
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

STATE OF OHIO, EX REL.
JOSEPH RICHARD SARACINO AND
CYNTHIA HUTTO SARACINO
104 Chatsworth Road
Greer, South Carolina 29651

Relators

V.

JUDGE JOHN M. WILLIAMS
Hamilton County Common Pleas Court
Juvenile Division
800 Broadway Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Respondent

CASE NO. 12-1590

ORIGINAL ACTION IN PROHIBITION

EXPEDITED: This action involves the
adoption of a minor - S.Ct.Prac.R. 10.10

F UFO
OCT 1 2 2^12

CLERK oF CouRT
SUPREME COURT 0F OHIO

RELATORS' MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO
RESPONDENT'S MOTION TO DISMISS

Michael R. Voorhees (0039293)
Voorhees & Levy LLC
11159 Kenwood Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45242
Telephone: (513) 489-2555
Fax: (513) 489-2556
mikekohioadoptionlawyer.com

oci '12 2012
CLERK OF r,O1 IRT

SUPREMEGOuis -f 2`I'O

Christian J. Schaefer (0015494)
Hamilton Co. Assistant Prosecaiirig AL-Ly.
230 E. Ninth Street, Suite 4000
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
Telephone: (513) 946-3041
Fax: (513) 946-3018

Counsel for Respondent

1



Now come the Relators, Joseph and Cynthia Saracino, by and through counsel, and in

opposition to Respondent's Motion to Dismiss, state the following:

The birth-mother has consented to the adoption (Exhibit A). The birth-father has now

consented to the adoption (Exhibit B). The adoption placement has ICPC approval (Exhibit C).

The adoption proceeding was initiated in the South Carolina court prior to any filing in the Ohio

court (Exhibit D). Respondent patently and unambiguously does not have jurisdiction.

It is noteworthy that Respondent did not mention In re Adoption ofAsente (2000), 90 Ohio

St.3d 91, 2000 Ohio 32, 734 N.E.2d 1224, which is directly on point. There is no question that the

first filing with any court in this matter was on July 13, 2012 in the Family Court of Greenville

County, South Carolina There is no question that the first filing in the Hamilton County Juvenile

Court was subsequent to that date. This Supreme Court has repeatedly cited Asente for "the bedrock

proposition that once a court of competent jurisdiction has begun the task of deciding the long-term

fate of a child, all other courts are to refrain from exercising jurisdiction over that matter." Id at 92.

The Complaint to adopt the child was filed in the Family Court of Greenville County, South

Carolina on July 13, 2012. Based upon the ICPC approval and the new information regarding the

putative father, an Amended Complaint was filed with the South Carolina court on July 27, 2012.

Pursuant to Rule 15(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, the effective date of the

Amended Compliant relates back to the date of the original pleading, which was July 13, 2012.

Therefore, the case filed in the Family Court of Greenville County, South Carolina under Case No.

2012-DR-23-3160, by the Complaint and the Amended Complaint, was initiated on July 13, 2012.
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Both birth-parents have now consented to both the adoption and the jurisdiction of the South

Carolina court. Any and all questions as to the validity of any filing with the South Carolina court

are to be addressed by the South Carolina court. On July 13, 2012, the jurisdiction of the South

Carolina court was invoked and that court begun the task of deciding the long-term fate of this child

and all other courts are to refrain from exercising jurisdiction over that matter. To deny the requested

Writ of Prohibition would be to effectively overrule the Asente holding that has been cited by this

Supreme Court many times. Respondent's Motion to Dismiss must be denied and this Compliant

needs to be heard and considered by this Supreme Court.

Respondent cited no Ohio statute that would properly invoke the jurisdiction of the Ohio

court in this case. The filing in the Ohio court was filed as a dependency case by the Hamilton

County Department of Job and Family Services, Hamilton County, Ohio ("HCDJFS"). It was never

filed as a paternity case. Therefore, R.C. 2151.23(B) is not applicable. Respondent cited R.C

2151.23(A), which states under subparagraph (2) that the Juvenile Court has jurisdiction "to

determine the custody of any child not a ward of another court of this state." When the first filing

in the Hamilton County Juvenile Court was made, the child was already subject to the filing made in

the Family Court of Greenville County, South Carolina and the child was a ward of that South

Carolina court. Since that court was not in Ohio, R.C. 2151.23 does not even apply. When courts in

different states are in conflict, the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act

("UCCJEA"), codified in Ohio at R.C. 3127.01 et seq., would apply to determine what court has

jurisdiction, although pursuant to R.C. 3127.02 the UCCJEA does not apply to adoption proceedings.

