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Dear ///
We write as an NGO interested in promoting healthy families as the base of any civilised society. 

We are concerned at the lack of clear information and use of partial research behind the policies that successive Governments have been steering in relation to children and families. 

Grandparents, fathers and older children are desperate for help as they have had their civil and human rights abused by what are essentially anti-father and anti-family institutions e.g. CAFCASS, Social services and the family courts. We are aware of many cases where violent and/ or abusive women are given residence which would seem to show a bias in the application of Family Law.

The Government’s Green Paper and the select committee enquiry in their present formats are ignoring the issues except in the context that it is designed to continue the human rights abuses fostered on the family by successive Governments over the last full generation.

There is a plethora of research on the links between fatherlessness and criminality, teenage pregnancy, poor mental health, drug and alcohol abuse, delinquent behaviour, and rape. The economic costs of this are tremendous not only to individuals but also to society at large. 

The Government yet again repeat the myths of domestic violence with ‘where contact is safe’. This blatantly ignores the research that shows women to be equally or more violent than men e.g. -The Fiebert report. http://www.csulb.edu/~mfiebert/assault.htm REFERENCES EXAMINING ASSAULTS BY WOMEN ON THEIR SPOUSES OR MALE PARTNERS: AN ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY. SUMMARY: This bibliography examines 130 scholarly investigations: 104 empirical studies and 26 reviews and/or analyses, which demonstrate that women are as physically aggressive, or more aggressive, than men in their relationships with their spouses or male partners. The aggregate sample size in the reviewed studies exceeds 77,000.

Violence against children by women is another issue where the public and Governmental attitude is very different than the facts revealed by formal studies. Some examples of the research which should inform policy are given below:

Source: The Third National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect (NIS-3) from the US Department of Health and Human Services reveals data about child abuse by mothers.
Women commit most child abuse in intact biological families. When the man is removed from the family the children are at greater risk. Mother-only households are more dangerous to children than father-only households. Children are 3 times more likely to be fatally abused in Mother-only Households than in Father-only Households, and many times more likely in households where the mother cohabits with a man other than the biological father. Children raised in Single-mother Households are 8 times more likely to become killers than children raised with their biological father.

Other studies reveal more about female violence against children:
Women hit their male children more frequently and more severely than they hit their female children. Women commit 55% of child murders and 64% of their victims are male children.

Eighty two percent of the general population had their first experience of violence at the hands of women, usually their mother. Our culture learns to be violent from our mothers, not our fathers.

Yet, 3.1 million reports of child abuse are filed against men each year, most of which are false accusations used as leverage in a divorce or custody case. Source: Statistics validated and verified by: Murray Straus, a sociologist and co-director for the Family Research Laboratory at the University of New Hampshire and Richard Gelles of the University of Rhode Island and author of Intimate Violence and other studies, also validated the statistics used by matching it to previous research. 

Researchers in Michigan determined that "49 percent of all child abuse cases are committed by single mothers." Source: Joan Ditson and Sharon Shay, "A Study of Child Abuse in Lansing, Michigan," Child Abuse and Neglect, 8 (1984). 

A study of 156 victims of child sexual abuse found that the majority of the children came from disrupted or single-parent homes; only 31 percent of the children lived with both biological parents. Although stepfamilies make up only about 10 percent of all families, 27 percent of the abused children lived with either a stepfather or the mother's boyfriend. Source: Beverly Gomes-Schwartz, Jonathan Horowitz, and Albert P. Cardarelli, "Child Sexual Abuse Victims and Their Treatment," U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency prevention.
http://www.prevent-abuse-now.com/stats.htm
Perpetrators: Most States define perpetrators of child abuse or neglect as a parent or other caretaker, such as a relative, babysitter, or foster parent, who has maltreated a child. Fifty-nine percent of perpetrators were women and 41 percent were men. The median age of female perpetrators was 31 years; the median age of male perpetrators was 34 years. More than 80 percent of victims (84 percent) were abused by a parent or parents. Almost half of child victims (41 percent) were maltreated by just their mother, and one-fifth of victims (19 percent) were maltreated by both their mother and father. 
http://www.nccanch.acf.hhs.gov/index.cfm 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.preventchildabusewi.org/perpetrators.htm" http://www.preventchildabusewi.org/perpetrators.htm
Child Abuse Perpetrators

