
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF COLUMBIA COUNTY 
 STATE OF GEORGIA 

 

 

DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RELIEF PENDING COMPLIANCE & 

CLARIFICATION REGARDING TESTING 
 

COMES NOW Defendant, Wayland Braxton Willis, appearing pro se, 
and respectfully moves this Court for temporary relief and clarification pending 
compliance with court-ordered drug testing conditions. 

Defendant is not seeking to relitigate prior orders, challenge the authority, 
or dispute the appropriateness of testing. Rather, Defendant seeks limited, 
temporary relief and practical guidance where compliance is being actively 
pursued but is presently impacted by provider availability and authorization 
requirements outside  control. 

Defendant has completed all testing previously requested, including a 
retest that returned negative results and has since undergone Medical Review 
Officer (MRO) review. Defendant has continued to seek additional testing in 
good faith; however, the ability to comply further is presently dependent on 
clarification or authorization from the Court regarding acceptable testing 
providers and methods. In the interim, Defendant respectfully requests 
temporary communication with the minor child pending compliance. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Defendant has made ongoing, good-faith efforts to comply with all 
testing-related requirements and has continued seeking additional testing 
promptly when instructed. 

At present, the ability to complete additional hair testing through prior 
providers has been impacted by provider availability and by statements 
indicating that the Court utilizes “certain labs” and that a court order may be 
required to utilize alternate providers. 
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Currently, the minor child has not had meaningful contact with 
Defendant since October 18, 2025. As a result, the child has missed several 
significant family events, including multiple holiday gatherings, a family 
wedding, and the funeral of Defendant’s grandfather. This lack of contact arises 
from conditions that cannot presently be satisfied without further clarification 
and/or authorization by the Court. 

Accordingly, Defendant respectfully requests limited temporary relief 
consisting of: 
 
 (a) defined communication with the minor child pending completion of testing; 
and 
 (b) clear authorization regarding acceptable testing providers and methods to 
permit prompt compliance. 

 

II. RELEVANT PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

On December 18, 2025, the Court entered an order conditioning visitation 
and communication with the minor child upon completion of specified additional 
testing. The order provided that visitation would remain suspended pending 
compliance. 
 
 On November 19, 2025, prior to the entry of any order modifying 
visitation or imposing additional testing requirements, Defendant sought 
written clarification regarding whether visitation would proceed pursuant to the 
existing Temporary Order. Later that evening, Defendant was informed by the 
Guardian ad Litem that visitation was being opposed by Plaintiff ’s counsel and 
placed “on hold” based on a reported conversation with Plaintiff alleging that 
Defendant may have appeared under the influence at a family gathering. No 
court order authorizing suspension of visitation or mandating additional testing 
had been entered at that time.  

The order did not specify alternative testing procedures in the event that 
the designated laboratory or testing method was unavailable, nor did it provide 
guidance regarding authorization of alternate testing providers. As a result,  
Defendant’s ability to satisfy the testing condition is contingent upon further 
clarification or authorization by the Court. Prior to December 18th, Defendant 
has promptly completed all testing previously requested and has documented 
each additional attempt to comply. 

Since entry of the order, Defendant has experienced an extended period 
without in-person visitation or consistent parent–child communication, 
notwithstanding documented efforts to comply with all testing requests. 
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III.  COMPLIANCE EFFORTS 

Since entry of the Court’s initial testing condition, Defendant has acted 
promptly and in good faith to comply: 

● Defendant timely scheduled and completed the initially requested drug 
test. 
 

● Following the reported result, Defendant promptly followed instructions 
to retest. 
 

● The retest returned a negative result. 
 

● The negative retest has since undergone Medical Review Officer (MRO) 
review. 
 

● Defendant has continued to seek additional testing to ensure full 
compliance. 
 

● Defendant contacted the same testing facility to schedule further testing. 
 

● Defendant was advised that additional testing could not be scheduled due 
to availability constraints and that alternate providers would require 
authorization. 
 

● Defendant has contacted medical providers to obtain a physician's order 
for additional testing through insurance-covered providers, which process 
is currently underway. 
 

A summary of  testing compliance efforts is attached as Exhibit B. 
 

IV. CURRENT BARRIER TO COMPLIANCE 

Defendant’s ability to complete additional testing is presently impacted by 
circumstances outside of Defendant’s control. After completion of prior tests and 
receipt of a negative retest with MRO review, Defendant promptly sought to 
schedule additional testing to ensure full compliance with the Court’s order. 

Defendant was advised by the testing facility that additional testing could 
not be scheduled due to availability constraints and that alternate testing 
providers would require court authorization. Defendant has further been advised 
that testing through insurance-covered medical providers requires either court 
authorization or a physician’s order specifying acceptable testing parameters. 
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Defendant has initiated contact with medical providers to obtain such an 
order; however, without clarification or authorization from the Court regarding 
acceptable laboratories or methods, Defendant cannot unilaterally satisfy the 
testing condition. As a result, compliance cannot proceed absent further 
instruction. 

