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STATEMENT OF INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE

Amici curiae, national and West Virginian organizations dedicated to the welfare
of children, believe that Respoﬁdénts failed to act in the best interests of Baby Girl Cales
(“B.G.C.”) by seeking to remove her from her existing and successful foster placement,
the only home she has ever known, in order to make her available for adoption by a
heterosexual married couple that has not yet materialized and may never materialize.
Amiici submit this brief to (a) inform the Court of the extensive body of social science
resgarch demonstrating that children rzﬁsed by same-sex couples develop just as well, and
‘are as healthy and well-adjusted as children raised by heterosexual couples; (b) show the
Court that this research has been embraced by every authoritative professional
organization devoted to the health and welfare of children; and (c) explain to the Court
why implementation of the Circuit Court’s order would be contrary to B.G.C.’s interests
énd to the best interests of other children in the West Virginia child welfare system.

Follbwing arc brief descriptions of the amici:

The National Association of Social Workers (“NASW”) was established in
1955 as a nonprofit professional association dedicated to the practice and interests of the
social work profession. It is the largest social work association in the world, with
145,000 members and 56 chapters throughout the United States and abroad. As part of
its mission to improve the quality and effectiveness of social work practice, NASW
promulgates professional standards and the NASW Code of Ethics, conducts research,

provides continuing education, and advocates for sound public policies (including by




filing amicus curiae briefs in appropriate cases). NASW is committed to advancing
policics and practices that will improve the lives of all children, including those raised in
samne-sex-parent families.

| NASW is joined on the brief by the NASW -- West Virginia Chapter, which has
566 members.

The_ﬁlvan B. Donaldson Adoption Institute (“Adoption Institute”) is a
national, non-profit organization devoted to improving adoption policy and practice. To
achieve this goal, the Adoption Institule engages in research regarding adoption, trains
and educates child welfare professionals, and advances public policies that support
cthical, high quality adoption practices.

The Nrorth American Council 6n Adoptable Children (“NACAC”) was
founded in 19’?4 to serve as a strong, consistent voice for children in foster care in the
* United States and Canada. NACAC’s mission is to promote and support permanent
families for children and youth in the U.S. and Canada who have been in care —
especially those in foster care and those with special necds. NACAC is committed to
meeting the needs of waiting children and the familics who adopt them through
education, adoption support, parent leadership capacity building, and advocacy.

West Virginia Coalition Against Domestic Violence (“WVCADV”)is
committed to the elimination of personal and institutional violence against women,
children, and men. By developing a strong network of shared resources and. support,
WVCADYV provides safe space and quality service for victims of domestic violence, and

works for systemic change to assure families” options for building lives free from

e



violence. WVCADYV fully supports children being raised in loving, caring, and non-
abusive homes regardiess of the marital status or sexual orientation of adults or parents.
As one of its grounding principles of unity, WVCADYV believes in the equality of all
persons and works to end discriminatory practices based on race, sexual orientation,
class, gender, etc. Given the all too frequent occurrence of violence in homes across the
country, WVCADYV champions all efforts to provide children with home environments

of safety where they are honored, respected, and loved.




INTRODUCTION

Thousands of children in the West Virginia child welfare system — and ﬁatienwide
— are in desperate nced of responsible and loving caregivers and a safe place to call home.
Yet there is a critical shortage of good homes for these children. There are approximately
1,100 children Waiting tﬁ be adoiated, and more than 4,200 children in state custody in -
West Virginia. See U.S. Dep’t of Health & Human Servs., Administration for Children
and Families, Adoption and Foster Care Analysis and Reporting System (“AFCARS
Report™), Children in the Public Foster Care System Waiting to be Adopted: Fiscal Years
1999-2006, available at http://www .acf hhs.gov/programs/cb/stats_research/afcars/
waiting2006.htm; Child Welfare League of America, National Data Analysis Systems
(“NDAS Report™), Number of Children in Out-of-Home Care, West Virginia (2006),
available at http://ndas.cwlé.org/dataistats/access/prcdeﬁned/home.asp‘?MainTopicID:3
8.581,1bT0picID=28.1 On average, children in West Virginia wait 17.9 months after their

parents’ rights have been terminated before being adopted. See NDAS Report, Mean and

