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Proceedings

MR. KATZ: I understand.

THE COURT: You know, I have good, competent
counsel in front of me.

MR. KATZ: Judge, if indeed there is no
custody appiication, custody order in front’of
Your Honor, that means that the order to change
custody, there need not be a hearing because there
is no custody.

If there is no order of custody and no
hearing is necessary, then based upon the reports
of Dr. Kaplan, the probation report, and based
upon my recomméndation, based upon my previous
report to the Court, I would request an immediate
change of custody to the father.

I don’t believe a hearing is necessary
because no order of custody exists. So, if they
don’t.exist,—then no hearing is necessary.

Based upon that, my application is for an
immediate change of cugtody. I believe it’s in
the best interest of'khe'child. The reports make
that imminently clear.

MS. RENZULLI: In the pleadings of the
petitioner, opposing counsel, they say in

paragraph number three, and I quote, "Plaintiff is
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Proceedings ‘A
the custodial parent.”

They are falking out of two sides of their
mouth. They are looking for some very obScure
little crack in the judgment.

MR. KATZ: I am making this application on
behalf of my clients, Your Honor. Recognizing the
apparent reality that there.is no order of
cuStody. |

THE COURT: Custodial parent interprets that
who has the body. You know, custodial parent and
non custodial parent we have. Whether it’s
physical custody or legal custody, I don‘t knoﬁ;
this is the first time that someone has drawn that
distinction.

MS. RENZULLI: I submit, Your Honor, this
confusion is symptomatic of confusion that has
surrounded this case;

THE COURT: No. 1It’s the result of a divorce
judgment that’s not clear. That’s what it is.

But I can’'t change that. It is what if is.

If the parties didn’t review it, I can’t
control that. If-the parties kept on going back
to get a new amended . judgment, that still didn’t

- address custody, I can’t control that. All‘right.