• There is no ''typical'' child abuser.
* May be male or female -Data from 21 states indicate that 61.8% of perpetrators were female.
* The majority of instances of child abuse are committed by someone who knows the child.
* In 87.3% of cases at least one parent was identified as the perpetrator. In 17.7% of cases both parents were identified as perpetrators.
* Mothers acting alone were most often identified as perpetrators of neglect and physical abuse.
* Fathers acting alone were identified as perpetrators of sexual abuse at the highest percentage.
* Together, substitute care providers and family relatives were only identified as 5.4% of cases.
* May be young or old-In 1999 the highest percent of perpetrators fell between the ages of 30-39.
* May be of any ethnicity or nationality.
* May be a former victim of abuse or neglect.
(Statistics from National Child Abuse and Neglect Data Systems, 1999)

NSPCC report shows that fathers are 'less violent' than mothers in their disciplining of children.'Child Maltreatment in the United Kingdom', published in November 2000 by the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC)

http://www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/cb/publications/cm99/table3b.htm
Child Maltreatment 1999 Reports From the States to the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES Administration for Children and Families Administration on Children, Youth and Families Children's Bureau
Table 3-2: Perpetrator Relationship to Victim, 1999 DCDC
Relationship to Victim Number Percentage

Female Parent Only 145,028 44.7%
Male Parent Only 51,752 15.9%
Both Parents 57,320 17.7%
Female Parent and Other 25,703 7.9%
Male Parent and Other 3,544 1.1%

One of the greatest weaknesses of the Government’s Green paper is that essentially the same civil servants and female anti-father and anti-family vested interest organisations which regularly exclude fathers and the wider family, who are putting forward policies that are totally unworkable and responsible for the destruction of the family as the base of a civilised society. 

An example of this is CAFCASS with its poorly trained personnel who are expected to be child psychologists, medical paediatric specialists, social workers, psychoanalysts, legally trained persons, and court officer. Who investigates abuses, policies and procedure by CAFCASS which transpires little or no confidence from the families themselves? 

The decline in proper and meaningful research has been on the increase for some years now. Another example is that given the vast difference in prognosis of family by type i.e. co-habitating or married when referring to anti-social 
behaviour, domestic violence or child abuse, the Government extended the bias in the statistics by stating for the 2001 census that " a lone parent was allowed to be classified as married if she denoted her status as married or remarried but had no spouse or partner." 'Population Trends' (Spring 2004 Ed, page 66) 

If the Government is serious and honestly wishes to promote healthy family harmony and strengthen the family unit, the role of the father has to be strengthened and not weakened and the nuclear biological family restored for all children in the interests of all children and wider society.

Statistics of outcomes should be made available from the Familyman database and dissected by gender. The DCA have informed us they cannot do so due to the data protection Act. Yet this appears untrue when health statistics can be produced.

Many would appear to be forced away from the court setting because of the cost, the knowledge needed and the nightmare stories emerging.

The Government needs to do more research (there is plenty already available) on personality disorders, ADHD/ Parental alienation syndrome and  childhood onset conduct disorder type symptoms arising from family breakdown and to put in training on parental alienation syndrome for all child welfare workers.

We know of few reaching Court ordered satisfactory agreements. Many are forced to accept pitiful, unworkable and/ or unhelpful contact and are too asset poor and/ or emotionally distressed to return to the Courts for more. 

Appeal courts do not consider Appeals on the amount of time they can spend with their children which is where most unhappiness lies. Others find the gender bias in the operation of the system to be the fundamental problem. Fathers should only apply for shared residence since by definition accepting a contact order shows you are accepting you are a second class parent.

Further, contact orders are given for any amount of time including indirect contact which is meaningless. Either parents are parents or they are not. If 90% are with their mothers, then others are in care, with a relative or other arrangement. We have reason to believe that over 97% of resident parents are mothers and this figure certainly would seem correct especially in Court ordered arrangements.

I would remind the DFES that over 60% of fathers have no or meaningless contact with their children and 40% lose all contact 2 years after separation.