Nationwide, there are almost 500,000 children in foster care — over 125,000 of whom
are waiting for adoption. On average, each child has been waiting for more than
three years (39.4 months). Evan B. Donaldson Adoption Institute, Expanding
Resources for Waiting Children II: Eliminating Legal and Practice Barriers to Gay
and Lesbian Adoption from Foster Care 11 (Sept. 2008) (“Expanding Resources I17),
available at http://www.adoptioninstitute.org/publications/2008 . 09_Expanding_
Resources Legal.pdf. Children placed with foster families often find themselves
shuffled from one family to another. In 2006, cach child in foster care in West
Virginia experienced 2 mean of 2.9 different placements. NDAS Report, Mean and
Median Number of Placements for Children in Out-of-Home Care, West Virginia
(2006), available at hitp://ndas.cwla.org/data_ stats/access/predefined/home.asp?
MainTopicID=3&SubTopicID=29.




Median Months Between the Time of Termination of Parental Rights and Adoption, West
Virginia (2006), available at hitp://ndas.cwla.org/data_stats/access/predefined/
home.asp?MainTopicID=4&SubTopiclD=36. Since the number of children in state
custody far exceeds the number of approved foster families, almost one third of West
Virginian foster children live in institutions or group homes rather than family
environments. NDAS Report, Number of Children in Out-of-Home Care, by Placement
Setting, West Virginia (2000), available at http://ndas.cwla.org/data_stats/access/
predcﬁned/home.asp?MainTopic.IDz3 &SubTopiclD=27.

Unlike the hundreds of children who continue to wait for families, upon her
release from the hospital, still suffering withdrawal from her in utero drug addiction,
B.G.C. was placed in the home of two caring and responsible foster parents, Petitioners
Kathryn Kutil and Cheryl Hess. These women, who have indisputably provided B.G.C.
with excellent foster care for the past thirteen months, now seek to provide what all
parties agree is the best possible outcome for a child in state custody: a permanent
adoptive family.

Against this backdrop, the Circuit Court has inexplicably ruled that it is in
B.G.C.’s best interest to be removed from the care of.Petitioners, to whom she has
formed lasting éttachments, so that pursuit of a heterosexual couple can be undertaken,
even though the statistics show that there is a severe shortage of potential adoptive

couples.” Rather than simply evaluating B.G.C.’s best interests based on the facts of her

2 While Judge Blake’s Response to Petition For Writ of Prohibition (“Blake Resp.”)
atternpts to frame his decision as unrelated to the sexual orientation of the Petitioners




case, the court below announced an unprecedented ruling that, if upheld, could negatively
influence subsequent adoptions in West Virginia. Based not on social science evidence
but apparently on only its personal opinion, the Circuit Court lconcluded that children in
the foster care system should be adopted by “traditional” families consisting of a married

mother and a father, and that a “non-iraditional” placement should be considered only if
all options for a traditional i}laccmcnt have been exhausted. The Circuit Court has
essentially created an irrebuttable presumption that any minimally adequate placement
with a heterosexual coupie is always better than placement with a same-sex couple. Such
a presumption cannot be reconciled with this Court’s precedents on evaluating children’s
best interests. This view is contrary to the social science evidence, which shows that
children raised by lesbian and gay couples develop just as well as children raised by
married heterosexual couples.