Following entry of the Court’s December 17, 2025 “Consent Order,” 
Defendant also immediately attempted to schedule the referenced evaluation. 
Defendant contacted the identified provider and was advised that the provider is 
no longer affiliated with the referenced or publicly listed practice. Defendant 
promptly notified counsel and has continued efforts to identify an available, 
qualified provider consistent with the Court’s order. 

 

V. NEED FOR TEMPORARY RELIEF PENDING COMPLIANCE 

Defendant does not object to completing additional testing and remains 
willing to do so promptly. However, the Court is respectfully requested to note 
that the reported positive result that triggered additional conditions was 
followed by an immediate negative retest that has since undergone Medical 
Review Officer review, and that, prior to the subsequent allegations, the 
Guardian ad Litem had indicated that visitation was progressing toward 
unsupervised status. Defendant seeks temporary relief not to avoid compliance, 
but to prevent continued suspension of parent–child contact based on allegations 
that arose after objective testing had already cleared and while further 
compliance efforts are ongoing. 

Visitation and communication with the minor child remain suspended 
pending completion of testing. Defendant has demonstrated consistent 
compliance and cooperation with prior testing requirements and has 
continued to pursue additional testing diligently. 

Without temporary relief or clarification, the suspension of contact 
effectively becomes open-ended, notwithstanding Defendant’s ongoing adherence 
to the Court’s directives. Limited interim relief would preserve the child’s 
relationship with Defendant while permitting testing to proceed under clarified 
and authorized parameters. Granting such relief would not prejudice any party 
and would serve the child’s best interests by maintaining continuity and stability 
during the compliance process. 
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VI. REQUESTED RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests that the Court enter an 
order providing the following temporary relief and clarification: 

A. Temporary Communication Pending Compliance 

Pending completion of authorized testing, Defendant respectfully requests 
that the Court order daily communication between Defendant and the minor 
child in the form of one (1) phone call or FaceTime call per day, reasonable in 
duration, at a consistent daily time, unless the child is unavailable due to school 
or a scheduled activity. 

Defendant proposes a neutral and workable daily communication 
window, such as between 7:30 a.m. and 7:30 p.m., to preserve and support the 
continuing of expected and consistent contact for the minor child. This proposal 
aligns with the parties longstanding practice, the divorce decree and/or 
parenting plan, and prior guidance previously provided by the Guardian ad 
Litem. 

Defendant further requests clarification that video or phone 
communications facilitated through a device associated with Plaintiff are 
intended solely for parent–child contact. The appearance of Plaintiff ’s contact 
name on the device does not alter the nature or purpose of the communication, 
which remains communication between the minor child and Defendant while the 
child is in Plaintiff ’s care. 

B. Authorization of Alternate Testing Providers 

Defendant respectfully requests authorization to complete any required 
testing through any qualified laboratory or licensed medical provider, including 
providers covered by Defendant’s insurance, where the previously designated 
provider is unavailable or unable to schedule testing promptly, provided that 
such testing meets objective professional standards including documented chain 
of custody, certified laboratory reporting, and medical review where applicable. 

C. Clarification of What Constitutes Compliance 

Defendant respectfully requests clarification regarding what constitutes 
compliance with the testing condition, including: 

(a) the acceptable testing type(s); 
(b) the acceptable provider categories; and 
(c) reasonable scheduling timeframes based on provider availability. 
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EXHIBITS SUMMARY 
Defendant’s Motion for Temporary Relief  

Civil Action No. 2025EDR0053 

 

Exhibit A 
Testing Compliance & MRO Review Confirmations 
Documentation reflecting Defendant’s drug testing compliance, including subsequent 
negative retesting and Medical Review Officer review. Disputed testing materials 
previously addressed by separate motion are not reattached. 

Exhibit B 
Drug Testing Compliance Summary 
Chronological summary of testing requests, scheduling, completion, and results. 

Exhibit C 
GAL/Counsel Communications Regarding Testing and Evaluation 
Email and text correspondence reflecting testing directives, evaluation requirements, 
and Defendant’s documented responses and compliance efforts. 

Exhibit D 
Email Correspondence Regarding Visitation Status 
Email communications reflecting Defendant’s written requests for clarification, notice 
that visitation was placed “on hold,” and Defendant’s efforts to obtain court guidance in 
the absence of an entered order. 

Exhibit E 
Parent–Child Communication Records (November 15, 2025) 
Records reflecting Defendant’s parent–child communication immediately prior to 
suspension, including FaceTime call documentation. 

Exhibit F 
Laboratory Availability and Provider Correspondence 
Correspondence confirming unavailability of the designated laboratory and advising 
Defendant to seek alternate qualified providers. 