Jurisdiction of the Ohio court cannot be invoked under the UCCJEA. To exercise any jurisdiction

over the custody issues relating to the child, Respondent must have some basis forjurisdiction under

the UCCJEA, which is not present in this case. The child was placed for adoption on July 12, 2012
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and the adoption proceeding in South Carolina was filed on July 13, 2012, which was prior to the

first filing in the Ohio court. Even if the UCCJEA did apply, Respondent could only exercise

jurisdiction over the child under either R.C. 3127.15 or R.C. 3127.18. R.C. 3127.15 relates to the

initial determination and the first commencement of a proceeding, which is clearly in the South

Carolina court. R.C. 3127.18 relates to temporary emergency jurisdiction if a child is present in this

state and the child has been abandoned or it is necessary in an emergency to protect the child because

the child is subjected to or threatened with mistreatment or abuse. These circumstances were never

present and were never even alleged. The child was wrongfully removed from the physical custody

of the Relators on July 16, 2012 and returned on July 23, 2012. In fact, when the child was

wrongfully removed by HCDJFS, the child was in Kentucky at the airport. The child was not even

present in Ohio. HCDJFS actually went into another state and brought the child back into Ohio.

The Hamilton County Juvenile Court has no jurisdiction under the UCCJEA or otherwise.

Respondent claims that Relators must have no other adequate remedy in the ordinary course

of law. "[I]f a lower court patently and unambiguously lacks jurisdiction to proceed in a cause,

prohibition * * * will issue to prevent any future unauthorized exercise of jurisdiction and to

correct the results ofprior jurisdictionally unauthorized actions... In those cases where jurisdiction

is patently and unambiguously lacking, the requirement of the lack of an adequate remedy at law

need not be proven, because the availability of alternate remedies like appeal is immaterial."

Rosen v. Celebrezze (2008), 117 Ohio St. 3d 241, 244; 2008 Ohio 853; 883 N.E.2d 420. This was

cited in the Complaint and Respondent failed to address this pertinent case law.

Respondent lacks jurisdiction under the UCCJEA to make any custody determination.

"[T]his is not a mere error in the exercise of jurisdiction; it is a defect in the Ohio court's subject-

matter jurisdiction." Rosen v. Celebrezze (2008), 117 Ohio St. 3d 241, 248; 2008 Ohio 853; 883
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N.E.2d 420. "Because subject-matter jurisdiction goes to the power of the court to adjudicate the

merits of a case, it can never be waived and may be challenged at any time." Id at 249. The mere fact

that Respondent has basic statutory jurisdiction to determine custody matters under R.C. 2151.23,

"does not preclude a more specific statute like R. C. 3127.15 from patently and unambiguously

divesting the court of such jurisdiction." Id at 249. Further, even though the South Carolina was

filed prior to the Ohio case and has priority over the Ohio case, it does not matter for this issue

"because the Ohio court does not have `jurisdiction substantially in conformity' with the UCCJEA

and therefore priority is irrelevant." Id at 249.

Relators did file in the Hamilton County Juvenile Court for a Writ of Habeas Corpus for the

return of the child to their physical custody. The filing was made, not to determine custody, but to

secure the return of the child to the lawful custody of the Relators. There was no need for a

determination of custody because the child was already in the lawful custody of the Relators.

The unmarried birth-mother transferred custody of the child to the Relators, the placement received

ICPC approval, and the South Carolina statute provides that the Relators have custody upon the

filing of the adoption petition. All three of these are valid and lawful methods to transfer and secure

custody of the child with the Relators. All three of these occurred prior to the unlawfixl removal of

the child from the Realtors in Kentucky and prior to any filing in the Ohio court. Further, Relators

have stated in each and every filing in the Hamilton County Juvenile Court that they are not

submitting to the jurisdiction of that court and reserve the right to challenge the jurisdiction of that

court. The denial of the Writ of Habeas Corpus was in error, but Realtors did not appeal that denial

because the child was returned to the custody of the Relators on that same day. Therefore, the goal of

the request for a Writ of Habeas Corpus was accomplished. Relators made no concessions or

acknowledgments as to the jurisdiction of the Ohio court and made it clear to everyone involved
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that they would be pursuing the adoption in the South Carolina court based upon their ICPC

approved adoption placement from the birth-mother. The birth-father has now signed a irrevocable

consent and Relators are moving forward with the adoption in South Carolina.

The Hamilton County Juvenile Court did not place the child with the Realtors. The birth-

mother placed the child with the Realtors and the ICPC approved the placement. The ICPC approval

was prior to any filings in the Ohio court. Respondent misunderstands the meaning of the term

"jurisdiction" in Article V of the ICPC (R.C. 5103.23). It is well established that the ICPC does not

determine whether a court may exercise jurisdiction over an adoption proceeding. In Article V, the

term "jurisdiction" merely refers to which party in an adoption proceeding is responsible for a

child's well being. In re Adoption ofAsente (2000), 90 Ohio St. 91, 99-100, 734 N.E. 2d 1224,1231.