Elevating the Circuit Court’s view of a “traditional” family above all other factors
in placement decisions would block optimal placements for children and is inconsistent
with the individualized, case-by-case determination that is required by the “best interests
of the child” standard and child welfare policy. In addition, such a policy has the
potential to result in the displacement of many children, like B.G.C., who are currently

living happily with same-sex foster parents, may delay permanent placements for foster

(see, e.g., Blake Resp. at 5-6 n.16), it is clear that the Circuit Court’s presumption in
favor of adoption by “two-parent” households is a proxy for adoption by
heterosexual couples. After all, Petitioners’ household és a two-parent household,
As this gmicus brief will demonstrate, the social science research shows that Jesbians
and gay men can and do raise children as successfully as their heterosexual
counterparts.
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children, and may discourage capable gay men and lesbians from seeking to become
foster and adoptive parents, thereby exacerbating the dire éhortage of nurturing homes.
At a time when thousands of chﬂdren i West Virginia are languishing in foster care, a
policy that disfavors adoption by a significant demographic of capable adults, and
prevents many children in critical need of parents from finding their optimal families,

simply cannot be justified.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

B.G.C., born on December 8, 2007 in Charleston to a drug-addicted mother,
tested positive for coéaine, opiates and benzodiazepines at birth. The West Virginia
Department of Health and Homan Resources (“DHHR”) immediately instituted child
abuse and negleét procecdings, and sought to remove B.G.C. from her biological
mother’s custody. See Petition to Institute Child Abuse and Neglect Proceedings (Dec.
11, 2007). The day B.G.C. was released from the hospital, December 24, 2007, DHHR
placed B.G.C. with Petitioners, a same-sex couple. On October 8, 2008, after finding that
there was no likelihoéd that the bi.ological mother’s drug abuse would be corrected and
that the unkhown father had abandoned the child, the Circuit Court of Fayette County
terminated the biological mothér’s parental rights. See Dispositional and Termination of
Parental Rights Order (Nov. 6_, 2008).

Shortly after the termination of parental rights, in accordance with DHHR’s
procedures, the members of a multidisciplinary treatment team (“MDT”), consisting of

the government attorney, the guardian ad litem, counsel for the foster parents, the




assistant attorney general, the child welfare consultant, the adoption unit supervisor, the
foster parents, and the child protective service worker, met to discuss transferring
B.G.C.’s case to the Regional Adoption Unit, which they unanimously determined was in
B.G.C.’s best interests. The team’s status report concluded that “[B.G.C.] is nearly
eleven months old and continues to reside in the home of Kathryn Kutil and Cheryl Hess.
[B.G.C.] presently has no medical or developmental concerns and seems to be thriving in
her present placement.” MIDT/Status Report (Oct. 28, 2008). The Adoption Unit
Supervisor stated that “the Adoption Unit would be reluctant to “uproot’ a child from the
only home she knows,” acknowledging that the Regional Adoption Unit would make an
official recommendation regarding B.G.C.’s prospective adoptive placement. Id. With
the cxception of the guardian ad /item, Thomas K. Fast, the MDT recommended that
B.G.C. remain with her foster parents. Id.

At the Permanency Hearing on November 6, 2008 before the Circuit Court, the
DHHR attorney took the position, consistent with the MDT’s recommendation, that
B.G.C.’s interests would be best served by facilitating an adoption, and explained that the
Adoption Uﬁit would make a recommendation as to the placement. Transcript of
Permanency Hearing (Nov. 6, 2008) (“Nov. 6 Tr.”) at 4-6. DHHR’s permanency plan
further noted that Petitioners héd expressed their desire to adopt B.G.C., and that
placement with Petitioners would be appropriate because, inter alia, their home “is the
least restrictive and a family setting,” “is in close proximity to [B.G.C.’s] sibling,” “is

consistent with the best interest of child,” “is the only placement child has been in,” and




because B.G.C. “has a bond with foster parents with whom she has resided her entire.
life.” See DHHR Permanency Plan (Oct. 31, 2008).

