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: _ 3, .Due to his separation from his.c_hild,. Mr. Rider wa.s_.al.so _a[leged to R
be an abusin'g parer‘rt'in 'the' State’e petition on ‘the basis of his alieged-. :
bandonment of his chrld Kaltlyn R. IVIr Rlder has no connectlon to the other-
children of Ms. Thomas or to the aEIegations against Ms. Thomas whrch are the
subject of the petition against her and whrch provrde the basis of Petltloner
: Freddie E. N.Jr S petltlon fora Wnt of prohrbltron herein.
4, A preliminary. hearing was held in the Circuit Court_ of Putnam =
| County, West Virginia on. May 29, 2008 af whic':.h time fhe Court found prdbable'
. cause"to proceed with the cases against b_ot.h. Ms. Th.omas and_Mr. Rider. -
Adjudicatory hearings were held onJune 24, 2008 and August 20 2008.
5. In conjunctioh' with the August 20, 200‘8-_hearing, both ac.cuse'd _
| oarents, Ms. Thomas arrd Mr. Rider, entered into 'discussiorws with the.Stat'e: and
the Guardian . ad | Litern- for- tﬁe children .and reached separate stipufate'dz
agreemente of adjudication with th.e State, vaeh_ the Unre_lated ..aﬂegation's.'
against the parties, Mr. Rider and his couneel did. rrot participate in any'way in the R
negotiated agreemenf betw.een Ms. Thomas'ano the State, nor did Ms. Thomas .‘ -
and her counsel _particip_ate in M. Rider's agreement..' | Both st_ipulated- '
agreements were tende_red- to the Court and were adopted by reference in _the' '_ |
Co_urt’_s “Adjudication Order” entered September 22,' 2008. See ‘;E}(hibit A
. 6 A motions h.ea'ring was then set in- this mafter for November 13, -
2008. At the hearing both.Mr Rider and Ms. Thomas throrrgh ’rheir re'epective
“counsel, made oral motrons for post adjudrcatory perlods of 1mprovement.

- pursuant to WVa Code §49 -6-12, After hearlng the proffer of counsel for Ms.



Thomas and Mr. Rider respectiv_e!y,'the prosecator,' the Guardian ad Litem and

the CASA Voiu_nteer, the Court granted both Ms. Thom_aa ‘and Mr. Rider’s

7 motions. No oa'rty, including Petitioner Meredith and his counsel, objected to the

with his agreed VIS|tat|ons with hIS daughter and attempting to re-establlsh a

oral nature of the motions for periods of improvement. Furthermore, su'chs

motions are routinely' made orally in the Circuit in question. Su'bsequenlt to._the

November 13, 2008 hearing, Pehtloner _iled his petition herein.

: 7. Other than to the extent any ruling herem may procedurally affect

the oral motlon for improvement period made on his behalf Respondent Rlohard'_

Rider takes no posmon as to the propriety of the granttng of a penod of

improvement to Ms Thomas. HIS sole interest in this matter is in moving forward |

relationship With her Kaltlyn R. is th:rteen years of age and there are no

a!legations that she is currently malnourished or that she has been wﬁhhe!d _'

nounshment

WHEREFORE Respondent Rlchard Rider, takes no substantlve position

as to -the granting of a period of improvementfor R_espondent Kari Thomas, or

regarding the Petitioner’s F’etition for Writ of Prohibition, except insofar as it may"

procedurally affect his own motion for post adjudicatory period of im.provement.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

RICHARD RIDER,

By Counsel:
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