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My name is Megan Taylor from Kansas City Missoun, and this is my
husband Stuart. We are here to support bill #1572.

We are an adoptive family whose adoption was challenged to the Missouri
Supreme Court because of the Putative Father Registry. We have been in a legal
battle for over three years, our case is still pending. The effects of our case have
had statewide consequences in adoption law. We are here to tell a bit of our
story, and to share a few of the negative effects of what our case has had on
adoption and how this bill will help right the injustice that our case created.

This bill defines an Unknown Father. Our birthfather was an unknown
father. According to the law, his consent was not necessary for our adoption.
We knew there was a minimal risk because the birthfather had not signed his
consent. Being new to adoption and not experts in adoption law, we simply
thought if the law said his consent was not required, then that meant that his
consent was not required. We trusted the adoption experts, Sadly, no one
anticipated what has transpired in the past three years.

The law was clearly on our side, and our local county Family Court ruled in
our favor. Unexpectedly, the Missouri Supreme Court decided to make an
example out of our case, making termination of birthfather’s rights more difficuit.
This was done by ignoring the deadlines clearly set in place by the law to allow
permanency for children. In January of 2007, The Missouri Supreme Court
reversed and remanded our case back to the local Family Court. At this point our
son, J. had been in our home since he was 75 days old. He was now over two
years old. Up until this point, J. had no reiationship with the birthfather, and was
suddenly at risk of being ripped from the only home he ever knew. He began
court mandated visitation with the birthfather at 2 'z years old.

This was a very difficult thing to explain to a two year old. He had playdates with
a grownup stranger. It caused insecurities in our son. We were faced with the
reality that because of the Missouri Supreme Court’s decision, we could very weli
lose our son. We were concerned of this impact on our all three of our children.
How do you explain to your 9 year old and 4 year old daughters that adoption is
not forever? How do you explain to a 2 1 year old that his family, his Daddy,
Mommy, his Sisters, his Grandmas and Grandpas, his Aunts and Uncles would
no longer be in his life? We waited in suspense for a year waiting for the fate of
our family. We became certified foster parents in case our son would become a
ward of the state, and for two months our adoptive son became our foster child.

We knew that if the decision to rip this child from our home was made, it would
have lasting affects on every member of our family.

How could this have happened?

We were devastated and shocked, because the law was clearly on our side. To
say we have been through hell, with the prospect of losing our son, who is now
three years old, would be an understatement. The thought of a birthfather, who
chose not to step forward and assert his paternity, being able to rip this child
away from his sisters and parents just because he wants to have conirol, is
horrifying. But to think that our case would weaken Adoption Law in the State of
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