Most importantly without the recognition of Parental Alienation syndrome no-one will ever know if the alleged wishes and feelings of the child are their true wishes and feelings or not. Children should not be making such choices when you consider if children should make other lesser important decisions for themselves e.g. do you want to eat chocolate biscuits all day? Do you want to drink coca-cola all the time? What time do you want to go to bed? Part of the responsibility for parents is to teach children manners, good behaviour and a responsible lifestyle. The breakdown of the family affects children’s development at many angles including being able to use a knife and fork to how to mange their own relationships.

Is contact with both parents good for children?

There is abundant research attached to this submission to show it is of great value. Statistics on outcomes show the harm caused to children’s emotional and psychological development without it e.g. criminality, drug and alcohol abuse, teenage pregnancies, defiant behaviours etc.

If the Courts allow mother’s to do as they please children will suffer. Whilst the Courts will not imprison a mother for breaking a court order they will do for those whose children do not go to school. The loss of a parent through family breakdown is a tragedy and should not be allowed to happen. Since the sacred bond of marriage has been destroyed by successive Governments and fault in divorce is not considered then the strength of a lasting and strong marriage is unlikely to return. We would ask for no fault divorce to be thrown out and for marriage to be given it’s sanctity again as the basis of a stable society.

 Without independent and impartial research being used to alleviate intergenerational abuse through GENUINE Domestic violence rather than making a gender war based on partial research by the feminists, no policies can properly be made.

Abuse and neglect are matters for statutory child protection bodies i.e. Local Authority social services, NSPCC and Police. Private law Court Welfare Officers are not adequately independent, trained, supervised or accountable. Much the same concern also exists for local Authority social workers. 

We would argue that a majority of Court ordered cases or cases that meet the Family Courts are inadequately addressed and the contact given is that which the mother will tolerate. This applies also to applications from Grandparents.

We have heard the every case is different scenario for many years. It behoves the Education dept to maintain this falsity. Most parents are normal parents who just love their children, BUT the Legal system creates adversarial actions and the lawyers often ignore their own duties to the Court, to the public, the tax-payer and their own procedures and guidelines.

If the Courts are not seen to be firm and fair then mediation will not work. ADR if backed by a suitable system of speedy compliance would suit families better.

We believe that follow up research should be carried out by an independent body and not by an organisation with vested interests. This should also be monitored by the Dept of health given the link between family breakdown, criminality and the current health of the child population which has been steadily worsening in terms of teenage pregnancy, mental health, drug and alcohol abuse etc. 
The CAFCASS annual report is a joke. http://www.cafcass.gov.uk/ Apparently Anthony Hewson and the board resigned according to this report, not sacked as stated in the media and they even congratulated the board for the job they did! The statistics show a totally different picture from that emerging on their complaints system: 33, 803 private law cases,13, 470 public law cases, 47, 723 applications involving 73, 937 children, 1303 practitioners, 500 complaints and ONLY 1 complaint upheld at stage 2 and Partly upheld:
4 at stage 1, 25 at stage 2, 3 at stage 3, and 2 at stage 4. Clearly there is a vast difference in these statistics and the reality.
Much more energy and time should be spent on stopping the breakdown by positive support for the nuclear family/ marriage as the base of a civilised society. Research in the US shows that in the States where shared residence became the norm divorce reduced remarkably as the financial incentive had been removed.

It is imperative that Governmental organisations that are there to help parents do not have a biased agenda, base their practice on independent and impartial research and are held accountable for their actions if they are not so. Parents should not have to fight bias and partial actions of the State bodies simply in order to be a parent. 

The Legal Context: The way the family court system works

Other Legal Issues: ECHR Issues

ECHR is a misnomer. Cases are now thrown out by a clerk to the Court with no legal training.  Rapporteur reports are secret and you are not allowed to see the report by the Rapporteur upon which the judge used to throw cases out without a judgement. There is no redress after the event. They are not competent Courts to deal with errors of fact or errors in law.

Your presence in the National court, legal representation or by yourself and the possibility of putting your case are enough to comply with the national Court’s decision making process.

Local Authority Social Workers like CAFCASS are virtually unaccountable for their actions. We have abundant case studies to show this. A no fault complaint procedure would remove the fear of litigation and the staff must be held accountable for misfeasance, lack of due care and knowingly carrying out fraudulent actions and/ or omissions.