The sending agency in this case is the birth-mother, who directly placed the child with the Relators.

The birth-mother has signed her irrevocable consent, but she is the party to be consulted in Ohio

regarding the disposition of the child in the event the adoption does not ultimately finalize in

South Carolina. Both birth-parents have signed irrevocable South Carolina consents and both

birth-parents have consented to the jurisdiction of the South Carolina court.

WHEREFORE, the Relators, Joseph Richard Saracino and Cynthia Hutto Saracino, by and

through counsel, respectfully request this Court to deny Respondent's Motion to Dismiss and issue

the alterative writ and to expedite this action and to issue a Writ of Prohibition that prohibits the

Respondent, Judge John M. Williams, and his Court, from proceeding with Case Number F12-1458x

of the Hamilton County Juvenile Court, and that directs the Respondent, Judge John M. Williams,

and his Court, to dismiss the matter in its entirety, and that directs the Respondent, Judge John M.

Williams, and his Court, to enter a finding that all orders entered in the matter to be void ab initio,
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and that directs the Respondent, Judge John M. Williams, and his Court, to exercise no further

jurisdiction over this matter, until at least after the adoption proceedings in South Carolina have

concluded, and that the Relators be awarded costs, attorney fees, and such other and further relief as

the Relators may be entitled under law or in equity.

Respectfully submitted,

);t'e /Cz-^
Michael R. Voorhees (0039293)
Voorhees & Levy LLC
11159 Kenwood Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45242
(513) 489-2555 phone
(513) 489-2556 fax
mikena ohioadoptionlawver.com
Counsel for Relators, Joseph and Cynthia Saracino

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Memorandum has been sent by regular U.S. mail

this VI` day of October, 2012 to: Christian J. Schaefer, Attorney for Respondent, 230 E. Ninth

Street, Suite 4000, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202.

Michael R. Voorhees (0039293)
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EXHIBIT A



CONSENT OF BI-RTH 1VIOTHER

STATE OF OHIO
) COAISEIe?T FOR ADOPTION OF CHILD

COUNTYOF

PERSONALLY appeared before me, Natasha Lloyd, who, aftex being duly sworn. saysi;

1. T am Nafiasha Snow.Lloyd; .a resident of Cleves, .Olu.o. I am Caucasianunmarried;
and twenty-two (22),years of age. Iuiy:date of birth is December 28, 1989. My
permanen'Eaddress is 277 EastState Road, Cleves('Ihio 45002.

Zhave given birthto a Caucasian female child on3uly 9, 2012; at Good. Samaritan Tri
FiealthHospital, in Cincinnati;3tateof Ohio. I have named the baby Gabrielia Rose
Saracino.

1 helieve it: is in the best interest of this r;hild to be.placed f'oradoption:

Thereby forfeit allngbts and obligations with.respect to thischild, including any
future child support obligation;

5: I scmrendercustodyto Josephiand Cynthia, Icon.sent to the adoption oftbe child by
a:aouple approved by the Family Court,

4V1V 6, I waive my;rightta;reaeive further notieeaf any adoption proceedings unless the
proceednigs are con#estedby another person or agency.,

^^. Tam notlvnder the intluence of:arty drugs:orintoxiaarrts. I'execute this:consent:freely
and voluntarily; without duress or throug]i eoercion of any nature or desciiption,.andI
lawwthat:the ehildwill be placed for adoption. I have.notraczived any:fee-,
compensation or anyihing else of value.inexchange:for giving this consent to
adoptiori„

a'ffirm that; is Ehe;biolagicalfal3ier af this ahil.d and he
resides at . . ^ ,...F .._ _. .:::. .. .,..

^/ or
!'X - I Tefuse to name the hiological father

or
I do not lrnow the identity of the biological father;

9; Iaffirm thatIhave received no-assistance from any Birth Father, nor haye I tived with
any other male whatsoever, Iri addition, no Birth Father has paid anyexpenses in
connection with mypregnancyor with the birtlt ofthe minor child, including, butnot
limited to medical, hospital, and nurs'mg expenses.

^l{).3 understand-Yhat this eonsent must nat be given if ciiunseling or legal advice is -
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needed, Ido not need or desire counseling or legalladviae at this time.

