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INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE
Founded in 1955 as a non-profit professional association, the National Association of Social Workers (“NASW”) is the largest association of professional social workers in the world, with 145,000 members and 56 chapters throughout the United States and abroad (including the Missouri chapter, which has 2,260 members).  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 seeks to develop and disseminate high standards of social work practice, while strengthening and unifying the profession as a whole by establishing and maintaining professional standards of practice, promulgating sound social policies, and providing services that protect its members and enhance their professional status.  In addition to these services, NASW supports and publishes social science research on topics significant to the social work profession, provides continuing education and professional conferences for its members, and enforces its Code of Ethics.

NASW also develops and adopts policy statements to encourage the development of organizational responses to various social issues.  In 1977, NASW adopted its policy on gay, lesbian, and bisexual issues, and subsequently revised and expanded that policy in 1987, 1993, 1996, and 2005.  NASW is committed by its policy, as well as its Code of Ethics, to advancing policies and practices that will improve the lives of all children, including those raised in same-sex-parent families. 
For these reasons, NASW and the Missouri chapter of NASW submit this brief in support of the best interests of Appellants Camryn Elizabeth White and Zane Alexander White—and all similarly situated children in the State of Missouri.
INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT
Before their separation, Appellant Leslea Diane White and the Respondent, Elizabeth Michelle White, had created an increasingly common type of modern family.  Each woman conceived a child using sperm from the same donor, and the couple raised their children together as co-parents.  In such families, each child has a biological parent and a “psychological” or “de facto” parent—i.e., a person who is not a biological or adoptive parent of the child but who nonetheless has a genuine, fully-developed parental relationship to the child and functions as the child’s parent in every respect, with the support and encouragement of the biological parent.  
As described in Appellants’ brief, Missouri law recognizes that a person who has functioned as a child’s parent may petition for and be granted parental rights, including custody and visitation, when in the best interests of the child.  Such a parent likewise may be obligated to provide financial support for the child.  As shown by Appellants, the circuit court’s Order dismissing Appellants’ Petition for Declaration of Maternity, for Order of Custody and for Order of Child Support (“Petition”) is inconsistent with Missouri legal principles protecting children’s relationships with those who serve as their parents.  
Moreover, as shown below, a large body of social science research supports the conclusion that children suffer significant and severe harm when forcibly separated from the adults who have functioned as their parents and from their siblings.  The results of these peer-reviewed studies clearly demonstrate that the circuit court’s dismissal of Appellants’ Petition was detrimental to the best interests of Appellants Zane Alexander White and Camryn Elizabeth White.  
Studies in developmental psychology consistently show that children form significant attachment bonds to their parents early in life.  These bonds form whether the parents are biological, adoptive, or psychological—and whether the parents are same-sex or heterosexual.  Empirical findings further establish that continuity of parent-child attachment bonds is critical to children’s development, psychological health, and general well-being.  Thus, Missouri courts should allow gay and lesbian psychological parents like Leslea White the opportunity to show that granting custody and visitation in their favor would meet the best interests of their children, and should also recognize the financial obligations that psychological parents have to the children they helped bring into the world.
In addition, the applicable research shows that bonds formed between siblings in early childhood play a role in children’s development that is similar in scope and importance to that of parental-attachment bonds.  Studies have revealed that sibling bonds are particularly important to children during periods of family transition, such as the separation or divorce of their parents.  Decades of evidence have led to the widespread consensus in the field of social work that, except in extraordinary circumstances not applicable to this case, sibling bonds should be maintained between and among brothers and sisters experiencing profound family transitions.  Thus, Missouri courts should allow siblings like Camryn and Zane White the opportunity to show that granting custody and visitation in favor of their psychological parents, and compelling the payment of child support by their psychological parents, would be in their best interests and in the best interests of similarly situated children in Missouri.
ARGUMENT
In dismissing Appellants’ Petition, the circuit court maintained a status quo that impedes the best interests of Appellants Camryn and Zane White in numerous respects.  Two children have been separated from their psychological mothers—Camryn from Leslea, and Zane from Michelle.  This situation has not only ruptured the children’s attachment bonds with their parents, but has also deprived each child of a second source of financial support.  Additionally, the physical separation of Camryn and Zane—who are biological half-siblings and were raised together as siblings until May 2006—thwarts the continued development of a healthy sibling bond.  Because of the significant emotional, developmental, and financial harm that can befall children in this context, it is critical that this Court recognize the rights of Leslea White and other similarly situated parents to petition for custody, visitation, and child support—so that the best interests of children like Camryn and Zane White can be appropriately considered.
I. Attachment Bonds Between Children and Their Gay and Lesbian Psychological Parents Should be Protected and Preserved in the Children’s Best Interests.
A. The Formation of Parent-Child Attachment Bonds Is Critical to a Child’s Healthy Development.
Child development research overwhelmingly shows that children form strong bonds of attachment to their parents early in life, and that these bonds grow stronger as children grow older.  See, e.g., Melvin Konner, Childhood 84–87 (1991) TA \l "Konner, Melvin, Childhood (1991)" \s "Konner" \c 5 .  See generally, e.g., John Bowlby, Attachment (2d ed. 1982) TA \l "Bowlby, John, Attachment (2d ed. 1982)" \s "Bowlby" \c 5 .  An “attachment relationship” is defined as a “reciprocal, enduring, emotional, and physical affiliation between a child and a caregiver” through which a child forms his or her “concepts of self, others, and the world.”  Beverly James, Handbook for Treatment of Attachment-Trauma Problems in Children 1–2 (1994) TA \l "James, Beverly, Handbook for Treatment of Attachment-Trauma Problems in Children (1994)" \s "James " \c 5 .