Our rights and the rights of both the parents and the children are more than adequately protected in law in Common Law, civil law, Human Rights law etc. The problem in the Family Courts is due to 1. secrecy 2. Knowing wrong-doing by not only the Court reporters and the legal machinary/ Family Law judiciary and also due to the lack of accountability 3. Reliance on partial research and the failure to recognise PAS  4. Gender bias.

Dr. Richard Gardner, of Creskill, NJ, a child psychologist, was one of the leading authorities on children of dysfunctional families.  What he found in his research is that no matter the financial or cultural background, alienation of one parent from the other could occur.  

("www.rgardner.com"www.rgardner.com"www.rgardner.com"www.rgardner.com)  According to Dr. Richard Gardner, PAS is described as a disturbance in which children are obsessively preoccupied with depreciation and/or criticism of a parent.  In other words, denigration that is unjustified and or exaggerated.

 "www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm)   In effect, these children are taught to hate the Targeted Parent to the point of wanting to eliminate them from their lives.  Dr. Gardner considers this psychological abuse and it is the only form of psychological abuse that has clear-cut unmistakable signs and symptoms and therefore the only psychological abuse that can be easily diagnosed.  

PAS can be further described as a form of psychological kidnapping 

"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm) where the child’s mind has been forced to prejudicially believe and discriminate against the Targeted Parent.  This is perpetrated by creating fear, not of the Targeted Parent, but of the Alienating Parent whom the child must reside with, or as Gardner calls it, the hostage taker parent. 

"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm"www.familycourts.com/pas.htm)  It is also called the Stockholm Syndrome and best compared to the Patti Hearst kidnapping.

 According to Kemp in his book Abuse in the Family, domestic violence is defined as a form of Maltreatment perpetrated by a person with whom the victim has or had a close personal relationship. (Kemp, P.36)   Furthermore, the clinical and textbook definitions and categories of Child Psychological Maltreatment found in Table 3-1 of Alan Kemp’s book, Abuse in the Family, on pages 72-77, can easily be applied to PAS showing it as a form of Domestic Violence via Psychological Maltreatment. This book is a technical training book for Students studying for their Masters in Counselling and Social Work. It is just one of many textbooks used to teach the students and professionals about Psychological Maltreatment and the categories that make it up.  

Those categories are:

Rejecting (spurning) 
Terrorizing 
Corrupting 
Denying essential stimulation, emotional responsiveness, or availability 
Unreliable and inconsistent parenting 
Mental health, medical, or educational neglect 
Degrading/devaluing (spurning) 
Isolating 
Exploiting
 
As we correlate the above definition, we will see how it fits in classifying PAS as Psychological Maltreatment and thus Domestic Violence.  For example, by deliberately alienating the victims from other family members and social supports, isolation is occurring.  The whole premise of PAS is to isolate and alienate the children from the Targeted Parent or any other individual who supports the Targeted Parent.  If the alienator uses threats or denigrating tactics, to force the victims to comply, this can be seen as terrorizing. (Kemp, P. 225-228)  As well, verbal denigration, harassment and exploitation of the Targeted Parent is very prominent and a key indicator of PAS.  In addition, DV includes the exploitation and use of the children for personal gain.  Thus in PAS when the children are used to destroy the Targeted Parent by denying visitation or a relationship between TP and the children or is used for monetary gains such as excessive expenses beyond child support, they are in affect committing Domestic Violence.  It is for these reasons that PAS or alienating the children from the Targeted Parent can be considered as a form of domestic violence. 

Let’ take this a bit further in its application. When a parent REJECTS a child because the children show any love or affection for the Targeted Parent that is a form of abuse.  This is not only a form of rejection, but terrorization.  In fact, a child’s refusal to come to the Targeted Parents home for fear of loosing the Alienating Parent’s conditional love is fear and fear is terror.

Next, there is corrupting.  When an Alienating parent refuses to comply with court orders and tells the children they do not have to either, this is corrupting.  It is teaching the children that they are above the law and therefore immune to the courts authority.  When a parent files false allegations of abuse and convinces the children to do the same, this is corruption. When an Alienating parent tells the children lies about the Targeted Parent, and that anything having to do with the Targeted Parent is illegal, immoral and disgusting, this is corrupting.  In fact, this is a form of discrimination and prejudice, which corrupts the children’s minds. 