V411. !I understand that this consent is final and cannot bewithdrawn except'by a Court
Oarder which finds that the consent was not givenvoluntarily or was given under
duress.or through.coercion and that itwould be in the best interest ofthe ohitd to
allow.the consent toibe withdrawn. I also aeknowledge that the entry af the finat
adoption:decree renders this consent irrevocable:

Myethnic:baekground is English< Iani/amm not(circle;one)aregisteredmemberofaNative
E lndian Tribe; Ifyes, what tribe?

I UNDERSTAND TIiAT THE.RE ARE ALTERNAT'IVL^+STO PLACING MY
ICHILD FOR ADOP.TION. II3AVE CONSIDERED THESE ALTERNATIVES
AND LBELIEV.E'TI3AT ADOPTION:IS:IN IvIY CHILD'S BEST INTEREST. I
AI,SO UNDERSTAND THATONCE ISIGN TI3I6 DOCUIvIENT, I CANNOT
CHANGE N1Y MIND:_

:S.S WHEREOF, I have signed#his instrument oftliis,zg dayof 7uly 2p12, at /o'S
iE Cincinnati. OhiQ::

rtOTk^'t Pitg41C5'fkTE fiF t

-AOV Cnmmin.^tls
3^nk mu efq5lte .

Oh^a Aavlsi+tii C9d^e 147

We tbe undeesigned wiinesses, sign;our names ronthis instrument and weheraby declare, afFimiand certifythat_ _- _
ffieDeponentsign ed:andiexecuted:thhis insnmment in:tbe;presenee of each of:us:andtbat prdor fio ttie signing; of
ttre document; #he provisions ofthe doeument were discussed with the I]eponent. Based upon this discussion,
it is each of our opinion that tha C©nsent was given knowingly, intentionally, voluntarily, and':freely,
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I, Ellen Essig, Esq„one af the witnesses to the signing of this document, hereby affirm that'I am. a

licensed Gertified Investigator approved by the DeparFmentof Social Services or an Attorney

licensedto!praeflee law intheState of Ohio,and I do natrepresAent the prospective adoptiveparents:

SWORN to!beforeme:this
_9_day ,of7uly, 2012.

PnblYfor
y Oomrnission Expires:_

f[LEN ESSiG, Attorney at i-;,

NDTARY Pu9LIC, STATE OF L'' ,.:,^..
M4.GORTmissian has.ho a%nllau ^. `.
oh1a.IR?'^^•9a_coae. SeG laa0i+. .
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of.July;Packnowledge that Lhave beenprovided:a.copy of theConsent:signedby me on day,

:2Q 1.2.

q v-•

Natasha Snow Lloyd„Birth Mother

, before me'this
rof July, 20;12;.

EL[EN:ESSIG^ AlmrtwY: ek

NCTARY PUB41Cr 5TATEO Iredon
ply Commlailon hes ne eF0
:Dhia ReVICeE^iCatle,._9ec.^3A7.R8
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STATE OF OHIO - ) CONSENTTO ,TURISDICTIOI\'
COI7IVTY OF AND

CHOICE OF LAW

IN THE ADOPTION OF FEMALE IlaTFANT I:LOYp

:The undersigned,being fust;duly sworn; says:

I, Natasha.Snow L1oyd, being:duly swom, depose and say:that:

I am the birth mother of $aby;Lloyd, a female child born onJuly 4, 2012 at Good

Samaritan Tri Health Hospital in Cincinnati, Ohio: I make tlus. affidavit in supporE

_. __
of the petition of the Adoptive:CoupFe.

1 :I understand the Adoptive Cotiiple resides in the State of Soutfi Carolinaand will

be filing a;petition to:adoptmychildin South Caralina. I have consented to the

adoption:of my child and uuderstand that my Relinquishrnent wiIl beaaeepted by

the South Carolina:Court.

3. I understand that as; an Ohioresident I am entitled:to sign a document imown as:a:

_.. ..
Consent,to:Adoption with all its rIghtsand privileges. However, knowing that the

adoption vs%ill be fmalized in Soiuth Carolina I am ohoosing to sign South! Carolina

surrender documents:... ..__.__ ...

4. :I:have alsii'been adYSSed that:under Scruth::Camlina::law, my Relinquishinant.eari

be signed atiytime afier the birtli of the ohild and tbat my Relinquishmeni is;

iirevocable upon signing. I have been advised that I!may ehalten.ge the validity of

.
.sli

_
my Reiinniiimeritonly by fliiig a petition in South Carolina allegingfraud;

coercion, duress, or t&at I did not sign the Relinquisbmentvoluntarily and that my

child's besYanterest vuould be served by being ramoved from the care of the

ado.ptiveparents:

_.
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5. Having:been infornied aboutthe law in.both South Carolina and Ohio;:I hereby

.6.

submit to the jurisdiction ofthe State of South Carolina. I agree that all matters

relating to the adoption ofmyphild, including, but:not limitedto the right to

revoke my Relinqutshment, to,notice of'further proceedings in the adoption.and.

termination of myparental:rights, shall be:determined in.accordance with the':laws

of the State of South Carolite.