Exhibit G 
Evaluation Provider Availability and Contact Clarification 
Documentation reflecting Defendant’s attempts to contact the court-referenced 
evaluation provider and confirmation of provider availability and contact information.
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EXHIBIT A-1 
17-PANEL HAIR FOLLICLE TEST – NEGATIVE (MRO-VERIFIED) 
(COLLECTED 11/04/25) 
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EXHIBIT A-2 
MEDICAL REVIEW OFFICER  
CONFIRMATION OF NEGATIVE RESULT 
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EXHIBIT A-3 
PEth BLOOD TEST – NEGATIVE 
(COLLECTED 11/04/25) 
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EXHIBIT B –  
TESTING COMPLIANCE SUMMARY 
APRIL 2025 – DECEMBER 2025 

 
 

 
TESTING COMPLIANCE SUMMARY 

 

DATE 
INITIATED 

DATE  
REQUESTED 

 
TEST TYPE 

DATE  
COMPLETED 

RESULT / STATUS 

4/8/25 4/8/25 5-PANEL HAIR FOLLICLE / 12-PANEL URINE 4/15/25 NEGATIVE 

6/9/25 6/16/25 5-PANEL URINE 6/20/25 NEGATIVE 

9/21/25 
(Follow-ups: 9/26, 

10/01) 
10/3/25 5-PANEL HAIR FOLLICLE 10/16/25 

REPORTED 
POSITIVE 

(SUPERSEDED) 

10/29/25 10/30/25 17-PANEL HAIR FOLLICLE / PEth BLOOD TEST 11/4/25 NEGATIVE 
(MRO-REVIEWED) 

12/9/25 12/15/25 17-PANEL HAIR FOLLICLE / PEth BLOOD TEST PENDING  LAB  
UNAVAILABLE) 

 



EXHIBIT C-1 
INITIAL DRUG TESTING REQUEST (BASELINE) 
(APRIL 12, 2025 – GAL  TEXT) 
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EXHIBIT C-2 
FOLLOW UP DRUG TESTING LINKED TO VISITATION 
(JUNE 12, 2025 – COUNSEL TEXT) 
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EXHIBIT C-3 
SUBSEQUENT TESTING REQUEST PRIOR TO UNSUPERVISED VISITATION 
(SEPTEMBER 21, 2025 – OCTOBER 3, 2025 – GAL/COUNSEL TEXT) 
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EXHIBIT C-4 
COUNSEL TEXT RELAYING GAL REQUIREMENT TO REVIEW RESULTS BEFORE VISITATION  
(NOVEMBER 5, 2025 – HOLLY CHAPMAN TEXT TO DEFENDANT) 
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EXHIBIT C-5 
GAL/COUNSEL GROUP TEST CONDITIONING VISITATION COMMUNICATION ON TEST RESULTS  
(NOVEMBER 5, 2025 – RENEE BELL/HOLLY CHAPMAN GROUP CHAT) 
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EXHIBIT C-6 
COUNSEL COMMUNICATION STATING INABILITY TO COORDINATE TESTING/RESULTS 
(NOVEMBER 12, 2025 – HOLLY CHAPMAN TEXT) 
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EXHIBIT C-7 
GAL EMAIL INDICATING REINSTATEMENT & CONDITIONAL ADVANCEMENT PENDING RESULTS  
(NOVEMBER 13, 2025 – GAL RENEE BELL EMAIL) 
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EXHIBIT D-1 
DEFENDANT’S WRITTEN REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION OF VISITATION  
(NOVEMBER 18-19, 2025) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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EXHIBIT D-2 
GAL EMAIL PLACING VISITATION “ON HOLD” 
(NOVEMBER 19, 2025)

 
EXHIBIT D-3 
GAL EMAIL TO COURT REQUESTING SUSPENSION / STATUS CONFERENCE 
(NOVEMBER 20, 2025) 

 
 
 
 

 

20 of 27  



EXHIBIT E-1 
PARENT-CHILD COMMUNICATION RECORDS 
CALL LOG SCREENSHOT DISPLAYING CALL TIME & DURATION OF PARENT-CHILD DAILY 
FACETIME CALL  (NOVEMBER 15, 2025) 
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EXHIBIT E-2 
DEFENDANT’S REQUEST FOR CHILD’S ATTENDANCE TO UPCOMING FAMILY EVENTS 
TEXT MESSAGE SCREENSHOT (NOVEMBER 15, 2025) 

 

 

22 of 27  



EXHIBIT F-1 
INDEPENDENT LAB UNAVAILABILITY (LAB SUPERVISOR EMAIL) 
(DECEMBER 19, 2025) 

 

 
 

 

 

EXHIBIT F-2 
DEFENDANT EMAIL TO GAL REGARDING LAB UNAVAILABILITY 
(DECEMBER 19, 2025) 
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EXHIBIT F-3 
GAL RESPONSE REGARDING COURT-APPROVED TESTING REQUIREMENTS 
(DECEMBER 19, 2025) 
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EXHIBIT G-1 
COURT ORDER AUTHORIZING PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION 
(DECEMBER 17, 2025) 
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EXHIBIT G-2 
IMMEDIATE OUTREACH TO EVALUATION PROVIDER  
SAME-DAY CALL LOG SCREENSHOT (DECEMBER 17, 2025) 
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EXHIBIT G-3 
COUNSEL CORRESPONDENCE REQUESTING EVALUATION COORDINATION 
(UNANSWERED EMAIL TO COUNSEL REGARDING COURT ORDER) 
(DECEMBER 17, 2025) 
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