Next, let’s look at Denying essential stimulation, emotional responsiveness, or availability.  By refusing to allow the children to have a relationship with the Targeted Parent, for no reason other than their own need to control the ex-spouse, the Alienating Parent’s are denying them the basic elements of stimulation, emotions and availability with the Targeted Parent. In fact, the Targeted Parent has little to no opportunity to defend themselves against the false allegations. Though they will have you believe that they or the children feared for their lives and that the Targeted Parent was abusive, this is usually unsubstantiated or proven by the courts to be a fabrication. With no basis for this denial, the Alienator refuses their children a warm and loving relationship with the Targeted Parents.  Thus it causes unreliable and inconsistent parenting.  Since the children have been denied a relationship with the Targeted Parent, they have also been denied a reliable and consistent parenting situation and the Alienating Parent has proven that they cannot parent consistently and reliably in the supporting of a two-parent relationship with the children. 

This brings us to the Mental, medical and Education Neglect.  When an Alienating Parent refuses to comply with numerous separate court orders for counselling, they are denying their children's mental health.  Thus mental neglect has occurred as defined in the DSM IV as Malingering. (V65.2) and by Neglect of Child (V61.21).

If despite numerous court orders or request and recommendations, the alienator continues to insult, verbally abuse and denigrate the child’s Targeted Parent in front of them, this behaviour degrades and devalues someone the children once respected and loved and in most cases, secretly want a relationship with.  This disdain and disrespect for the Targeted Parent in front of the child(ren) is another form of Psychological Maltreatment as it permanently affects their view of that Targeted Parent, which transfers to their view of themselves.   This creates a distorted sense of reality, of themselves and their ability to trust and accurately judge others.

 When a parent deliberately sabotages a relationship with the Targeted Parent, with no evidence of abuse, this is called Isolation.  Furthermore, when a parent has initially allowed continuous contact with the children during the separation and divorce period, but reneges on this refusing them visitation, especially when they find out their ex-spouse has a new partner, this is isolation and abuse.  This is also called Remarriage as a Trigger for Parental Alienation Syndrome and can be further reviewed in an article by Dr. Richard Warshak, 

"http://www.fact.on.ca/Info/pas/warsha00.htm"http://www.fact.on.ca/Info/pas/warsha00.htm"http://www.fact.on.ca/Info/pas/warsha00.htm"http://www.fact.on.ca/Info/pas/warsha00.htm)  There is no doubt this is isolation and thus psychological abuse.

 
EXPLOITATION.  When a parent uses the children as pawns to get back at their ex spouse for not loving them anymore or to control them further, this is exploitation.  When an Alienating Parent uses the children and makes false allegations of abuse, terrorizing the children to state they hate the Targeted Parent, this is exploitation.  When a parent uses the children for monetary gains, but yet does not allow the children a relationship with the targeted parent, this is exploitation.  

When you add all these factors up, it is easy to see how Cross-Generational Coalitions, Parental Alienation, Parental Alienation Syndrome, Enmeshed Relationships, Triangles and Borderless Boundaries can be classified as Child Psychological Maltreatment in a divorce situation.  When you put it all together, the DSM sums up the Alienator quite nicely under Cluster B Personality Disorder, Antisocial Personality Disorder, (301.7).  The Alienating Parent wilfully and without regard to the child(ren) or the targeted parent’s welfare, or the innocent extended families welfare, continually violated their rights and disregarded their needs for a relationship.  The Alienating Parent uses and exploits the children.  The Alienating Parent isolates the children from a nurturing parent and family.  The Alienating Parent denies the children their basic needs of love and belonging from the Targeted Parent.  The Alienating Parent thus neglects the children’s mental welfare.  They rejected the children’s and Targeted Parent’s testimony of love and need for each other.  The Alienating Parent terrorizes and corrupts the children.  The Alienating Parent callously puts their own desires, wants and needs above those of everyone else including their own children.    This all adds up to one thing, Domestic Violence in the form of Psychological Maltreatment.
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The side effects of the current bias and State sponsored abuse of families is evidenced in the increase in male suicides and this is reflected throughout the Western industrialised world: Male suicide rate is the single biggest cause of accidental or violent death among men in England and Wales. Figures from the Office for National Statistics show that during 2001 more men took their own lives than died in road accidents. In total, there were 3,538 cases where suicide was either confirmed, or suspected among men. This accounted for more than one third (34%) of the total number of male accidental or violent deaths during the year.  In comparison, just over a fifth of the total were caused by road accidents. In all, there were 16,569 deaths from injury and poisoning in England and Wales in 2001. The risk for men was nearly twice that of women. 