The attachment relationship has profound biological, psychological, and sociological effects on a child’s development.  Modern developmental psychology and neurology confirm that a child’s attachment relationships are the major environmental factor shaping brain development during the period of maximal brain growth.  See Daniel J. Seigel, The Developing Mind: Toward a Neurobiology of Interpersonal Experience 67–120 (1999) TA \l "Seigel, Daniel J., The Developing Mind: Toward a Neurobiology of Interpersonal Experience (1999)" \s "Seigel" \c 5 .  Accordingly, attachment relationships create the central foundation of a child’s development.  See id TA \s "Seigel" .  Additional research findings illustrate that “what young children learn, how they react to the events and people around them, and what they expect from themselves and others are deeply affected by their relationships with parents.”  Nat’l Research Council & Inst. of Med., From Neurons to Neighborhoods: The Science of Early Childhood Development 226 (Jack P. Shonkoff & Deborah A. Phillips eds., 2000) TA \l "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine, From Neurons to Neighborhoods: The Science of Early Childhood Development (Jack P. Shonkoff & Deborah A. Phillips eds., 2000)" \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" \c 5 .  Among other things, attachment relationships “shape the development of self-awareness, social competence, conscience, emotional growth and emotion regulation, [and] learning and cognitive growth.”  Id TA \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" . at 265; see also James G. Byrne et al., Practitioner Review: The Contribution of Attachment Theory to Child Custody Assessments, 46 J. Child Psychol. & Psychiatry 115, 118 (2005) TA \l "Byrne, James G. et al., Practitioner Review: The Contribution of Attachment Theory to Child Custody Assessments, 46 Journal of Child Psychology & Psychiatry 115 (2005)" \s "Byrne et al." \c 5 ; Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care, 106 Pediatrics 1145, 1146 (2000) TA \l "American Academy of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care, 106 Pediatrics 1145 (2000)" \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care" \c 5  (“Attachment to a primary caregiver is essential to the development of emotional security and social conscience.”).

B. Attachment Relationships Develop Despite the Absence of a Biological or Legal Connection Between Parent and Child.
Attachment bonds invariably develop regardless of whether a parent and child are linked by biology or the formal adoption process.  See Joseph Goldstein et al., Beyond the Best Interests of the Child 27 (2d ed. 1979) TA \l "Goldstein, Joseph et al., Beyond the Best Interests of the Child (2d ed. 1979)" \s "Goldstein et al." \c 5  (concluding the parent-child relationship can develop without reference to biology or formal adoption).  In fact, a child can develop an attachment relationship with any adult who

on a continuing, day-to-day basis, through interaction, companionship, interplay, and mutuality, fulfills the child’s psychological needs for a parent, as well as the child’s psychical needs.

Id TA \s " Goldstein et al." . at 98; see also Nat’l Research Council & Inst. of Med. TA \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" , supra, at 234 (“[C]riteria for identification of attachment figures . . . [include] provision of psychical and emotional care, continuity or consistency in the child’s life, and emotional investment in the child.”).

