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Annette Ruth Appell, Reflections on the Movement Toward a
More Child-Centered Adoption, 32 W. NEw EnG. L. Rev. 1
(2010) (discussing the increasing prevalence and acceptance of
post-adoption contact practices, the state statutes regulating such
contact, and sociological studies regarding child well-being as a
result of open adoptions and contact).

Andrea Carroll, Cracks in the Cost Structure of Agency Adop-
tion, 39 Cap. U. L. REv. 443 (2011) (addressing potential reme-
dies for failed adoptions, including recoupment of payments to
birth mothers and adoption cancellation insurance).

Linda D. Elrod, A Child’s Perspective of Defining a Parent: The
Case for Intended Parenthood, 25 BYU J. Pus. L. 245 (2011)
(making the case that when parents intentionally create a parent-
child relationship, especially with assisted reproductive technol-

ogy, the law should recognize the parental relationships for the
sake of the children).

Lindsay J. Mather, Comment, The Impact of the Genetic Infor-
mation Nondiscrimination Act on the Disclosure of Information
in Adoption Proceedings, 78 U. Cin. L. Rev. 1629 (2010) (re-
viewing federal and state laws regarding confidentiality of adop-
tion records and adoptees’ ability to obtain access to their
parents’ genetic information).

Sara C. Mills, Perpetuating Ageism Via Adoption Standards and
Practices, 26 Wis. J.L. GENDER & Soc’y 69 (2011) (addressing
the phenomenon of age discrimination by adoption agencies and
identifying possible statutory provisions and constitutional argu-
ments that can be used to combat this practice).

Dawn J. Post & Brian Zimmerman, The Revolving Doors of
Family Court: Confronting Broken Adoptions, 40 Cap. U. L.
REv. 437 (2012) (evaluating a set of New York City Family Court
cases of adoption dissolutions after legal finalization and explor-
ing the reasons for them—ranging from extreme psychological or
medical problems on the part of the child to inadequate guardi-
anship issues on the part of the parents).
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Lisa M. Simpson, Student Article, Adoption Law: It May Take a
Village to Raise a Child, But It Takes National Uniformity to
Adopt One, 3 PHOENIX L. REV. 575 (2010) (comparing state dis-
parities in birthfather notification requirements).

Pamela K. Terry, Note, E Pluribus Unum? The Full Faith and
Credit Clause and Meaningful Recognition of Out-of-State Adop-
tions, 80 ForpHAM L. REv. 3093 (2012) (evaluating the federal
circuit split on whether the Full Faith and Credit Clause compels
recognition of adoptions authorized in other states).

Jaime P. Weisser, Comment, Virtual Adoption: The Inequities of
the Equitable Doctrine, 35 Nova L. REv. 549 (2011) (discussing
inconsistencies among various states in employing equitable prin-
ciples during intestacy proceedings to recognize the claims of
children who a parent intended to adopt but for whom the parent
failed to complete the legal requirements to actually adopt).

Barbara L. Atwell, Nature and Nurture: Revisiting the Infant
Adoption Process, 18 WM. & Mary J. WoMmEN & L. 201 (2012).

Daniel Bianchi, The Adoption of Embryos in Malta: Acting in the
Interest and Welfare of a Child in Embryonic Form?, 19 Mep. L.
REv. 401 (2011).
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ing Contested Adoption Cases in Utah, 12 J. L. & Fam. StUD. 225
(2010) (Utah).

Jessica R. Caterina, Note, Glorious Bastards: The Legal and Civil
Birthright of Adoptees to Access Their Medical Records in Search
of Genetic Identity, 61 SYrRacuse L. Rev. 145 (2010).

Polina M. Dostalik, Comment, Embryo “Adoption”? The Rheto-
ric, the Law, and the Legal Consequences, 55 N.Y.L. ScH. L. REv.
867 (2010-11) (New York).

Kristina V. Foehrkolb, Comment, When the Child’s Best Interest
Calls for It: Post-Adoption Contact by Court Order in Maryland,
71 Mb. L. REv. 490 (2012) (Maryland).

Randi Mandelbaum, Delicate Balances: Assessing the Needs and
Rights of Siblings in Foster Care to Maintain Their Relationships
Post-Adoption, 41 N\M. L. Rev. 1 (2011).
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Paul A. Rodrigues, Adoption in the Sunshine: Illinois’ Disclosure
Law for Adult Adoptees, 99 ILL. BJ. 414 (Aug. 2011) (Illinois).

