52) – recreational joint use 
agreements between school and private entity to use school’s 
facilities for recreational, physical or performing arts activities; 
note details of insurance coverage and other requirements
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The Georgia Department of Education (GA DOE) revised its school 
rules in 2010 and 2012 updating the Board of Education (BOE) 
Rule 160-5-1-.28 regarding student enrollment and withdrawal 

issues.1 The new proposed rule added definition and clarity related 
to student enrollment and withdrawal. Previous rules appeared to be 
arbitrary and allowed for the denial of enrollment of students because 
they were living with a non-parent. The new rule also provided 
clarification on public school enrollment of immigrants who are not U.S. 
citizens but who may be lawfully living in the United States. Limited 
English proficient (LEP) parents and students are also protected from 
disparate treatment under Title IV of the Civil Rights Act of 19642, the 
Equal Education Opportunities Act3, and other federal laws. 

BOE Rule 160-5-1-.28 and Student Enrollment 
with Non-Parents

The new rules provide that a grandparent or any third-party having 
custody of a child for a legitimate purpose, should be allowed to enroll 
that child in school. Specifically, the new rules state that a person 
enrolling a student, who is not the parent and does not hold legal 
guardianship, should be allowed to enroll the student by completing a 
non-parental affidavit of residence4. Using the affidavit, the person who 
has physical custody of the child does not have to obtain guardianship 
in order to enroll the child in school. Local school agencies that do not 
comply with the new rule are subject to a complaint being filed against 
that system to the State Board of Education. Additionally, a complaint 
can be filed with the U.S. Department of Justice (USDOJ). Lastly the 
new rules clarify that grandparents with a power of attorney for the 
care of a child and non-custodial parents or other persons having 
physical custody of a child of a transition military family are permitted 
to enroll or withdraw the child.

Title IV and Student Enrollment with LEP Parents
Title IV of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 prohibits discrimination 

in public schools based on race or national origin. This includes 
disparate treatment of LEP parents during school enrollment and 
registration. In 2012, the USDOJ entered into a settlement agreement 
(Agreement) with the Henry County School District (HCSD) in Henry 
County, Georgia. The purpose of the agreement was to “ensure that 
all students in the district are able to enroll in school, regardless 
of national origin or immigration status. The settlement agreement 
resolved the department’s investigation into allegations that the district 
improperly notified parents that their children would be withdrawn 
from school for not providing a social security number, and failed to 
make its enrollment procedures accessible to limited English proficient 
(LEP) parents.”5 The Agreement is instructive for other school districts, 
nationwide, who encounter LEP parents, including those who are deaf.

Specifically, the Agreement requires that HCSD officials to 1) 
make parents aware that providing a student’s social security number is 
voluntary and not required to enroll a child in school and 2) ensure that 
LEP parents are provided with meaningful access to the same information 

provided to non-LEP parents, including information regarding registration 
and enrollment.6 With respect to the former, HCSD shall at no time state 
or suggest that refusal to provide a student’s social security number or 
failure to turn in the Statement of Objection/Waiver form will bar or delay 
a child’s enrollment in school.7 Nor shall it result in the child’s withdrawal 
from school.8 With respect to the latter, HSCD officials are required 
to identify the communication needs of LEP parents at the outset of 
the enrollment process and provide translation and interpretation of all 
enrollment and registration policies and requirements.9 It is important to 
also note that pursuant to Title IV, public schools have a duty to provide 
LEP parents with interpretation and translation services for all meetings 
and written correspondence concerning the child (e.g., educational 
instruction and school disciplinary actions ), not just during enrollment 
and registration periods. 

Remember . . .
 T A grandparent or any third-party having custody of a child for 

a legitimate purpose may enroll the child in school without 
obtaining legal guardianship over the child.

 T The grandparent or third-party must simply fill out a non-
parental affidavit.

 T Grandparents with a power of attorney for care of the child, 
non-custodial parents or other persons having physical 
custody of a child of a transition military family are permitted 
to enroll or withdraw the child.

Back in Session: 
The ABCs of Student Enrollment in Georgia Public Schools for Non-Parents and Parents with Limited 
English Proficiency

By Ira L. Foster and Jana J. Edmondson-Cooper
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 T Public schools shall accept immigrants/non-visa-holders who 
meet age and residency requirements and shall not inquire 
about their legal status in accordance with Plyler v. Doe, 457 
U.S. 202 (1982).

 T A parent is not required to provide their child’s social 
security number in order to complete the school enrollment/
registration process.

 T In lieu of a social security number, a parent may fill out a 
Statement of Objection/Waiver form. 

 T Failure to turn in the Statement of Objection/Waiver form 
cannot bar or delay a child’s enrollment in school nor can it 
result in the child’s withdrawal from school.

 T Public schools must provide LEP parents with meaningful 
access to the same information provided to non-LEP 
parents. This includes interpretation and translation of 
all school policies and requirements, not just regarding 
enrollment and registration.

(Endnotes)
1 Available at http://www.doe.k12.ga.us/External-Affairs-and-Policy/

State-Board-of-Education/SBOE%20Rules/160-5-1-.28.pdfEducation/
SBOE%20Rules/160-5-1-.28.pdf (Last visited May 30, 2013)

2 42 U.S.C 2000c-6.
3 20 U.S.C § 1701 et seq.
4 See, “Guidance for Student Enrollment and Withdrawal Rule,” Appendix 

G, p. 25 available at http://www.doe.k12.ga.us/External-Affairs-and-
Policy/Policy/Documents/Guidance%20for%20Student%20Enrollment%20
and%20Withdrawal%20Rule.pdf (Last Visited May 30, 2013)

5 See, “Justice Department Reaches Settlement with Georgia School 
District to Ensure All Students Can Enroll in and Attend School,” U.S. 

Department of Justice (Nov. 9, 2012) available at http://www.justice.gov/
opa/pr/2012/November/12-crt-1342.html (Last Visited May 30, 2013)

6 See, “Agreement between the United States of America and Henry County 
School District,” Complaint # 169-16-70, Adopted Aug. 22, 2012, 
Effective Sept. 12, 2012 pp. 4-7 available at http://www.justice.gov/iso/
opa/resources/456201211914625474963.pdf (Last visited May 30, 
2013)

7 Id. at 4.
8 Id.
9 Id. at 5.
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The students, faculty and staff of the Barton Child Law and 
Policy Center wish to express our appreciation for Kirsten 
Widner, who will be leaving her position as Director of 

Policy and Advocacy effective Aug. 31. For six years the Barton 
Center has benefitted from Kirsten’s talent, skill and passion as a 
child advocate. Responsible for the Center’s legislative advocacy 
strategy, Kirsten has achieved many legislative victories that 
improve justice and service delivery for children involved with 
the juvenile court, child welfare, and juvenile justice systems in 
Georgia. Her most recent credit includes the recent passage of 
House Bill 242, the Juvenile Justice Reform Act, to which she made 
tremendous contributions over many years. She is also recognized 
as a state expert on the commercial sexual exploitation of children 
and is looked to as a resource on many other issues of juvenile law. 
Through her years with the Center, Kirsten has generously shared 
her vast knowledge with hundreds of students and encouraged 
them through her passion to become child advocates. Please join 
us in wishing her happiness and success as she begins a Ph.D. 
program in political science at Emory in the fall. 

Best Wishes to 
Kirsten Widner
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