It is the quality and nature of the interaction between parent and child, rather than any biological or legal connection, that creates and sustains these attachment relationships.  Ana H. Marty, et al., Supporting Secure Parent-Child Attachments: The Role of the Non-parental Caregiver, 175 Early Child Dev. & Care 271, 273 (2005) TA \l "Marty, Ana H. et al., Supporting Secure Parent-Child Attachments: The Role of the Non-parental Caregiver, 175 Early Child Development & Care 271 (2005)" \s "Marty et al." \c 5 ; see also Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Technical Report: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109 Pediatrics 341, 341 (2002) TA \l "American Academy of Pediatrics, Technical Report: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109 Pediatrics 341 (2002)" \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Technical Report: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents" \c 5  (finding that “[c]hildren’s optimal development seems to be influenced more by the nature of the relationships and interactions within the family unit than by the particular structural form it takes”).  This finding extends to attachment bonds between children and their same-sex parents.  See Susanne Bennett, Is There a Primary Mom? Parental Perceptions of Attachment Bond Hierarchies Within Lesbian Adoptive Families, 20 Child & Adolescent Soc. Work J. 159, 167–68 (2003) TA \l "Bennett, Susanne, Is There a Primary Mom? Parental Perceptions of Attachment Bond Hierarchies Within Lesbian Adoptive Families, 20 Child & Adolescent Social Work Journal 159 (2003)" \s "Bennett" \c 5  (finding, in a qualitative study of lesbian couples, that “quality of care was the salient factor in the establishment of an attachment hierarchy” and that “legal parent status” was not a “defining factor contributing to the attachment hierarchy.”).
C. Sexual Orientation of Parents Is Irrelevant to the Development of Strong Attachment Bonds.
The research consistently shows that, in all relevant respects, lesbians and gay men parent as heterosexuals do.  See, e.g., G. Dorsey Green & Frederick W. Bozett, Lesbian Mothers & Gay Fathers, in Homosexuality: Research Applications for Public Policy 197, 198 (John C. Gonsiorek & James D. Weinrichs eds., 1991) TA \l "Green, G. Dorsey & Frederick W. Bozett, Lesbian Mothers & Gay Fathers, in Homosexuality: Research Applications for Public Policy (John C. Gonsiorek & James D. Weinrichs eds., 1991)" \s "Green & Bozett" \c 5  (concluding that “[t]he research is extraordinarily clear in its finding about lesbian and gay parents and their children: they look remarkably like their heterosexual counterparts and their children”) (emphasis added).  Thus, not surprisingly, studies have concluded that a parent’s sexual orientation is immaterial to the formation and importance of children’s attachments, and children are just as likely to form close bonds with same-sex parents as with opposite-sex parents.  See Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Family Pediatrics: Report of the Task Force on the Family, 111 Pediatrics 1541, 1550 (2003) TA \l "American Academy of Pediatrics, Family Pediatrics: Report of the Task Force on the Family, 111 Pediatrics 1541 (2003)" \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Family Pediatrics: Report of the Task Force on the Family" \c 5  (finding “that parental sexual orientation per se has no measurable effect on the quality of parent-child relationships”); A. Brewaeys, et al., Donor Insemination: Child Development & Family Functioning in Lesbian Mother Families, 12 Hum. Reprod. 1349, 1358 (1997) TA \l "Brewaeys, A. et al., Donor Insemination: Child Development & Family Functioning in Lesbian Mother Families, 12 Human Reproduction 1349 (1997)" \s "Brewaeys et al." \c 5  (finding the non-biological mother in lesbian families “was regarded by the child as just as much a ‘parent’ as the father in the heterosexual families”).

Moreover, the lack of a biological or legal link does not impact the child’s feelings for the same-sex parent.  See Brewaeys et al. TA \s "Brewaeys et al." , supra, at 1354 (“Among the lesbian mothers, the quality of the parent-child interaction did not differ significantly between the biological and the [non-biological] mother.”); accord Susan Golombok et al., The European Study of Assisted Reproduction Families: Family Functioning & Child Development, 11 Hum. Reprod. 2324, 2330 (1996) TA \l "Golombok, Susan et al., The European Study of Assisted Reproduction Families: Family Functioning & Child Development, 11 Human Reproduction 2324 (1996)" \s "Golombok et al." \c 5  (finding the lack of a genetic link between a parent and child does not negatively impact parent-child relationships).

Where, as is the case here, both same-sex parents have participated in a child’s upbringing, the child will form a significant attachment relationship with each parent.  A study evaluating child development in lesbian families found that
[b]oth women in the lesbian mother family were actively engaged in child care and a strong mutual attachment had been developed between [non-biological] mother and child.
Brewaeys et al. TA \s "Brewaeys et al." , supra, at 1356 (1997); see also Barbara M. McCandlish, Against All Odds: Lesbian Mother Family Dynamics, in Gay & Lesbian Parents 23–38 (Frederick W. Bozett ed., 1987) TA \l "McCandlish, Barbara M., Against All Odds: Lesbian Mother Family Dynamics, in Gay & Lesbian Parents (Frederick W. Bozett ed., 1987)" \s "McCandlish" \c 5 .  The record in this case likewise reflects that, before their separation, Leslea White was actively engaged in caring for Camryn and Michelle White was actively involved in caring for Zane—and that deep attachment bonds formed between each mother and both of her children. 
D. Children Experience Severe Emotional and Psychological Harm When Their Attachment Relationships with Their Parents Are Severed.
Continuity of the parent-child attachment relationship is essential to a child’s healthy development and overall well-being.  Goldstein TA \s "Goldstein et al."  et al., supra, at 31–33; see also Marty et al. TA \s "Marty et al." , supra, at 274 (“[T]he quality of the attachment has profound effects on the child’s social adjustment.”); Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care TA \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care" , supra, at 1145 (“Paramount in the lives of . . . children is their need for continuity with their primary attachment figures.”); Nat’l Research Council & Inst. of Med. TA \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" , supra, at 265.  Because children typically assume that they can depend on the predictability of both parents, severance or curtailment of the parent-child bond can be “a particularly devastating experience.”  William F. Hodges, Interventions of Children of Divorce: Custody, Access, & Psychotherapy 8–9 (2d ed. 1991) TA \l "Hodges, William F., Interventions of Children of Divorce: Custody, Access, & Psychotherapy (2d ed. 1991)" \s "Hodges" \c 5 ; see also Rayford W. Thweatt, Divorce: Crisis Intervention Guided by Attachment Theory, 34 Am. J. Psychotherapy 240, 241 (1980) TA \l "Thweatt, Rayford W., Divorce: Crisis Intervention Guided by Attachment Theory, 34 American Journal of Psychotherapy 240 (1980)" \s "Thweatt" \c 5  (explaining that upon separation from an attachment figure, children experience “a predictable sequence of behavior with four phases: denial, protest, despair, and detachment”).