Colin Schlueter, Note, Color Conscious: The Unconstitutionality
of Adoptive Parents’ Expression of Racial Preferences in the
Adoption Process, 19 WM. & Mary BiLL Rts. J. 263 (2010).

Kristen L. Settlemire, Note, Post-Adoption Contact Between Sib-
lings: Is “Avoidance of Harm” the Right Standard for New Jersey
Siblings Adopted from Foster Care Placements?, 36 SETON HALL
Leacis. J. 165 (2011) (New Jersey).

May Shin, Note, A Saving Grace? The Impact of the Fostering
Connections to Success and Increasing Adoptions Act on
America’s Older Foster Youth, 9 HASTINGS RACE & POVERTY
L.J. 133 (2012).

International Adoption

Richard Carlson, Seeking the Better Interests of Children with a
New International Law of Adoption, 55 N.Y.L. ScH. L. Rev. 733
(2010-11) (urging international law to eliminate the requirement
of “subsidiarity,” which commands sending countries to “exhaust
all possibilities of local placement before releasing a child for
adoption by parents” in another country).

Elizabeth Long, Note, Where Are They Coming From, Where
Are They Going: Demanding Accountability in International
Adoption, 18 Carpozo J.L. & GENDER 827 (2012) (describing
the standards imposed under the Hague Adoption Convention
on the Protection of Children and Co-operation in Respect of
Inter-Country Adoption in terms of child background informa-
tion, psychological evaluations of parents, and educational and
other requirements).

Elena Schwieger, Getting to Stay: Clarifying Legal Treatment of
Improper Adoptions, 55 N.Y.L. ScH. L. Rev. 733 (2010-11) (not-
ing that procedural irregularities in international adoption
processes can affect children’s legal status in ways that may re-
quire return of children to their countries of origin under the
U.N. Convention on the Rights of the Child, but not under the
Intercountry Adoption Convention or the U.S. enabling statute,
the Intercountry Adoption Act; and sorting the provisions of va-
rious statutes regarding remedies for procedural irregularities).
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Irene Steffas, The Hague Adoption Convention and Its Impact on
All Adoptions, 57 FEp. Law. 34 (Dec. 2010) (explaining the three
routes for adopted children to gain immigration status: the “E
route” with a family petition under INA § 101(b)(1)(E), the Or-
phan route under INA § 101(b)(1)(F), and the Intercountry
Adoption Act or Hague route under INA § 101(b)(1)(G)).

Rachel J. Wechsler, Giving Every Child a Chance: The Need for
Reform and Infrastructure in Intercountry Adoption Policy, 22
Pace INT’L L. REV. 1 (2010) (addressing inefficiencies, costs, and
corruption in international adoption practices).

D. Marianne Brower Blair, Admonitions or Accountability?: U.S.
Implementation of the Hague Adoption Convention Requirements
for the Collection and Disclosure of Medical and Social History of
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(2012).
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(2010).

Peter Hayes, The Legality and Ethics of Independent Intercountry
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Michael M. Karayanni, In the Best Interests of the Group: Relig-
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Ana M. Mencini, The Intersection of Immigration and Adoption
Law: Incoming Intercountry Adoption for Hague and Non-Hague
Convention Countries, 24 DCBA Brigr 18 (Feb. 2012).

Seema Mohapatra, Stateless Babies & Adoption Scams: A
Bioethical Analysis of International Commercial Surrogacy, 30
BErRkELEY J. INT’L L. 412 (2012).

Katie Rasor et al., Imperfect Remedies: The Arsenal of Criminal
Statutes Available to Prosecute International Adoption Fraud in
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Jennifer Ratcliff, International Adoption: Improving on the 1993
Hague Convention, 23 INT'L L. PrAacTICUM 55 (Spring 2010)
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Jaci L. Wilkening, Note, Intercountry Adoption Act Ten Years
Later: The Need for Post-Adoption Requirements, 72 OHio ST.
L.J. 1043 (2011).

Lisa M. Yemm, Note, International Adoption and the “Best Inter-
ests” of the Child: Reality and Reactionism in Romania and Gua-
temala, 9 WasH. U. GroBaL Stup. L. REv. 555 (2010)
(Guatemala and Romania).