In early 2003, the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) released a report on suicide in Australia. A small ripple of interest ran through the media and press pointing out that suicide now claimed more lives than motor vehicle accidents. Approximately 5 males commit suicide in Australia every day. 

Mental health experts say this unrecognized figure could be because men unlike women are too embarrassed to ask for help with their problems. 

An Office for National Statistics report (UK), entitled Social Focus on Men, revealed that the suicide rate for men aged 15 to 24 had more than doubled to 16 per 100,000 of the population since 1971. 

And in the 25 to 44 age group the number of suicides grew to a record high of 26 per 100,000. Figures for women show that in the 15 to 24-year-old category, just 4.1 per 100,000 committed suicide in 1999, rising to 6.5 per 100,000 for the 25 to 44 age group. 

Some 35% of deaths among 16 to 24-year-old men involved accidents, compared to 24% of deaths among young women. 

Lesley Warner, of the Mental Health Foundation, said the suicide figures highlighted their concerns about the mental health of young men in particular. 

"We know that there is a problem with young men in particular committing suicide. I think these statistics are really worrying and bear out thoughts in the way crisis services are not really working at the moment." She said too many men were bottling up their problems rather than going to the professionals for help. 

The number of male suicides in the 15-19 age group rose from 55 per million of the population in 1970 to 100 per million of the population in 1990. Dr McClure said: "It is something of a crisis for young males. It is always a mistake to look for one single cause, but it is probably a crisis of confidence among these young people. 

"There are many, many more suicides in the 'undetermined deaths' category who are suicides, but aren't labeled because coroners are more reluctant to give a verdict of suicide." A crisis of confidence could arise for a variety of reasons, including psychiatric disorders, disturbed family or partner relationships, unemployment and involvement in crime, leading to contact with the judicial system. 

An underlying culture of drugs, alcohol and delinquency is blamed for teenagers "getting out of their depth" and turning to suicide when their grip on life spirals out of control. 

Health psychologist Dr Rory O'Connor believes the growing suicide rate reflects the urgent need for society to address the wider underlying issues. She said "Suicide is an index of an ill society." 

In short there has been a holocaust within the Family Court system and we want to support moves to change this with immediate effect and for our society to be helped to be the ‘safe and tolerant’ society we are all hoping for.

I append to this addendum thirty witness statements showing the way in which the system is actually working as we know it to be and not as the Government would have us believe.  We would be more than happy to give oral evidence to the committee.

The Government and the Family Law system must institute the following:

1. There must be an independent body to oversee CAFCASS with no vested interests and properly and impartially knowledgeable on matters related to children’s health and safety. 

2. All CAFCASS reports must be electronically taped by both parties in order to avoid any accusation of biasness.

3. Any allegations made of physical or sexual abuse by either party must be substantiated not only by the alleging parent but also by other statutory body. Note the present reporting system does not have provisions for female abusers of their partners/ children and in the cases that we have been involved, where raised, this has been laughed at. 

4. Both warring factions must be made to understand that deliberate attempts to deny contact will be met with a strong reaction. Note: At the moment any factual allegation of abuse and/ or violence by mothers are ignored by social services, CAFCASS and/or the Police resulting in tragedies for the children. 

5. The assumption is that mother’s make better parents must be banned and judges who sit in family cases must have a proven record of their participation in family life i.e. bringing up children themselves. There is abundant serious research that Domestic violence is not a gender issue as currently portrayed and that both the biological mother and the stepfather are greater risks to children than the biological father.

6. At the present moment the concept of parental alienation syndrome (PAS) is totally ignored and it is amusing when judges make such statements as the mother is ‘deceitful’, ‘cunning’, ‘dishonest’ etc in denying the father access yet deny the existence of PAS.

7. A no-fault complaints procedure for all bodies related to the health and safety of children so that mistakes may be rectified without fear of litigation at the earliest opportunity. This would allow lessons to be learned and procedures amended to prevent harm from befalling any children who are the most vulnerable in our society. 

8. Professionals who abuse the trust and integrity of the family and/ or children must be removed from working in a position where they can influence outcomes for other children and the matter rectified at the earliest opportunity.