Mr. Fast, who had previously filed a motion in the Circuit Court entitled, Mofion
To Order DHHR To Remove Child From Physical Placement in Homosexual Home And
For Other Injunctive Relief, requested that the Circuit Court “immediately set for a
heariﬁg, a fﬁll hearing, and let’s duke it out here, Your Honor, this whole issue of the
homosexuality.”” Nov. 6-Tr. at 17. After praising the Petitioners for taking good care of
B.G.C., the Court went on to state, “I think I’ve indicated time and time again, this
Court’s opinion is that the best interest of a child is to be raised by a traditional family,
mother and father. Now, that’s this Court’s opinion as to what a typical West Virginian
would feel and what the typical attitude is of the West Virginia Supreme Court, a
traditional family.” Id. at 22-23. Thé Circuit Court ruled that it would entertain adoption
by a “nontraditional” family only if there were no other alternative, stating, “[njow,
occasionally there may be situations where there is no traditional family, there’s not a
mother and father, a young couplc that are willing and able to adopt a little girl. And if
that’s the situation, if there’s no other alternative for a traditional family, then you look at
a nontraditional family, whether it be two men, two women or such.” [d. at 23.

The Circuit Court set a date for an evidentiary hearing on Mr. Fast’s motion, and
expressed its view that “this permarnency plan needs to include adoption by a traditional
farnily unit.”” Nov. 6 Tr. at 27-28. Without hearing any evidence about the
appropriateness of the current foster placement, the court below ordered that B.G.C. “be

placed in a traditional home with a mother and a father.” fd. Recognizing that “it would




be too traumatic to take the child at this time and just uproot her right now,” the Circuit
- Court ordered that B.G.C. be transitioned to a new foster home over a two-weck period.
Id. Petitioners filed a Petition for Writ of Prohibition on November 17, 2008, The next
day the court below entered an order to stay the transfer of custody pending the
evidentiary hearing on the guardian ad litem s motion to be héld on November 21, 2008.
On November 22, 2008, B.G.C. was rexﬁoved from the Petitioners’ care pursuant
to the Circuit Court’s order following the prior day’s evidentiary hearing. At no time
during the hearing did the guardian ad litem submit any individualized evidence showing
why a transfer of custody was in thg: best interests of B.G.C. DHHR placed B.G.C. with
a set of potential adoptive parents identificd by the Petitioners after DHHR was unable to
locate a willing foster/adoptive family. Petitioners filed a Motion for Emergency Stay
with this Court on November 24, 2008. Two days later, the potential adoptive parents
contacted DHHR to say they were no longer interested in adopting B.G.C. On the same
day, this Court granted Petitioners’ motion, and B.G.C. was returned to them. Petitioners

filed an Amended Petition for Writ of Prehibition with this Court on December 4, 2008.

ARGUMENT

Every authoritative child welfare and child health organization of which amici are
aware recognizes, and an overwhelming body of scholarly research demonstrates, that
children fare just as well in families with same-sex parents as in families with
heterosexnal parents. The Circuit Court’s directive that children may be placed with

same-sex couples as a last resort — only after all options for adoption by heterosexual
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married couples are exhausted - is a departure from the nationwide consensus that
placement decisions should be made on a case-by-case basis based on the best interests of
each child. Disfavoring adoption by same-sex couples undermines the welfare of the
many children in West Virginia seeking permanent families in several ways: (i) it
increases the likelihood of institutionalization, which all experts agree is to be avoided if
at all possible, by disfavoring a category of capable, caring parents; (ii) it prolongs the
period of impermanency, which all research shows is contrary to the best interests of the
child, while the hunt for a theoretical “traditional family” procr::eds;3 and (iii) by driving a
wedge between the criteria for foster parenthood and adoptive parenthood, it increases
the chances that a child will have to be uprooted from a successful and potentially

permanent foster placement.

L Social Science Research Demonstrates that Children Raised by Same-Sex
Couples Are as Healthy and Well-Adjusted as Those Raised by Heterosexual
Couples.