Further,:I:have been!advised of.my right to seek counsel om:my own attorney

and'have ieceived the adviee of my own:attorney;

"I'his the ^ day of 7uly 2012.

N T'0 BEFORE MEi tTiis the:
':July:2012..

1`F^t^;l?4U1^ $til3tlle::

My Coiiilnission:Expires: --(A

ELLEN ESS{G,'AiMFBeY J' i..i

NOTABT PiNBLIC,.STATE tlF' 3 rvula
My:iWmmisslnn Aag-ao exChary+Eii 1{mFi1..
O1No-^d Oetle;'SSa 147 ciE. . . .
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EXHIBIT B



CONSEI\TT OF B%RTi!A YS'ATI3iER

STATE OF (3H.IO )
CONSENT FOR ADOPTION OF CHILD

COLINTY OF ^l^fi` 2Mriw^ )

PERSONA.LLY appeared before me, Paul Williams, who, after being duly sworn says:

I am Paul Williams; a resident of Cincinnati, Ohio. I am Cauca.sian, singl.e, and
-f4jvfy-^crr 2. t? 5^ ) years of age, My date of birth is /z -zl -Q 7

Mypeirnanent address is 7y36 t3vs,^R i^^s ^FV O.c.
^^^j^ CGf.aat5 O^. y,r,o-o L

,^^" 2. I am the-biological father of a Caucasian female who was born to Natasha Lloyd on
July 9, 2012, at Good Samatitan Flospital, Cincinnati, Ohio. I knowthe child as
Gabrielle Rose Saracino.

&3. I bel.ieve it is in the best interest of this child to be placed for adopticn.

A'4. I hereby forfeit all rights and obligations with respect to this child, including any
fimue child support obligation. I understand that giving this Consent does not relieve
me from the obligation to pay a cbild support arrearage unless approved by the Court.

I consent to the adoption of the child by a couple approved by the Family Court.

I waive my right to receive further notice of any adoption proceedings unless the
proceedings are contested by another person or agency. .

I am not under the influence of any drogs or intoxicants. I execute this consent $eely
and voluntarily, without duress or through coercion of any nature or description, and I
know that the child will be placed for adoption. I have not received any fee,
eompensation or anythi.ng else of value in exchange for giving this consent to
adoption.

I understaud that this Consent must not be given if counseling or legal advice is
needed. I do not need or desire counseling or legal advice at this time.

I understand that this consent is f7nal and cannot be withdrawn except by a Court
Order which finds thatthe consent was not given volunt'arily or was given under
d-aress or through coercion and that it would be in the best interest of the child to
allow the consent to be withdtawn. I also aclcnowledge that the entry of the final
adoption decree renders this consent irrevocable.
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4110. I LANDERSTAND THAT TFIERE ARE ALTE.RNATIVES TO PLACING MY
CHILD FORADOPTION. I HAVE CONSIDERED TIiESE ALTERNATIVES
AND I I3ELIEVE THAT ADOPTION IS N MY CHILD'S BEST INTBREST. I
ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT ONCE I SIGN THIS DOCUMBNT, I CANNOT
CHANGE MY IvIIIVD.

IN WLTNESS WHEREOF, I have signed this instrument of this Z^ ay of
2012; at S.•oa AdW./P.M. at in

M. , Ohio,

Paul Williams, Birth-Father

SWORN to before me this
-,7, tlP day of Oj2 s.n , 2012.

Notary Public for Ohio
Lvt}' LUIRin1SSlug

.ARR C# fflvroYt a 6Y
IreS; pryTARY npgL6C v STATE OF OHIO

MY cwnmisslon Mes ea ezplreticn

Hwte. ^ectlon 147.09 N.G.

We the undersigned witnesses, sign our names to this instrament and we hereby d.eclare, affirm
and certify that the Deponent signed and executed this instrument in the presence of each of us
and that prior to the signing of the document, the provisions of the documeatwere discussed with
the Deponent. Based upon this discussion, it is each of our opinion that the Conseat was given
knowingly, intentionaU.y, voluntarily, and freely.

4VITNESS #1
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1%j^f'^,Ple-l &^4FitSVa/
, Esq., one of the wimesses to the signing of this document, hereby

af[zrrn that I am a licensed Ccrtified In.vestigator approvell by the Department of Social Services
or an Attomey licensed to practice law in the State of Ohio and I do not represent the prospective

adoptive parents.