Numerous empirical findings “provide a solid research basis for predictions of long term harm associated with disrupted attachment [relationships] and loss of a child’s central parental love objects.”  Frank J. Dyer, Termination of Parental Rights in Light of Attachment Theory: The Case of Kaylee, 10 Psychol. Pub. Pol’y & L. 5, 11 (2004) TA \l "Dyer, Frank J., Termination of Parental Rights in Light of Attachment Theory: The Case of Kaylee, 10 Psychology, Public Policy & Law 5 (2004)" \s "Dyer" \c 5 ; see also Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care TA \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Developmental Issues for Young Children in Foster Care" , supra, at 1146 (“Interruptions in the continuity of a child’s caregiver are often detrimental.”); Joan B. Kelly & Michael E. Lamb, Using Child Development Research to Make Appropriate Custody & Access Decisions for Young Children, 38 Fam. & Conciliation Cts. Rev. 297, 303 (2000) TA \l "Kelly, Joan B. & Michael E. Lamb, Using Child Development Research to Make Appropriate Custody & Access Decisions for Young Children, 38 Family & Conciliation Courts Review 297 (2000)" \s "Kelly & Lamb" \c 5 .  For example, interference with children’s attachment relationships can lead to “aggression, fearful relationships, academic problems in school, and . . . elevated psychopathology.”  Marty et al. TA \s "Marty et al." , supra, at 274; see also Byrne et al. TA \s "Byrne et al." , supra, at 118 (“[T]hreats or disruptions in the attachment relationships . . . lead to fear/anxiety.”); Nat’l Research Council & Inst. of Med. TA \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" , supra, at 265 (“[A]ttachments buffer young children against the development of serious behavior problems, in part by strengthening the human connections.”).

Studies of children of divorced parents confirm the psychological harm that can result when a child is separated from a parent to whom he or she is attached.  See, e.g., Judith S. Wallerstein & Sandra Blakeslee, Second Chances: Men, Women & Children a Decade after Divorce 145–60 (1989) TA \l "Wallerstein, Judith S. & Sandra Blakeslee, Second Chances: Men, Women & Children a Decade after Divorce (1989)" \s "Wallerstein & Blakeslee" \c 5  (finding that children who do not maintain contact with parents suffer a continuing sense of loss and sadness); Judith S. Wallerstein & Joan B. Kelly, Surviving the Breakup: How Children & Parents Cope with Divorce 307 (1980) TA \l "Wallerstein, Judith S. & Joan B. Kelly, Surviving the Breakup: How Children & Parents Cope with Divorce (1980)" \s "Wallerstein & Kelly" \c 5  (finding that self-image of children from divorced families is “firmly tied to their relationship with both parents”).

The “extreme distress” experienced by a child upon termination of an attachment figure’s regular and customary role as a parent will occur even where there is no biological connection between parent and child.  Fiona L. Tasker & Susan Golombok, Growing Up in a Lesbian Family: Effects on Child Development 12 (1997) TA \l "Tasker, Fiona L. & Susan Golombok, Growing Up in a Lesbian Family: Effects on Child Development (1997)" \s "Tasker & Golombok" \c 5 ; see also Yvon Gauthier et al., Clinical Application of Attachment Theory in Permanency Planning for Children in Foster Care: The Importance of Continuity of Care, 25 Infant Mental Health J. 379, 394 (2004) TA \l "Gauthier, Yvon et al., Clinical Application of Attachment Theory in Permanency Planning for Children in Foster Care: The Importance of Continuity of Care, 25 Infant Mental Health Journal 379 (2004)" \s "Gauthier et al." \c 5  (explaining that children suffer greatly when separated from non-biological parent figures).