The Circuit Court’s conclusion that families headed by heterosexual couples are
more “family-like” than families headed by same-sex couples is contrary to both the
unanimous opinion of authoritative professional organizations dedicated to the heaith and

welfare of children and to the social science research.

3 According to the Center for Disease Control, National Center for Health Statistics,
National Vital Statistics System, West Virginia has one of the highest divorce rates
in the country. See http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nvss/mardiv.htm.
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A Every Authoritative Pediatric, Psychological, Psychiatric and Child
Welfare Organization to Address the Issue Has Concluded that Parenting
Effectiveness Is Unrelated to Parents’ Sexual Orientation.

Every leading professional child health and child welfare organization recognizes
that sexual orientation has no correlation with the ability to be a good parent and raise
healthy and well-adjusted children. The policy statements issued by these organizations
reflect their professional éxperiences and their expert reviews of the rescarch related to
the effects of parenting by gay men and lesbians on childhood development. The
statements are striking m their unanimous rejection of the assumption that optimal . .
development requires heterosexual parents. Indeed, amici are unaware of any
authoritative child welfare or medical organization that has taken a contrary view of the
research and its policy implications.

The Child Welfare League of America (‘CWLA”), the nation’s oldest and largest
membership-based child welfare organization, and the nationally recognized standard-
setter for child welfare services, has issued a position statement that “affirms that lesbian,
gay, and bisexual parents are as well suited to raise childrcﬁ as their heterosexual
counterpaﬁs,” and that “[a]ny attempt to prectude or prevent gay, lesbian, and bisexual
individuals or couples from parenting, based solely on their sexual orientation, is not in
the best interest of children.” CWLA, Position Statement on Parenting of Children by
Gay, Lesbian, and Bisexual Adults, available at http://www.cwla.org/programs/culture/
glbtgposition.hti. Instéad, “la]pplicants should be assessed on the basis of their abilities
to successfully parent a child needing family membership and not on . . . differing life

style, or sexual orientation. Applicants should be accepted on the basis of an individual
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assessment of their capacity to understand and meet the needs of a particular available
child at the point of the adoption and in the future.” CWLA, Standards of Excellence for
Adoption Services'§ 4.7 (2000) (“CWLA Adoption Standards”); see also CWLA,
Standards of Excellence for Family Foster Care Services § 3.18 (1995) (“CWLA Family
Foster CareStandards”) (“The' family fost& care agency should not reject foster parent
applicants solely due to their.. . .. sexual orientation|.]”). CWLA formulated this policy
based on the research conducted in, and experiences of, the fields of social work, child

- development, psychology, psychiatry, medicine, and sociology. See CWLA Adoption
Standards, supra, at v.

Similarly, amicus NASW’s policy on foster care and adoption supports the
removal of barriers that prevent children from being placed in permanent homes.
“Barriers that are unsupported by tested experience—such as resistance to using single
parents, fosfer parents (for adoption), and nontraditional family patterns (including
lesbian and gay, bisexual, and transgender parents) as potential foster care and adoption
resources — must be removed.” NASW, Foster Care and Adoption, in SOCIAL WORK
SPEAKS 167-69 (7th ed., 2006). NASW “supports the adoption of local, state, federal,
and intefnational policies/legislation that protect the rights and well-being of the children
of leshian, gay, and bisexual people.” NASW, Lesbian, Gay and Bisexual Issues, in
SocCIal. WORK SPEAKS 247 (7th ed., 2006).

