To the contrary, Brent Patterson testified Allison voluntarily relinquished

home.

guardianship of Jacqueline to him due to problems in the Allison home.” Additionally,
the record reflects Allison did not believe Jacqueline was in danger of Patterson. Allison
did not seek a CPO to protect Jacqueline; rather, she only sought CPO protection for
herself. > Judge Squire perceived Allison as unstable when she appeared before the

Court. Judge Squire asked her whether she believed Jacqueline’s father would ever harm

her and Allison shook her head and said, “No.”* This was significant information for

Judge Squire in future proceedings involving these parties.

€31 The following_evidence is in support of Respondent’s objections as to
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The evidence advanced in support of Respondent’s objection is as follows: An
abundance of confusion exists surrounding the preparation, filing and chain of custody of
the amended petition. |

On November 5, 2003, which was origiﬁally intended to be Allison’s full hearing
on her Oétober 29 CPO — Allison’s counsel, McCaughan and Thompson, indicated they
wanted to amend their petition for CPO to include Jacqueline. However, they failed to

file anything to that effect.

When asked on cross-examination why her amended petition was not timely filed,

Thompson testified “I don’t know why™

2 Transcript Volume VII, p. 1651 Lns. 6-21.

* Exhibit: Allison’s Original Ex-Parte CPO

* Find Reference

3 Transcript Vol. I p. 313 In. 6-7

§P. 312 Vol 1. Transcript before Thompson Panel on Cross Lns. 4-25
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If you turn to Exhibit C8, which is the transcript from the
10™ and look at Page 32.”

Miss Vaughn, who we’ve also called Ms. Hall, on Page 17
is speaking in this transcript about how she took the amended
petition and put it to the side because she figured you would want
to have it filed because it had not been filed, and she offered to do
that before 5:00 on Friday?

A. Correct.

Q. And she said that it was not — Actually, I believe
you say it had not been filed because you were trying to work
something out with your co-counsel on that Friday?

Q. If you look at the next page, on Page 33, beginning
at Line 7, your testimony or your statements to the Court were that
you did not know that it had not been filed until Angel told you
that on that Friday.

And Angel said when she told you it had not been filed on
that Friday, you said you know is that accurate?®
BY MS. RILEY?’

Q. I can read it exactly. Your testimony: “We didn’t know it
was not filed until Angel told us it wasn’t filed. We were under
the impression we got that back from the clerk downstairs.”

And Angel responded, “When I stated it wasn’t
filed, they said I know. That’s whole other” — I’m assuming that
means the whole other.

Judge Squire says, “Of course you did. I told them
on Friday.” ‘

And you said, “Yeah, on Friday, I misspoke, on
Friday.” Is that accurate?

A. We were talking about Friday, the — I believe before that,
they were — she was asking if we knew today or when we knew.

And 1 had - didn’t recall the Friday incident until Angel
said, “I told them it wasn’t filed.”

Q. Immediately after that, Judge Squire said: “Today, when
she brought it back up, why didn’t you get that filed today? I was
trying to resolve that.”

You responded: “We were trying to work out who was going to
take the child.”

Does that accurately reflect what you told Judge Squire?

A. Correct.'®

"p.314 (1d) Lns 1-16
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