Native American Adoption

Megan Scanlon, Comment, From Theory to Practice: Incorporat-
ing the “Active Efforts” Requirement in Indian Child Welfare Act
Proceedings, 43 Ariz. St. L.J. 629 (2011) (noting that states vary
on the extent to which they require active remedial efforts to pre-
vent Indian family break-ups before allowing termination of pa-
rental rights and urging a “wraparound” model based on North
Dakota’s practice of providing community services tailored to
the individual child’s and family’s needs).

Jill E. Tompkins, Finding the Indian Child Welfare Act in Unex-
pected Places: Applicability in Private Non-Parent Custody Ac-
tions, 81 U. Coro. L. Rev. 1119 (2010) (exploring the
applicability of the ICWA to private (for example, grandparent
initiated) child custody actions, as opposed to state-driven foster
care or guardian placements).

Cheyafina L. Jaffke, Judicial Indifference: Why Does the “Ex-
isting Indian Family” Exception to the Indian Child Welfare Act
Continue to Endure?, 38 W. St. U. L. Rev. 127 (2011) (Kansas
and Nevada).

Heather Kendall-Miller, State of Alaska v. Native Village of
Tanaha: Enhancing Tribal Power by Affirming Concurrent Tribal
Jurisdiction to Initiate ICWA-Defined Child Custody Proceed-
ings, Both Inside and Outside of Indian Country, 28 ArLAskA L.
REev. 217 (2011) (Alaska).

Margaret Olesnavage et al., Disproportionate Minority Contact of
American Indians/Alaska Natives in the Child Welfare System of
Michigan, 89 MicH. B.J. 31 (Jan. 2010) (Michigan).
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Dennis Puzz, Jr., Untangling the Jurisdictional Web: Determining
Indian Child Welfare Jurisdiction in the State of Wisconsin, 36
Wwm. MitcHELL L. REv. 724 (2010) (Wisconsin).

Steve Sanders, Where Sovereigns and Cultures Collide: Balancing
Federalism, Tribal Self-Determination, and Individual Rights in
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Angel Sorrells et al., Indian Children and Termination of Paren-
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Same-Sex Couple Adoption

Joyce Kauffman, Protecting Parentage with Legal Connections, 32
Fam. Abvoc. 24 (Winter 2010) (addressing co-parent adoption
and the portability of parentage across state lines).

Jennifer B. Mertus, Barriers, Hurdles, and Discrimination: The
Current Status of LGBT Intercountry Adoption and Why
Changes Must Be Made to Effectuate the Best Interests of the
Child, 39 Cap. U. L. Rev. 271 (2011) (identifying barriers to in-
tercountry LGBT adoption at the levels of the sending country
(under the Intercountry Adoption Act of 2000), U.S. federal, and
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countries: China, Ethiopia, Russia, South Korea, and Ukraine).

Nadia Stewart, Note, Adoption by Same-Sex Couples and the Use
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ous state approaches to adoption by same-sex couples, and the
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Pamela K. Terry, Note, E Pluribus Unum? The Full Faith and
Credit Clause and Meaningful Recognition of Out-of-State Adop-
tions, 80 ForpHamMm L. Rev. 3093 (2012) (arguing that the Full
Faith and Credit Clause imposes the obligation on States to rec-
ognize the adoption decrees of other States).

Tanya Washington, Suffer Not the Little Children: Prioritizing
Children’s Rights in Constitutional Challenges to “Same-Sex
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Adoption Bans,” 39 Cap. U. L. REv. 231 (2011) (noting that
since courts do not recognize LGBT rights or a constitutional
right to adopt, a better strategy might be to argue from a chil-
dren’s rights perspective that an “orphan placement ban” is
unconstitutional).

Jason C. Beekman, Note, Same-Sex Second Parent Adoption and
Intestacy Law: Applying the Sharon S. Model of Simultaneous
Adoption to Parent-Child Provisions of the Uniform Probate
Code, 96 CorNELL L. REv. 139 (2010).

Malcolm Dort, Unheard Voices: Adoption Narratives of Same-
Sex Male Couples, 26 Can. J. Fam. L. 289 (2010) (Canada).