SWO13N to before methis
dav of in^ziYW3, 2012.

BarNo.: Do zzGPB

.^-; .
1;,: ^c .

N'Dtary {tblic^^or Ohi^
lSMyCornmisstonExpires: l^-[n

NANCY K. SENG
No:ary Public, State of OfiW

My Commission. Expires June ,tE 20 1 5-

I acknowledge that I have been provided a copy of the consent signed by me on /,^- day of

i^s^d (o^J. 2012.

SWORN tobefore me this
Z"`9 dayof bv/ch.-^^ 2012.

Nota.*y Pt3bIic for Ohio
My Commission Expires:

NOTARY PUBlSC e iTATEcQrratlan
commfsslar• has nG ^MY

dete. SacHoc iRise'^ ^+^°

Paul Williams, Birlh-Father
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S'I'A.'I''E OF OEiIO ) CONSEIvTT TO 3iTRISDICTION
CC)C7NTY f3F C CF-,f- ANIa

CHOICE OF LAW

IN TFIE ADOPTION OF BABY GIRL LLOYD (GABRIELLE ROSE SARACINO)

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, says:

I, Paul Williams, being duly swom, depose and say that:

1. I amtbe birth-fatharof Baby Girl Lloyd (Gabrielle Rose S2racino), a female child

born on July 9, 2012 at Good SamaritanI-Iospital in Cincinnati, Ohio. I make this

affi.davit in support of the petition of the Adoptive Couple.

2. I understand the Adoptive Couple resides in the State of South Carolina and have

filed a petition to adopt my child in South Carolina. I have consented to the

adoption of my child and understand that my Relinquishment will be aocepted by

the South Carolina Court.

3. I understand that as an Ohio resident I am entitled to sign a document known as a

Consent to Adoption with all its rights and privileges. However, knowing that the

adoption will be finaliaed in Souih Carolina I am choosing to sign South Carolina

surrender documents.

4. I have also been advised that under South Carolina law, my Relinqu'sshment can

be si°ned anytime afrer the birth of the child and that my Relinquishmeni is

irrevocable upan signing. I have been advised that I may, challenge the validity of

my Relinquishmdnt only by filing a petition in South Carolina alleging fraud,

coercion, duress, or that I did not sign the 1Zelinquishment voluntarily and that my

child's best interest would be served by being removed from the care of the

adoptive parents.
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5. Having been inform.ed about the lavv in both South Carolina and Ohio, I hereby

submit to the jurisdiction of the State of South Carolina. I agxee that all matters

relating to the adoption of my child, including, but not litnited to tbs right to

revoke my Relinquishment, to notice of furYher proceedings in the adoption and

termination of my parental rights, shall be dcte.tmined in accordaace vvith the laws

of the State of South Carolina.

6. Further, I have been advised of my riglzt to seek counsel from my own attorney.

This the Z-"*fday of C:52^il/^,a-t^ 2012.

Panl Williatns, Birth-Father

SWORN TO BEFORE ME this the
_,L_•`_th day of 6`z^ 2012.

Notary Public for the State,^.m _ "W; an q, ^;;..
My Commission Expires: NaT^StY/pUBue f "qxT`- °e

3r^'r^am ^ •^. n . oeevnraa
dets 5ce43on 3+nT.05 R. f. ty9b ^ B

e4 ^a,^ r e° ^4n^°.

^ '+ q̂94yyy\{t 3vF RWfA` ®g

y^ F Yi.\}^`TI/^^ f /3" j
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EXHIBIT C



,^ /.2 - Dp- ---93 ..- 3fG^r^'J

IA'TERSTATE COMPACT PLACEMENT REQUEST

TO: SC ICPC
Diane Homer , 1535 Confaderate Av

FROM' OH ICPC
Columbia, SC 2g202

Notice is Given oFlntent to Pleee:
Name of CnNd: Gahriefla Rose SeraCino
5S#

_ ..................... .......-..:__._._. . .. _...._..._._ .
Name of Mother
Natasha Snow Lloyd

5E>rT14N a1 -^?i:ACEt'lsNTtNt"ORI'^7ATI

Name of Agency or Person Responsible for Planning for Chtld7
Natasfia Snow Lloyd
Addressi -

-ast^tal^-Road,C^Bes,^ff^irG02 _.----_._-

Supervisory Satviees

I Name of Agency or Person Flnanr.iaily ReaponsiMe forChild^
Nalasha Snow I,loyd ..-.._._-.._..._
Address;
Seme.as above

ca oame ot erson(s) or aa t Y. e p e^1P C a . ^--o. yq 1_ ^^
-T^^, ; Cth C^i.l^_. YItV

Phone:
513-A67-056Q
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE FAIb1ILY COURT OF THE
E'! LB C r ER sC G'r OPJilT THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF GREENVILPBI:'-EIV5';!.? -C, C.A. NO.: 2012-DR-23- 1 CP (^

Joseph Richard SaraeinFS WnA 13 M 35

Cynthia Hutto Saracino, FA yl l LY C 0 UR )
Husband and Wife, COMPLAINT

Plaintiff, )
)

vs. )
)

Baby Girl Lloyd, a ohild under the age of .) ..
fourteen years; and "John Doe" Birth Father,)

Defendants.