Specific research on children in gay and lesbian households demonstrates the same need for continuity, and resulting harm from disruption of attachment relationships, as that manifested in children of heterosexual parents.  See, e.g., Tasker & Golombok TA \s "Tasker & Golombok" , supra, at 12 (finding that cessation of the parent-child bond between a child and a lesbian psychological parent “can cause [the child] extreme distress”).  In fact, researchers have found that, when lesbian couples separate, the children mourn for the absent psychological parent just as they would for an absent biological or married parent after separation.  See Martha Kirkpatrick et al., Lesbian Mothers & Their Children: A Comparative Study, 51 Am. J. Orthopsychiatry 545, 550 (1981) TA \l "Kirkpatrick, Martha et al., Lesbian Mothers & Their Children: A Comparative Study, 51 American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 545 (1981)" \s "Kirkpatrick et al." \c 5 .  Allowing the separation of a child from a psychological parent to become prolonged is thus detrimental to the child’s best interests.
E. A Child’s Health and Welfare Are Best Served by Nurturing and Maintaining Attachment Bonds with Parents.
In light of the importance of the parent-child bond to the overall health and welfare of children, researchers believe that children generally benefit from continued contact with both parents.  See Michael E. Lamb, Placing Children’s Interests First:  Developmentally Appropriate Parenting Plans, 10 Va. J. Soc. Pol’y & L. 98, 103, 113–14 (2002) TA \l "Lamb, Michael E., Placing Children’s Interests First:  Developmentally Appropriate Parenting Plans, 10 Virginia Journal of Social Policy & the Law 98 (2002)" \s "Lamb" \c 5  (explaining that everyday activities with both parents promote and maintain trust and confidence in the parents, while strengthening child-parent attachments); Denise Donnelly & David Finkelhor, Does Equality in Custody Arrangement Improve Parent-Child Relationship?, 54 J. Marriage & Fam. 837, 838 (1992) TA \l "Donnelly, Denise & David Finkelhor, Does Equality in Custody Arrangement Improve Parent-Child Relationship?, 54 Journal of Marriage & the Family 837 (1992)" \s "Denise Donnelly & David Finkelhor, Does Equality in Custody Arrangement Improve Parent-Child Relationship?" \c 5  (“Children who maintain contact with both parents tend to be better adjusted.”).

The findings are no different for children of same-sex parenting relationships.  As one prominent researcher explains, when same-sex parents who have jointly raised a child since birth separate, “it is reasonable to expect that the best interests of the child will be served by preserving the continuity and stability of the child’s relationship with both parents.”  Charlotte J. Patterson, Children of Lesbian & Gay Parents, 63 Child Dev. 1025, 1037 (1992) TA \l "Patterson, Charlotte J., Children of Lesbian & Gay Parents, 63 Child Development 1025 (1992)" \s "Patterson" \c 5 ; see also Am. Acad. of Pediatrics, Policy Statement: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109 Pediatrics 339 (Feb. 2002), available at http://aappolicy.aappublications.org/cgi/content/full/pediatrics%3b109/2/339http://aappolicy.aappublications.org/cgi/content/full/pediatrics%3b109/2/339 TA \l "American Academy of Pediatrics, Policy Statement: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents, 109 Pediatrics 339 (Feb. 2002) , available at " \s "American Academy of Pediatrics, Policy Statement: Coparent or Second-Parent Adoption by Same-Sex Parents" \c 5 
 (advising that children of gays and lesbians need and deserve the same permanence and security in parental relationships as children of heterosexual parents); Am. Psychoanalytic Ass’n, Position Statement on Gay & Lesbian Parenting, May 16, 2002, http://www.apsa.org/aboutapsaa/positionstatements/gayand%20lesbianparenting/tabid/471/Default.aspxhttp://www.apsa.org/aboutapsaa/positionstatements/gayand%20lesbianparenting/tabid/471/Default.aspx TA \l "American Psychoanalytic Association, Position Statement on Gay & Lesbian Parenting, May 16, 2002, " \s "American Psychoanalytic Association" \c 5 
 (concluding that gay and lesbian parents are capable of meeting the best interest of the child and should be afforded the same rights as heterosexual parents); Nat’l Ass’n of Soc. Workers, Policy Statement: Lesbian, Gay, & Bisexual Issues, in Social Work Speaks 245, 247 (2006) TA \l "National Association of Social Workers, Policy Statement: Lesbian, Gay, & Bisexual Issues, in Social Work Speaks 245 (2006)" \s "National Association of Social Workers" \c 5  (stating that gays and lesbians should “be granted all rights, privileges, and responsibilities that are granted to heterosexual people, including but not limited to . . . child custody”).  

Additionally, and not surprisingly, empirical experience confirms that children benefit from access to greater financial resources and security.  “One of the most consistent associations in developmental science is between economic hardship and compromised child development.”  Nat’l Research Council & Inst. of Med. TA \s "National Research Council & Institute of Medicine" , supra, at 275.  Depriving a child of the financial support of a second parent limits the resources available to support the child and causes greater financial insecurity in the child’s life.  See, e.g., Wallerstein & Blakeslee TA \s "Wallerstein & Blakeslee" \c 5 , supra, at 129–44 (describing the “genteel poverty” in which a single mother and her children lived, having received only sporadic financial support from the children’s father following the parents’ divorce).  Thus, for both psychological and practical financial reasons, the research strongly supports restoring the parent-child relationships that were disrupted here and securing them legally.
II. Sibling Bonds Between Children Raised by Gay and Lesbian Parents Who Later Separate Should Be Protected and Preserved in the Children’s Best Interests.