The American Academy of Pediatrics (“AAP”), the nation’s oldest and largest
association 6f pediatricians with over 60,000 pediatrician members, has concluded that

“the weight of evidence gathered during several decades using diverse samples and
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methodologies is persuasive in demonstrating that there is no systematic difference
between gay and non-gay parents in emotional health, parenting skills, and attitudes
toward parenting. No data have pointed to any risk to children as a result of growing up
in a family with 1 or more gay parents.” AAP, Technical Report: Coparent or Second-
Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109 PEDIATRICS 341, 343 (Feb. 2002), available
at http// aappolicy.aappublications.org/cgi/content/ﬁlll/pediafrics;109/2/ 341.pdf. The
AAP “recognizes that a considerable body of professional literature provides evidence
that children with parents who are homosexual can have the same advantages and the

same expectations for health, adjustment, and development as can children whose parents

are heterosexual.” AAP, Coparent or Seéond—Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109
PEDIATRICS 339, 339 (Feb. 2002), available at http://aappolicy.aappublicatioﬁs-.org/cgi/
content/full/pediatrics; 109/2/339.pdf. Like many other medical and child welfare
organizations, AAP has concluded that children’s development is more powerfully
influenced by the quality of the relationships within the family unit than by the
configuration of the family unit itself. AAP, 109 PEDIATRICS at 343.

Children in all family constellations have been described by
parents and teachers to have more behavioral problems
when parents report more distress and more dysfunctional
parent-child interactions. In contrast, children are rated as _
better adjusted when their parents report greater
relationship satisfaction, higher levels of love, and lower
interparental conflict regardless of their parents’ sexual
orientation.

Id. Consequently, in 2002 the AAP adopted a policy supporting the legal adoption of

children by same-sex parents and recommending that pediatricians “[a]dvocate for
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initiatives that establish permanency through coparent or second-parent adoption for
children of same-sex partners through the judicial system, legislation, and community
education.” AAP, 109 PEDIATRICS at 339-40.*

Likewise, the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry
(“*AACAP”), an association of over 6,500 psychiatrists, has determined that “[t]here is no
evidence to suggest or support that parents with a gay, lesbian, or bisexual orientation are
per se different from or deficient in parenting skills, child-centered concerns and parent-
child attachments, when compared to parents with a heterosexual otientation,” and
further that “[oJutcome studies of children raised by parents with a homosexual or
bisexual orientation, when compared to heterosexual parents, show no greater degree of
instability iﬁ the parental relationship or developmental dysfunction in children.”

AACAP, Gay, Lesbian, and Bisexual Parents Policy Statement (June 1999), available at

A group of approximately 60 of AAP’s more than 60,000 members opposed AAP’s
adoption of this policy and in dissent, formed the “Ametican College of
Pediatricians” (“ACP”) in 2002. See http://www.acpeds.org/?CONTEX T=arté&cat
=10002&art=150&BISKIT=2142663156. This small and marginal group has filed
an amicus brief in support of Respondents in keeping with the ACP’s position that
“it is inappropriate, potentially hazardous to children, and dangerously irresponsibie
to change the age-old prohibition on homosexual parenting, whether by adoption,
foster case, or by reproductive manipulation.” See http://www.acpeds.
org/?CONTEX T=art&cat=10005&art=50&BISKIT=2142663156. Dr. Joseph
Zanga, one of ACP’s charter members, has described the ACP as a group “with
Judeo-Christian, traditional values that is open to pediatric medical professionals of
all religions who hold true to the group’s core beliefs: that life begins at conception;
and that the traditional family unit, headed by an opposite-sex couple, poses far
fewer risk factors in the adoption and raising of children.” Bill Fancher & Jody
Brown, Am. Family Ass’n, Pro-Life Pediatric Group Stands Contrary to Established
AAP, at http://headlines.agapepress.org/archive/7/afa/292003e.asp (July 29, 2003)
(emphasis added). This small faction’s views are out of step with the research-based
positions of the AAP and other medical and child welfare authorities.
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hitp://www.aacap.org/cs/root/policy statements/gay lesbian _and bisexual parents
policy statement. The AACAP therefore resolvéd to oppose “any discrimination based
on. sexual orientation against individuals in regard to their rights as custodial or adoptive
parents.” Id,