The Plaintiff would respectfully show the Court:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction over these proceedings;

2. That the Plaintiffs reside at 104 Chatsworth Road, Greer, South Carofina 29651;

and were married on May 5, 2006 in Greenville, South Carolina; that the Plaintiff Adoptive

Father is 41 years old, born on May 12, 1971; and that the Adoptive Mother is 41 years of-a.ge,

born on July 7, 1971;

3. That on July 12, 2012, the Plaintiff acquired custody and placement of the minor

child from the Birth Mother;

4. . That on information and belief, the minor child was bom on July 9, 2012 at Good

Samaritan Tri Health Hospital in Cincinnati, Ohio and for the purposes of this action is lasown as

Baby Girl Lloyd; that if the adoption is approved, it is the desire of the Plaintiffs that the name of

the r,inor Defe:adant be C-abr?efle Rose Saracino;

5. That it is the sinoere desire of the Plaintiff to establish the relationship of parent

and cbild with the minor Defendant and that the Plaintiffs are fit and proper persons, fully

1



capable for the child and to provide for her welfare;

6. That to the best of Icnowledge of the Plaintiffs, the minor Defendant owns no

property either real or personal in the State of South Carolina or elsewhere;

7. That on information and behalf of the Plaintiffs, the Birth Mother, Natasha Snow

Lloyd, of the minor child signed a Consent of Birth Mother for the purpose of adoption on July

12, 2012;

8. The Birth Mother refuses to identity the Birth Fatb.er. She has received

absolutely no assistance from any male whatsoever nor has any male lived with the Birth Mother

or held himself out to be the Birth Father of Baby Girl Lloyd during the six (6) months preceding

placement;

9. That "John Doe" Birth Father has not paid any expenses in connection with Birth

Mother's pregnancy or with the birth of the minor child, including, but not limited to, medical,

hospital, and nursing expenses;

10. That the Plaintiffs have not paid or promised a fee, compensation or any other

thing value as consideration for the consent or relinquishment for the purpose of adoption;

11. That the minor child has been in Plaintiffs' custody continuously since July 12,

2012;

12. That any and all written consents or relinquishments for the purpose of adoption

as required by to §63-9-3 10 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina be submitted to the Court at

the time of the Final Hearing; the Pre Placement Report was submitted to tha Court under case

number 2012-DR-23-2719;



13. That the Plainiiffs have made no payments of money or anything of value within

the past five (5) years, and have agreed not to make any payments in the future by or on behalf of

the Plaitttiffs to any person, agency, or organization connected with the adoption; an accounting

will-be filed with the Court at the Final Hearing;

14. That prior to any hearing in this case, the Plaintiffs will request the appointment

by this Court a Gvardian ad Litem for the minor child;

15. That the Birth Mother and "John Doe" Birth Father are not married to each other;

16. That the Plaintiffs have one other child by adoption: Grace Olivia Saracino (DOB:

10/15/10);

17. That the Birth Mother has not named any other possible "John Doe," Birth. Father,

a search of the Birth Father Registry in the State of Ohio where conception and birth took place is

being conducted to ensure no other person has made any claims ofpatemity as to the minor

child;

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray as follows:

1. For an Order of this Court allowing them to have custody of the minor Defendant

pending a final hearing for adoption;

2. For an Order incorporating the surrender of the Birth Mother, which surrender

terminated her rights to the minor child;

3. For an Order terminating the rights of the "John Doe" Birth Father, pursuant to

§63-9-310 in addition to other statutory and case laws of the State of South Carolina;

4. For the records of this proceeding to be sealed;



5. For an Order of this Court directing that a birth certificate be issued showing the

Plaintiff as the parent of the minor Defendant in the name of GabrieIIe Rose Saracino; and

7. For suoh other and further relief as this Court may deem just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Raymond W. Goil*in, Esq. (SC Bar 42462)
Julie Iv1. Rau, Esq. (SC Bar #69650)
1527 Wade Hampton Blvd.
Greenville, SC. 29609
PH (864) 241-2883
FAX: (864) 255-4342
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

Greenville, South Carolina
July 13, 2012



STATE OF SOLJTII CAROLINA ,.., ;-;, •, ,^l ;;? ';IN THE FAMILY COIJRT OF THE
•THI.RTEENTH .NDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE C.A. NO.: 2012-DR-23-3160

nr Z'
Joseph Richard Saracino and'- )
Cyntiua Hutto Saracino, F c,;;i! i 0 y0 ^ i

Husband and Wife, ) AMEIVDED COMPI:AIlNT
Plaintif£, )

)
vs.

