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[1] Megan Knight and Ashley Carpenter (the Mothers) have filed this petition for 

rehearing, which we grant for the limited purpose of addressing one issue.1  

[2] As a preliminary matter, the Mothers raise the same arguments they previously 

raised both during summary judgment proceedings and on appeal. In essence, 

they contend that the law does not recognize Robert and Patricia Walker (the 

Walkers) as grandparents for purposes of the Grandparent Visitation Act 

(GVA) because they no longer fit the definition after the step-fathers adopted 

the children. Because we already addressed this argument in our original 

opinion, we decline to readdress it now. 

[3] The Mothers also seek clarification of our holding that the Walkers are entitled 

to proceed “on the merits.” We intended to give the trial court the opportunity 

to hear the merits of the Walkers’ petitions for grandparent visitation since the 

Walkers and the Mothers stipulated to this procedure in their agreement. In so 

ordering, we are not preventing the step-fathers from being heard. Rather, we 

are simply enforcing the agreement signed by the Mothers and the Walkers by 

specifying that the trial court should hear the Walkers’ argument on why they 

are entitled to grandparent visitation. This makes the Walkers “whole” by 

allowing them to make their case post-adoption, which is clearly what the 

1
 We also clarify that the step-fathers filed and the trial court granted their petitions for step-parent adoption 

before Braden’s death. This fact did not affect our decision. 
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original agreement allows for them to do. Moreover, the trial court is in the best 

position to hear their case and to make a determination. 

[4] Our original decision stands, and in all other respects, we deny the Mothers’ 

petition for rehearing. 

May, J., and Tavitas, J., concur. 




