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JCICS Quarterly Listserv Report 
October 13, 2006 

 
Joint Council will be providing our members the opportunity to review the main issues discussed and 
reported on the listservs through our new Quarterly Listserv Reports.  We are pleased to offer this new 
service to our membership as an additional opportunity to review the information shared on all of the 
listservs, including lists to which an individual member may not be subscribed.  The content provided 
will be a summary of pertinent issues or discussions shared on the respective lists during the past 
quarter. Please note that the information in the Quarterly Listserv Reports is not comprehensive. If 
Joint Council members wish to review all posted messages for the past quarter, you can access the 
Archive for the lists to which you are subscribed at: http://lists.jcics.org/lists.  
 
These reports will be disseminated to our members via the JCICS News List and will be posted on the 
Members Only Site. The listservs are provided as a member service of Joint Council. Joint Council 
accepts no responsibility for the opinions and information posted on this site by others. If any member 
is interest in subscribing to a various Committee or Caucus list, please contact Joint Council’s 
Administrative Assistant, Adam Schlicht at info@jcics.org.  The information, reports and views shared 
by individual members may not represent those of the Joint Council. Joint Council is not responsible 
for, nor liable for, the authenticity of information, views and reports shared by individual members.  

 
 
Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia 
 

• No activity 
 
Africa 
 

• Information and views were offered relative to a New York Times article which discussed the 
growing humanitarian interest in Africa on August 13, 2006. 

• Dialogue about preparation of families in Africa, including a broader discussion about 
transracial parenting was discussed. 

• JCICS Executive Director, Meghan Hendy, offered a Chicago Tribune article to the caucus, for 
which JCICS was interviewed, and that focused on adoptions from Ethiopia. The article can be 
found at: http://www.belleville.com/mld/belleville/news/nation/15380043.htm 

 
Bulgaria 
 

• No activity. 
 
Cambodia 
 

• No activity 
 
China 
 

• Discussion was held about the possibility of new CCAA guidelines after January 1, 2007. 
Rumors heard by parents and agencies suggested the following: CCAA will no longer approve 
adoption applicants that are older than 45, single, who did not attend some college, have a 
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history of major illness, have an arrest history, are extremely obese, or have more than 3 
children already living at home. 

• Most members have heard rumors about some changes which will be enacted, but questions 
remained about the specifics. Member agencies also expressed a strong belief in tangible 
information and in not discussing rumors with prospective adoptive families. 

• One member suggested only using information that is directly published from the CCAA, DOS, 
US Consulate, or confirmed by JCICS. Another member suggested that agencies release a joint 
letter in order to better rectify the amount of time agencies spent “dealing with rumors.” 

 
• Another topic of discussion was CCAA regulations regarding adoptive parents who become 

pregnant after they receive their log-in date. 
• Discussion noted that adoption agencies have different policies about placing two children in 

the home within a year. In particular, one member expressed concern in not telling the CCAA 
about something as significant as the family having a birth child (especially if it is not reflected 
in the homestudy).  Some believe there would be an adverse reaction on the part of CCAA if 
they found out they were not fully informed, others believed that CCAA does not really want to 
fully know all of this information. 

 
 
Committee on Global Awareness (COGA) 
 

• No activity. 
 
Directors 
 

• Member was looking for more information on Vietnam programs, including time frames for 
referral, age of children needing homes, costs and age parameters for prospective parents. 

• One member offered the following announcement in August: 
http://hanoi.usembassy.gov/conadoptedvisa.html 

• Discussion was held about domestic placements, including an example of a prospective 
adoptive couple (with one partner having a history of non-violent crime). In this case, one 
member suggested requiring serious counseling and psychological evaluation and MMPI 
testing. Another member suggested that if state law does not prohibit a person with a past 
criminal background, then it is a professional decision to be made by the agency. Another 
suggested a review of their employment history. 