A. When a Child Has Siblings, the Formation of Healthy Sibling Bonds Is Critical to the Child’s Development.

Most children grow up with siblings, and siblings typically spend more time interacting with one another during childhood than they do with their parents.  Victor Groza et al., Siblings & Out-of-Home Placement: Best Practices, 84 Fams. in Soc’y 480, 480 (2003) TA \l "Groza, Victor et al., Siblings & Out-of-Home Placement: Best Practices, 84 Families in Society 480 (2003)" \s "Groza et al." \c 5 .  Social science research shows that “in most cases siblings, through their association with the parents,” develop “feelings of attachment toward each other.”  David J. Whelan, Using Attachment Theory When Placing Siblings in Foster Care, 20 Child & Adolescent Soc. Work J. 21, 27–28 (2003) TA \l "Whelan, David J., Using Attachment Theory When Placing Siblings in Foster Care, 20 Child & Adolescent Social Work Journal 21 (2003)" \s "Whelan" \c 5 ; see also Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 481 (observing that older siblings are “attachment figures” for younger siblings).  In fact, research findings reveal that “the sibling bond may become stronger and even more important than a child’s preference for a parent.”  Lori Kaplan et al., Splitting Custody of Children Between Parents: Impact on the Sibling System, 74 Fams. in Soc’y 131, 132 (1993) TA \l "Kaplan, Lori et al., Splitting Custody of Children Between Parents: Impact on the Sibling System, 74 Families in Society 131 (1993)" \s "Kaplan et al." \c 5 .  
Typically, relationships between siblings are quite emotionally intense, “not least because children grow up in close proximity to their siblings and compete with each other for parental resources.”  Grania Sheehan et al., Children’s Perceptions of Their Sibling Relationships During Parental Separation & Divorce, 41 J. Divorce & Remarriage 69, 72 (2004) TA \l "Sheehan, Grania et al., Children’s Perceptions of Their Sibling Relationships During Parental Separation & Divorce, 41 Journal of Divorce & Remarriage 69 (2004)" \s "Sheehan et al." \c 5 ; see also Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 480 (noting that “sibling relationships may be very strong, peaceful, or fun at some points and weak, conflictual, or intense at others”).  The sibling relationship’s effects on a child’s development are numerous.  “In early childhood, siblings are companions and playmates.  Through games, conversations with each other, and conflicts, they learn to interact with others, solve problems, and negotiate.”  Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 481.
As he teaches a younger sibling, an older child may gain a sense of competence and confidence in new abilities he has acquired.  Having a younger brother or sister can also help a child to learn and practice cooperation and compromise as well as how to participate in healthy competition.  Additionally, it may promote a child’s beginning understanding that children have varying, and sometimes conflictual, rights and needs.

Kathy Junior, The Relationship Between Siblings & Their Mother in Early Childhood,  6 Psychoanalytic Soc. Work 49, 51–52 (1999) TA \l "Junior, Kathy, The Relationship Between Siblings & Their Mother in Early Childhood,  6 Psychoanalytic Social Work 49 (1999)" \s "Junior" \c 5 ; accord Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 481 (“Older siblings assist younger siblings in the transition to school both by acting as a role model and by giving information about the experience.”)
This intense, complex relationship “often lasts for a lifetime, longer than most marriages and parent-child relationships.”  Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 480.  In studies, adult siblings have reported that they feel closer to each other as they age.  Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 132.  But the degree of closeness between adult siblings “was related to the extent of contact earlier in life.”  Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 132.

Common interests, values, behavioral patterns, memories, and shared role expectations appear to be more important to allow bonding to take place and to allow the relationship to be sustained over time.  Developing a shared history and a shared past are also important, as is having congruent functional identities.  When people have an extended shared past, they can more easily engage in meaningful interaction and cooperate more readily.  
Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 139 (citations omitted).  Thus, “separating siblings may affect their relationship later in life as well as their long-term quality of life.”  Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 132.
B. During Parental Separation and Other Family Transitions, Children Benefit from the Maintenance of Healthy Sibling Bonds.

Parental separation or divorce can be among the most stressful events in a child’s life.  See Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 132 (noting that children surveyed ranked parental separation behind only the death of a parent or relative and an accident involving a parent on a list of 22 potential stressful events).  See generally Wallerstein & Blakeslee TA \s "Wallerstein & Blakeslee" , supra; Wallerstein & Kelly TA \s "Wallerstein & Kelly" , supra.  “Research on child development points to the hypothesis that the sibling subsystem plays an important role during changes in family structure” such as the separation or divorce of parents.  Sylvie Drapeau et al., Siblings in Family Transitions, 49 Fam. Rels. 77, 77 (2000) TA \l "Drapeau, Sylvie et al., Siblings in Family Transitions, 49 Family Relations 77 (2000)" \s "Drapeau et al." \c 5  (citations omitted).  “When it remains intact, the sibling group represents an element of continuity within the process of family reorganization.  Many studies also indicate that siblings can play an important role in helping each other to adjust to family transitions.”  Id. TA \s "Drapeau et al."  (citations omitted); see also Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 132 (observing that “[r]esearch supports the idea that children benefit from growing up with brothers and sisters and from siblings remaining together after their parents divorce,” and citing 7 supportive studies conducted between 1964 and 1990).
In interviews with social science researchers, siblings “reported that they loved and protected each other, remained faithful to each other, and that their sibling relationship became strong and enduring as a result of parental separation and divorce.”  Sheehan TA \s "Sheehan et al."  et al., supra, at 71.  Siblings typically turn to one another “for mutual support and consolation during episodes of parental conflict” that lead to separation and divorce.  Id. TA \s "Sheehan et al."  at 90.  Older siblings, in particular, may take on a nurturing role, giving their younger siblings support that parents in conflict may be unable to provide.  Id. TA \s "Sheehan et al." 
The sibling support system’s role during parental separation or divorce is similar to its role during an even more traumatic type of family transition: the placement of children in foster care or adoptive homes due to parental unfitness.  In fact, “a number of similarities emerge from the research results on siblings in foster care and siblings experiencing parental divorce.”  Drapeau TA \s "Drapeau et al."  et al., supra, at 78.  In the view of some researchers, “these similarities justify examining sibling relationships side by side during both types of transition.”  Id.  TA \s "Drapeau et al."   