Many other medical organizations have issued policy statements opposing
restrictions on parenting by gay men and lesbians. The American Academy of Family
Physicians (“AAFP”), an association of over 94,000 family physicians, family medicine
residents, and medical students, which was founded in 1947, “establishes policy and is
supportive of legislation which promotes a safe and nurturing environment, including
psychological and legal security for all children, including those of adoptive or foster
parents, regardless of the parents’ sexual orientation.” AAFP, Children's Health (2002)
(2007), available at http://www.aafp.org/online/en/home/policy/policies/c/children.html.
The American Psychoanalytic Association, the oldest national psychoanalytic
organization in the nation, comprised of over 3,500 psychoanalysts, has unequivocally
stated: “Gay ana lesbian individuals and couples are capable of meeting the best interest
of the child and should be afforded the same rights and should accept the same
responsibilities as heterosexual parents.” Am. Psychoanalytic Ass'n, Position Statement
on Gay and Lesbhian Parenring (May 16, 2002), available at hittp://www .apsa.org/
aboutapsaa/i)osiﬁonstatements/ gayandlesbianparenting/tabid/471/Default.aspx,

The American Péyc’hiatric Association (“APA”), a national medical specialty
society, which has over 38,000 physician members, adopted a position statement in

November 2002, which emphasized that “[n]umerous studics over the last three decades
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consistently demonstrate that children raised by gay or lesbian parents exhibit the same
level of emotional, cognitive, social, and sexual functioning as children raised by
heterosexual parents,” and that “research indicates that optimal development for children
is based not on the sexual orientation of the parents, but on stable attachments to
committed and nurturing adults.” APA, Adoption and Co-parenting of Children by
Same-sex Couples: Position Statement (Nov. 2002), available at http://www.psych.org/
Departments/EDU/Library/ AP AOfficial DocumentsandRelated/PositionStatements/20021
4.aspx. In view of this body of research, in 2002, the APA adopted an official policy
supporting initiatives which allow same-sex couples to adopt and co-parent children. /d.
The American Psychological Association, a scientific and professional -

organization with 148,000 members, which represents psychology in the United States,
has endorsed the view that:

Not a single study has found children of lesbian or gay

parents to be disadvantaged in any significant respect

" relative to children of heterosexual parents. Indeed, the

evidence to date suggests that home environments provided

by lesbian and gay parents are as likely as those provided

by heterosexual parents to support and enable children’s

psychosocial growth.
Charlotte J. Patterson, Leshian and Gay Parents and Their Children: Summary of
Research F, indings, in LESBIAN AND GAY PARENTING 15 (Am. Psychological Ass’n,
1995), available at http://www.apa.org/pi/lgbc/publications/lgparenting. pdf. The
American Psychological Association issued a resolution opposing “any discrimination

based on sexual orientation in matters of adoption, child custody and visitation, foster

care, and reproductive health services.” Am. Psychological Ass’n, Resolution on Sexual
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Orientation, Parents, & Children (2004), available at hitp://www.apa.org/pi/lgbe/policy/
parentschildren.pdf. The resolution was based on the Association’s findings that, “[tJhere
is no scientific evidence that parenting effectiveness is related to parcntal sexual
orientation: lesbian and gay parents are as likely as heterosexual parents to provide
supportive and healthy énvironments for their children” and “[r]esearch has shown that
the adjustment, development, and psychological well-being of children is unrelated to
parental sexual orientation and that the children of lesbian and gay parents are as likely as
those of heterosexual parents to flourish.” Id.

Organizations specializing in adoption issues have reached similar conclusions.
Amicus NACAC takes the position that “[a]ll prospective foster and adoptive parents,
regardless of sexual orientation, should be given fair and equal consideration,” and
opposes rules and legislation that restrict the conside:ration of current or prospective
foster and adoptive parénts based on their sexual orientation. NACAC, Position
State;ﬁents: Gay and Lesbian Adoptions and Foster Care (Apr. 9, 2005), available at
http://www .nacac.org/policy/positions.html#gay. In addition, NACAC believes
“[cJhildren a