 
Education 
 

• JCICS Board Member Jody Sciortino offered a summary to get the listserv up-to-date. The 
following is an excerpt from the Board discussion after the conference regarding the committee 
proposal regarding education: JCICS board is interested in more input regarding the JCICS’ 
role in pre-adoption education. The board decided in June to focus on the clearinghouse role vs. 
reviewing and endorsing particularly curriculums. 

• The Education committee met and decided to focus on the following goals: gathering 
information on courses for both parent education and staff/training/development, online 
learning options, providing a list of the topics included in each of the curriculums and the 
number of training hours, and to provide a clearinghouse of information regarding upcoming 
professional trainings/conferences/workshops throughout the nation to membership. 
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Ethics 
 

• No activity. 
 
Government Affairs (Hague) 
 

• JCICS Membership Manager, Jennifer Peterson, informed the list of the U.S. Department of 
State’s issuance of a frequently asked questions guide to assist social works in gaining a basic 
understanding of elements of accreditation and approval regulations under the Hague 
Convention. This information can be  accessed at: 
http://travel.state.gov/family/adoption/convention/convention_3024.html 

• There was also a discussion about whether contract social workers would fall under an 
organization’s accreditation umbrella since they are supervised by a LCSW or if contact social 
workers would need to be listed as Supervised Providers. Members suggested that it may be 
different on a state-by-state basis, but also offered that COA may not already have enough 
information on compliance for a concrete answer. 

• Board Member, Lynn L. Wetterberg, offered the following: The placement agency is always 
considered the ‘primary provider’. If the placement agency does not do the home study, anyone 
who provides services (home study, training, post-placement) is always the ‘supervised 
provider’ and is supervised by the primary provider, who is ultimately responsible (and liable) 
for making sure that everything is done properly. 

• General discussion took place regarding the upcoming events surrounding Hague 
Accreditation, COA, DOS, etc. This included many references to the cost of accreditation for 
JCICS members. One member suggested the use of a trust account. Member discussions also 
included references to why only two accrediting sources were selected (i.e.: “why did the State 
of Utah not become an accrediting body?”) 

• Various updates from JCICS staff included: notice of the end of the comment period on 
Proposed Regulations on Hague Certificates, reassurances that JCICS would announce the 
application period once it became available in September/October. 

• JCICS Membership Manager, Jennifer Peterson, informed members about JCICS’ work with 
the Library of Congress to find information regarding country specific intercountry adoption 
legislation. That information is now available on the Member’s site at www.jcics.org/members.  

 
Guatemala 
 

• Members discussed how adoption supervisors somehow obtain information from the family 
courts and PGN, but do not move cases along faster. They depend on, to a certain degree, 
cooperation from the lawyer of record. They are fairly expensive and do not deal with agencies, 
thus it may not be worth using them. 

• Discussion was held regarding the I-600. Paul Mitchell (from USCIS) offered that effective 
October 5, 2006; the following must be submitted with the Final Document’s Packet: A 
properly and completely filled-out I-600, signed and dated by the adoptive parent(s). If the 
adoptive parent(s) has/have seen the adopted child before the adoption was finalized, please 
submit evidence of this such as: photocopies of the U.S. passport showing the entry stamps 
issued by Guatemalan Immigration authorities. Much discussion continued about the 
ramifications of this new policy (including costliness, timeliness, etc.) 
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• Information was offered on the JCICS past trip to Guatemala. The Guatemalan First Lady’s 
“Protocol of Good Practices” was also discussed. Concerns were expressed by some over the 
Decree, noting that it may dramatically slow down the process. This *includes* the 
Guatemalan president enacting the Hague Treaty as an executive decree as well. Such dramatic 
changes would have almost immediate effects on Guatemalan adoptions already in progress. 

• Further posts from JCICS staff included updates on the situation in Guatemala: The U.S. 
Government confirmed that Guatemala has no intention to immediately implement the Hague 
convention. They plan to implement these provisions in an open and transparent way after 
appropriate legislation and institutions are developed. There is no immediate plan for any kind 
of adoption “moratorium.” Rumors that Guatemala will halt adoptions at this time are 
thoroughly false. 