As with siblings experiencing parental separation and divorce, older siblings were found to provide “caretaker behaviors of nurturance” toward their younger siblings when placed together in foster care.  Whelan TA \s "Whelan" , supra, at 28.  In turn, a younger sibling would typically use the older sibling as a “secure base from which to explore the environment.”  Id. TA \s "Whelan"  (citation and internal quotations omitted).  In the absence of “reliable parental care” leading to foster or adoptive placement, siblings turn to each other for support, resulting in “the development of strong sibling bonds.”  R. Kevin Grigsby, Maintaining Attachment Relationships Among Children in Foster Care, 75 Fams. in Soc’y 269, 270 (1994) TA \l "Grigsby, R. Kevin, Maintaining Attachment Relationships Among Children in Foster Care, 75 Families in Society 269 (1994)" \s "Grigsby" \c 5 .  Studies reveal that even siblings of tender age can “provide security for each other when in an unfamiliar place without their mother.”  Junior TA \s "Junior" , supra, at 59.
Thus, not surprisingly, research reveals that children placed in foster homes with their siblings exhibited fewer emotional and behavioral problems than those placed separately from their siblings.  Drapeau TA \s "Drapeau et al."  et al., supra, at 77; Whelan TA \s "Whelan" , supra, at 21.  Numerous empirical findings also show that siblings placed in foster care together tend to stay in one placement longer and experience fewer moves in the foster care system than children who are separated from their siblings.  Whelan TA \s "Whelan" , supra, at 21 (citations omitted); see also Ilene Staff & Edith Fein, Together or Separate: A Study of Siblings in Foster Care, 71 Child Welfare 257, 266 (1992) TA \l "Staff, Ilene & Edith Fein, Together or Separate: A Study of Siblings in Foster Care, 71 Child Welfare 257 (1992)" \s "Staff & Fein" \c 5  (“Sibling pairs placed together were more likely to remain in their first placement (56%) than those placed separately (38%), and it was less likely for one of the pair to experience a placement disruption (17%) than for the separately placed siblings (42%).”); Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 482 (examining retrospective study of closed-case records and finding that average duration of time in foster care for children placed with siblings was shorter (13 months) than for siblings not placed together (17.9 months)); Martha J. Aldridge & Patricia W. Cautley, Placing Siblings in the Same Foster Home, 55 Child Welfare 85, 87 (1976) TA \l "Aldridge, Martha J. & Patricia W. Cautley, Placing Siblings in the Same Foster Home, 55 Child Welfare 85 (1976)" \s "Aldridge & Cautley" \c 5  (“Correlations with various measures of the child’s problems suggest that the least-damaged children were more likely to have been placed with their siblings.”)
These findings, consistent throughout more than three decades of research, have led to a consensus in the social work field that siblings should be kept together during periods of family transition.  See Staff & Fein TA \s "Staff & Fein" , supra, at 258 (“Most investigators agree that most siblings should be placed together.”); Carole H. Depp, Placing Siblings Together, Child. Today, Mar.–Apr. 1983, at 14, 14 TA \l "Depp, Carole H., Placing Siblings Together, Children Today, Mar.–Apr. 1983, at 14" \s "Depp" \c 5  (“[I]n the majority of cases the long-term benefits to be gained by keeping a sibling group together seem to clearly outweigh those gained by separating the children.”); Aldridge & Cautley TA \s "Aldridge & Cautley" , supra, at 92 (“A reasonable conclusion is that the placement of siblings together in a foster home can contribute to a successful placement.”).  Absent a compelling justification such as sexual abuse of one sibling by another, see Whelan TA \s "Whelan" , supra, at 21, interfering with the “natural support system” that siblings provide for each other during times of family transition is “questionable and not beneficial to the immediate or long-term adjustment of children.”  Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 133.
C. Separating Children During Family Transitions Can Cause Both Immediate and Long-Term Emotional and Psychological Harm.
Studies confirm that when siblings are separated—either by divorce or by other family transitions—both the short- and long-term consequences can be profound.  