)
Baby Girl Lloyd, a cbild under the age of )
fourteen years; and "Jotm Doe" Birth Father,)
and Paul Williams, Birth Father, )

Defendants.

The Plaintiff would respectfully show the Court:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction over these proceedings;

2. That the P3aintiffs reside at 104 Chatsworth Road, Greer, South Carolina 29651;

and were married on May 5, 2006 in Green.ville, South Carolina; that the Plaintiff Adoptive

Fatber is 41 years old, born on May 12, 1971; and that the Adoptive Mother is 41 years of age,

bom on July 7, 1971;

3. That on July 12, 2012, the Plaintiff acquired custody and placement of the minor

child from the Birth Mother;

4. That on information and belief, the minor child was born on July 9, 2012 at Good

Samaritan Tri Health Hospital in Cincinnati, Ohio and for the purposes of this action is known as

Baby Gir1 Lloyd; that if+.fre adoption is approved, it is the desire of the Plaintiffs that the name of

the minor Defendant be Gabrielle Rose Saracino;

5. That it is the sincere desire of the Plaintiff to establish the relationship of parent

and child with the mrnor Defendant and that the Plaintiffs are fit and proper persons, fully
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capable for the child and to provide for her welfare;

6. That to the best of lmowledge of the Piaintiffs, the minor Defendant owns no

property either real or personal in the State of South Carolina or elsewhere;

7. That on information and behalf of the Plaintiffs, the Birth Mother, Natasha Snow

Lloyd, of the minor child signed a Consent of Birth Mother for the purpose of adoption on July

12, 2012;

8. The Birth Mother refused to identity the Birtb. Father at the time she signed

relinquishments. She received absolutely no assistance from any male whatsoever nor had any

male lived with the Birth Mother or held himself out to be the Birth Father of Baby Girl Lloyd

during the six (6) months preceding placement;

. 9. That after the placement of the minor child with the Plaintiff Adoptive Couple,

Paul Williams Birth Father identified himself as an alleged Birth Father and upon information

and beliet his last known whereabouts is in the area, of Cincinnati, Ohio.

10. That neither "Jolm. Doe" Birth Father nor Paul Williams Birth Father have paid

any expenses in connection withBirth Mother's pregnancy or with the birth of the minor ohild,

including, butnot limited to, medical, hospital, aaid nursing expenses;

11. That the Plaintiffs have not paid or promised a fee, compensation or any other

thing value as consideration for the consent or re3inquishment for the purpose of adoption;

12. That ttu minor child has been i.-n Plaintiffs' custody continuously since July 12,

2012;

13. That any and all written consents or relinquishments for the purpose of adoption

as required by to §63-9-310 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina be submitted to the Court at
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the time of the Final Hearing; the Pre Placement Report was submitted to the Court under case

number 2012-DR-23-2719;

14. That the Plaintiffs have made no payments of money or anything of value within

the.past five (5) years, and have agreed not to make any payments in the fuhxre by or on behalf of

the Plaintiffs to any person, agency, or organization connected with the adoption; an accounting

will be filed with the Court at the Final Heaiuig;

15. That prior to any hearing in this case, the Plaintiffs will request the appointment

by this Court a Guardian ad Litem for the minor child;

16. That the Birth Motber and "John Doe" Birth Father are not married to each other,

17. That the Birth Mother and Paul WiRiams Birth Father are not married to each

other;

18. T.fiat the Plaintiffs have one other child by adoption: Grace Olivia Saracino (DDB:

10/15/10);

19, That the Birth Mother has not named any other possible "John Doe," Birth Father;

a search of the Birth Fsther Registry in the State of Ohio where conception and birth took place is

being conducted to ensure no other person has made any claims of paternity as to the minor

child;

20. That Paul Williams Birth Father will receive Notice of the adoption proceedings

by procoss sendce u an address can be found for him or by publication in the are a where birth

and concepdon took place;

21. That on July 16, 2012, Interstate Compact Placement approval was granted to the

Adoptive Couple which approval (ICPC Form 100A.) was clocked with this Court on July 17,
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