 
 
Haiti 
 

• No activity. 
 
 
India 
 

• Members discussed possibly sending a new letter to CARA. They felt the previous was not 
entirely productive, but thought that persistence may be a helpful solution. 

• Members thought this would be a good idea. They still wanted clarification from CARA 
regarding post placement reports (every 6 months until finalization or 4 reports over 2 years?) 
and the issue of adoptive parent(s) traveling to get their child and receiving an escort from 
CARA. Members also wanted clarification on the authentication/apostille question (families 
still afraid to NOT do it, yet they have been told ‘it is not necessary’) 

• Members also posed the question on whether CARA scrutinizes family sizes: “There is nothing 
in the Guidelines about family sizes… but would scrutiny be higher if they had 4 or more 
children in their home?” 

• People responded well to recent changes in the I-171H online centralization, but prefer that the 
expiration date would be two years instead of 18 months. 

 
JCICS News 
 

• JCICS completed the Call for Presentations for the 2007 Conference 
• JCICS sent out frequent reminders about the Membership Vote on the Bylaw Proposal 
• JCICS informed the membership about DOS and DHS publishing the “Reporting on Non-

Convention and Convention Adoptions of Emigrating Children” regulations. 
• JCICS informed the membership of country updates from staff meetings with the USCIS and 

the USDOS. These updates have been posted on the JCICS webpage. 
• JCICS sent out an informative post regarding the uses of the Digest Mode in receiving listserv 

emails. 
• JCICS established more clear categories for JCICS News emails: Response Requested, FYI, 

and Urgent. 
• JCICS sent out “What’s Happening” for each month. 
• JCICS noted an ongoing discussion of changes in membership dues by the Board of Directors. 
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• JCICS offered an opportunity for member organizations to participate in the humanitarian aid 
program of the JCICS Bulletin. 

• JCICS kept the membership informed on all Hague Convention updates as they unfolded in 
early October, as well as information about the new USCIS emailing system. 

 
Kazakhstan 
 

• No activity. 
 
Korea 
 

• A Caucus Member suggested that Korean adoptions have historically gone very smoothly and 
have been one of the more reliable processes in international adoption. She expressed a desire 
to establish dialogue about any changes occurring in Korea. 

• She forwarded various articles to the list – “Korean lawmaker pushes ban on overseas 
adoption,” “Korea birthrate falls to record low,” “Singles can adopt from Korea,” and “Strict 
Screen Needed to Prevent Abuse in Single-Parent Adoptions” to begin that process. 

• One member suggested that it would be interesting to have JCICS staff make a visit to Korea. 
 
Local Service Providers 
 

• Dialogue began on the Local Service Providers Committee regarding Hague Accreditation. 
Members showed an interest in finding out who would seek accreditation and who would not. 
People expressed a sense of confusion regarding Hague as well – it is very complicated. One 
member offered the following in response: “I only wish that placement agencies would take the 
regulations concerning home studies seriously. Theoretically, agencies and individuals can be 
exempted providers… And yes, I’m afraid that all of this will leak over the boundaries to non-
Hague countries. I suppose that if a home study provider has a very good relationship with a 
placement agency, maybe the accreditation for the home study provider might be overlooked. 
But I wouldn’t depend on it.” 

• One member suggested that in “order to compete in the marketplace” of adoption, agencies 
should pursue accreditation. It will be a competitive standard. 

• Members also expressed a desire to know if placement agencies/primary providers have made 
any decisions as to whether they would only work with Hague accredited local service agencies 
or will work in a supervised provider relationship. To that end, JCICS Staff Jennifer Peterson 
requested that information be provided to JCICS. A record is now kept online at the Member’s 
Only JCICS – Hague page. 

 
Medical 
 

• JCICS Administration Manager, Joelle Ruben, extended a Call for Presentations for the 2007 
Medical Institute. 