Splitting custody of children, especially if this action leads to reduced contact, appears to have consequences for the quality of sibling interactions in the immediate as well as the remote future.  Without enriching and nurturing contact, siblings may not be able to establish or maintain the types of formative bonds that can allow them to experience sustainable interaction over their life spans.  In the long term, the quality of their lives may be diminished.
Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 139.  
When contact between siblings is completely severed, as has happened in this case, the research suggests that children become emotionally detached from their siblings.  Drapeau TA \s "Drapeau et al."  et al., supra, at 78.  Yet, at the same time, the siblings “deplor[e] their separation.”  Id. TA \s "Drapeau et al."   In fact, when siblings are permanently separated, as through adoption, the “drive . . . to track down their remembered biological siblings” when they reach adulthood is often stronger than their desire to locate their birth parents—“so great a hole does the loss of a sibling leave in one’s personal history.”  Depp TA \s "Depp" , supra, at 17.
Thus, the overwhelming consensus among researchers in the field is that, when there is “no alternative” but to separate siblings during family transitions, “all efforts should be made to help them sustain their sibling bond,” and visitation should be a priority.  Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 484, 489; see also Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 133 (“[I]t may be illogical to separate children, except in extreme circumstances, at a time when they most need one another.”)
Even if contact between separated siblings is maintained, the effects on the children and their relationship are palpable.  If custody of siblings is split following their parents’ divorce or separation, the children’s adjustment to the separation “may be prolonged.  If the children are separated later, their relationships may become confused and disorganized.”  Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 133.  Research also indicates that split-custody siblings are at a heightened risk for “feelings of vulnerability and fear of abandonment (first by a parent and then by a sibling).”  Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 135.

When siblings no longer reside together, they may not know what is expected of them with regard to their sibling role.  For instance, if a child is now the only child living in his or her home, is the child still part of a sibling set or is he or she an only child?  From the child’s viewpoint, does she or he expect the sibling living elsewhere to assume the role of playmate, friend, or something else when the children are together?  In split-custody arrangements, new roles, family identities, boundaries, and role expectations must be developed.  Children may be legally or biologically, but not functionally, siblings.  Without societal norms to dictate the appropriate or preferred scenario for how such siblings should view each other, the potential for conflict increases.

Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 136 (citations omitted).  In fact, because splitting custody of siblings gives rise to so many potential developmental and psychological issues, “[t]he literature suggests that stability and continuity in sibling relationships are perhaps more important to a child’s well-being than even a stable physical environment (e.g., home, school).”  Id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 132 (citations omitted).

In sum, it is widely recognized that any degree of “[s]tress placed on the sibling system in its formative years can have negative aftereffects,” id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 137, and “dramatically alter relationships among siblings,” id. TA \s "Kaplan et al."  at 133.  Unnecessarily cutting off all contact between siblings is particularly harmful to the individual children, as well as to the sibling system.  “Without access to that sibling relation, their trauma often increases.”  Groza TA \s "Groza et al."  et al., supra, at 481.  Because of the degree of potential harm posed by severing contact with siblings, researchers have concluded that “continuing access” to siblings “is not only a right of the child but is in his or her best interest.”  Kaplan TA \s "Kaplan et al."  et al., supra, at 132.
CONCLUSION
As shown above, decades of social science and child development research confirm the correctness of holding that children’s best interests may compel parentage, custody, visitation, and support awards to preserve children’s relationships with siblings and with psychological parents—no differently than with biological or adoptive parents.  In this case, declarations of parentage and awards of custody, visitation, and child support are called for to restore the parent-child relationship between Leslea and Camryn, the financial obligations of Michelle to Zane, and the sibling relationship between Camryn and Zane.  To permit an award consistent with the children’s best interests, this Court should reverse the circuit court’s Order of February 29, 2008.


Respectfully submitted,
	Dated:
July 17, 2008
	SHOOK, HARDY & BACON, L.L.P.
By: /s/ Todd A. Gangel

	
	
	Todd A. Gangel, # 56242


	
	2555 Grand Boulevard

Kansas City, Missouri 64108

816.474.6550

Fax: 816.421.5547
Counsel for Amici Curiae 
The National Association of Social Workers and 
The National Association of Social Workers, Missouri Chapter


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 84.06
I certify that the Brief of Amici Curiae The National Association of Social Workers and The National Association of Social Workers, Missouri Chapter complies with Rule 84.06 and contains 6,603 words, that the accompanying CD-ROM containing a Microsoft Word copy of the brief has been scanned for viruses and is virus-free, and that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing brief, its appendix, and the CD-ROM were served upon the following attorneys of record by U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, this 17th day of July, 2008:

Juliet A. Cox, Esq.
Melissa S. Lockton, Esq.
SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENTHAL LLP
4520 Main Street, Suite 1100
Kansas City, Missouri 64111

Susan L. Sommer, Esq., pro hac vice
LAMBDA LEGAL DEFENSE & EDUCATION FUND, INC.
120 Wall Street, Suite 1500
New York, New York 10005

Counsel for Appellants

Melissa A. Faurot, Esq.
STAN CLAY, L.L.C.
28 North Eighth Street, Suite 517
Columbia, Missouri 65201

Counsel for Respondent

C.J. Dykhouse, Esq.
CLINE & DYKHOUSE, LLC
806 Locust Street
Columbia, Missouri 65201

Guardian ad Litem for Appellants
Zane Alexander White and 
Camryn Elizabeth White
  /s/ Todd A. Gangel


Todd A. Gangel
3006249v3
- ii -
3006249v3