Joseph A. Fraioli, Note, Having Faith in Full Faith and Credit:
Finstuen, Adar, and the Quest for Same-Sex Interstate Parental
Recognition, 98 Iowa L. Rev. 365 (2012) (Fifth and Tenth
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Nellie Herchenbach, Giving Back the Other Mommy: Addressing
Missouri’s Failure to Recognize Legal Parent Status Following
Same-Sex Relationship Dissolution, 44 Fam. L.Q. 429 (2010)
(Missouri).

Cassandra R. Hewlings, Recent Developments, With Adar v.
Smith, the Fifth Circuit Opens a Hole in Full Faith and Credit
Clause, 86 TuL. L. REv. 1359 (2012).
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Implications of Boseman v. Jarrell on the Same-Sex Adoptions
Debate in North Carolina, 34 N.C. CeEnT. L. REV. 98 (2011)
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Courtney G. Joslin, Searching for Harm: Same-Sex Marriage and
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(2011).
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Oklahoma Too: An Argument for Mandatory Interstate Recogni-
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Child Abuse and Neglect

Emily C. Aldridge, Note, To Catch a Predator or to Save His
Marriage: Advocating for an Expansive Child Abuse Exception to
the Marital Privileges in Federal Courts, 78 FOrRDHAM L. REV.
1761 (2010) (reviewing scattered federal decisions preventing in-
vocation of the marital privilege regarding testimony of a
spouse’s abuse of children).

Tiffany S. Allison, Note, Proving Medical Child Abuse: The Time
Is Now for Ohio to Focus on the Victim and Not the Abuser, 25
J.L. & HEaLTH 191 (2012) (exploring the shift from evaluating
situations under the rubric of Munchausen’s Syndrome by Proxy
to considering them as medical child abuse).

Barbara A. Atwood, Representing Children Who Can’t or Won't
Direct Counsel: Best Interests Lawyering or No Lawyer at All?, 53
Ariz. L. Rev. 381 (2011) (drawing on the Arizona practice of
best interests attorneys to question the American Academy of
Matrimonial Lawyers’ standards that oppose appointment of
lawyers for children who do not have the ability to direct
counsel).

Jason Fuller, Corporal Punishment and Child Development, 44
AkRON L. REV. 5 (2011) (making the case in favor of spanking as
an appropriate exercise of parental discipline).

Thomas L. Hafemeister, Castles Made of Sand? Rediscovering
Child Abuse and Society’s Response, 36 Onio N.U. L. Rev. 819
(2010) (addressing comprehensively mandatory reporting stat-
utes, guardians ad litem, and other topics).
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cussing the statutes allowing parents exemptions from prosecu-
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tion for trying faith healing with their children in lieu of
necessary medical treatment).

John E.B. Myers, Expert Testimony in Child Sexual Abuse Litiga-
tion: Consensus and Confusion, 14 U.C. Davis J. Juv. L. &
Por’y 1 (2010) (explaining physical findings and medical evi-
dence regarding sexual abuse, and discussing the admissibility of
psychological expert testimony to substantiate abuse claims).

Adam Pié, Note, The Monster Under the Bed: The Imaginary Cir-
cuit Split and the Nightmares Created in the Special Needs Doc-
trine’s Application to Child Abuse, 65 VAND. L. REv. 563 (2012)
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voc. 20 (Spring 2011) (addressing the matter of child abuse alle-
gations during a divorce and issues such as mandatory reporting
and the time within which to report evidence of abuse, as well as
practical considerations in representing someone accused of
abuse).

Jessica Dixon Weaver, The Principle of Subsidiarity Applied: Re-
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Issue Updated, 35 Nova L. Rev. 305 (2011) (Florida).

Andrew Ford, Note, State Child Emotional Abuse Laws: Their
Failure to Protect Children with Gender Identity Disorder, 49
Fam. Ct. REV. 642 (2011).

Cheryl George, Parents Supersizing Their Children: Criminaliz-
ing and Prosecuting the Rising Incidence of Childhood Obesity as
Child Abuse, 13 DEPauL J. HEALTH CARE L. 273 (2010).

David R. Katner, Revising Legal Ethics in Delinquency Cases by
Consulting with Juveniles’ Parents, 79 UMKC L. Rev. 595 (2011).

Lisa Koverko, Note, Piercing the Veil of Secrecy: The Impact of
the Child Protection Law on the Prevention of Child Sexual
Abuse, 88 U. DET. MERCY L. REv. 51 (2010) (Michigan).

Donald R. Lundberg, Mandatory Child Abuse Reporting by Law-
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