 
Members 
 

• Members included a dialogue about Guatemala issues (I-171H forms – “If and when will 
USCIS stop approving I-171H forms for Guatemala?”) Postings on the Members seemed to 
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parallel a lot of the questions that occurred during the last few days of September. (Review 
Guatemala caucus summary as well). 

• Questions also surrounded changes associated with the Hague Convention, on topics such as: 
parent preparation hours for both new adoptive parents and alumni adoptive parents (parents 
who have already adopted a child in the past).  

• One member offered the following regarding the Hague Convention: “There will be agencies 
who specialize as Supervised Agency/Exempt agency who will have time and staff to 
specialize their professional services to the ‘local agency’ piece where Primary agencies may 
be more busy with their own international programs and less busy with the clients sent from 
other Primary agencies.” The member foresaw this as a possible split in the adoption 
community – leading to those with international program expertise and those with local service 
expertise. 

• One interesting discussion focused on insurance issues resulting from Hague Convention 
changes, including possible insurance recommendations and ways of getting sued. 

• Members also spoke about finding glossary/definitions of terms and entities that are in the 
Hague Standards. The member secured a definition list and sent it out over the listserv. It is 
similar (if not identical) to the glossary found in the JCICS Surviving Hague Guide. 

 
Romania 
 

• JCICS Membership Manager, Jennifer Peterson, informed the caucus of US Senate Resolution 
359. S.Res.359, which was introduced by Senator Mary Landrieu, concerning the Government 
of Romania’s ban on intercountry adoptions and the welfare of orphaned and abandoned 
children in Romania. S.Res.359 is the companion measure to Representative Chris Smith’s 
resolution, H.Res.578, which was passed by the U.S. House of Representatives in April. 

• Members also expressed a desire for more information about Moldova. *Rumors* from 
Moldova suggest that adoption is going to open in the future, and that mostly older children, 
sibling groups, FAS children and special needs children will be available first. 

 
Russia 
 

• JCICS Membership Manager, Jennifer Peterson, made mention of the death of a 2 year-old 
Russian boy in Illinois with a promise to keep the caucus up-to-date with incoming 
information. 

• Members expressed difficulty getting a translation and post-placement reports to specific 
regions in Russia, including the Krasnodar region and the Ivanovo region. 

 
Ukraine 
 

• JCICS Executive Director, Meghan Hendy, made mention of JCICS’ efforts with the Ukraine 
State Department of Adoption regarding problems with missing post adoption reports. This 
included sending a letter to Ms. Ludmyla Volynets, Director of the State Department for 
Adoption and Protection of Rights of the Child in the Ministry of Family, Youth, and Sports. 

• Members also expressed a need for the new form that families are supposed to send to the new 
State Department in Ukraine “with their registration numbers and date.” 
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Vietnam 
 

• Discussion was conducted regarding the Vietnam Consulate in San Francisco. Questions were 
posed, such as “is there a particular type of mail – USPS, FedEx, etc. – they will not receive?” 

• A member made note of the change on the US Embassy in Hanoi’s announcement that “From 
August 15th 2006, the Ministry of Justice of Vietnam will temporarily stop receiving 
application for establishment of office from American Adoption Service Providers.” 

• ”The golden book” was mentioned (the requested donation at the time of visit to the orphanage 
when families go to visit). One member suggested that it is best for the agency, rather than the 
families, to donate to the orphanage. Another member suggested that this may not be a standard 
throughout Vietnam, but may differ in various provinces. 

• A Board Member offered the following regarding problems of a specific adoption case in VN: 
“There is an informal agreement between US and Vietnam that all (or almost all) adoptions are 
going to have to be through government care centers as opposed to private relinquishments 
because of the history of abuse in private relinquishments. And every child adopted by US 
citizens still has to meet the ‘orphan’ definition in the regulations. Two surviving parents will 
rarely if ever allow a child to meet the definition of ‘orphan’”. One member suggested using a 
form which terminates the birth parents legal rights to the child. 