9. The Courts must respect the law and act impartially and independently when examining cases. The powers of the Court of Appeal should be used in full which are not restricted by statute and the judges must do us justice by mercy and right.

On behalf of family Links International FLINT  http://www.familieslink.co.uk
Signed 

Shaun O’Connell BSc PGCE
Additional appended research relevant to this submission:

 “Children in joint-custody settings have fewer behavioural and emotional problems, have higher self-esteem, and better family relations and better school performance than children in sole custody (usually with the mother). Moreover, the bulk of the studies show that children in joint-custody arrangements are virtually as well adjusted as those in the intact families, "probably because joint custody provides the child with an opportunity to have ongoing contact with both parents." 

http://www.jointparenting.org.au/robert_bauserman_of_the_maryland.htm 

(Journal of Family Psychology) 

Moreover, the American Psychological Association (1995)  the world's largest organization of practising psychologists, in an objective analysis of joint custody research commenced with the following statement: 

A search of the empirical research specific to joint custody was conducted. Major data based studies available at the time of this review have been individually summarised and evaluated relevant to findings and adequacy of the methodology as requested. While flawless studies on such a complex subject are extremely rare as indicated by the evaluations, the goal of this report is to provide a synthesis so that… policy recommendations may be predicated on the best available empirical base. To minimize some of the confusion in such a highly charged area of study, this review focused on the weight of evidence as determined by both replication of findings and consideration of methodological rigor.  
The document then reviewed results from 23 studies, providing abstracts of each and summary findings according to criteria of:  
          Best interests of the child standard,
         Father involvement,
         Relitigation and costs to the family,
         Financial child support, and;
         Parental conflict.            
On each of these measures, the report supported the conclusion that joint custody is associated with favourable outcomes. The report further noted that: … the need for improved policy to reduce the present adversarial approach that has resulted in primarily sole maternal custody, limited father involvement and maladjustment of both children and parents is critical. Increased mediation, joint custody, and parent education are supported for this policy. 
Reference: 
Doll B. American Psychological Association. Preliminary Summary: Empirical Research Describing Outcomes of Joint Custody. Washington DC (14 June 1995).   
The Views of Children: Importantly, joint physical custody, insofar as it allows them to continue their relationship with both parents is what children want. Each of the studies that sought the views of children indicates that while they would prefer the intact family of origin, they are satisfied with joint custody and value the opportunity to continue their relationship with both parents.   
In Deborah Luepnitz’s (1982) work for example, nearly all the joint physical custody children were content with the arrangement. These children echoed the sole physical custody children in responding to the question, “With whom would you have wanted to live after the divorce?” by saying, “With both.”  Not only were joint physical custody children not confused by the arrangement they were able to cite specific advantages in the two–household lifestyle. They described their arrangement as “more fun, more interesting or more comfortable.”  
 
Similarly, an earlier investigation conducted by the University of Michigan (1979) asked 165 school children in grades three to six from divorced and intact families their custody preferences.  The study found that the majority of interviewed children wanted to live half the week with one parent and the remaining half of the week with their other parent.  None of the children in the divorced group had experienced this type of parenting. The high prevalence of reconciliation fantasies among children in sole custody arrangements would also seem to indicate a strong desire for continued involvement of both parents in children's lives. 

 

Finally, a more recent study adds weight to the view that children are better off spending equal time with both parents after divorce. The study is one of the first in Australia to look at how children feel about spending time with their parents, When they were asked how parents should care for children after divorce, the most common answer was equal or half and half. Half also said they wanted more time with their non-resident parents (Parkinson, Cashmore & Single 2003). 
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A number of studies indicate that children adjust much more successfully in the immediate post-divorce period when a strong positive relationship is maintained with both parents. Clearly a stronger relationship with two parents is much more likely in joint residence arrangements where one parent does not have the opportunity to prevent contact between the child and the other parent. In this sense, judicial decisions resulting in sole residence tend to abrogate the human rights of the child––to know and love two parents in an every day setting––as much as these abrogate the fundamental privileges of non-resident parents and grandparents.  
Children living in joint residence arrangements have described a sense of being loved by both parents and reported feeling close to more than one parent (Luepnitz 1982; 1986).  Contrasted with children in sole maternal residence, joint residence children were more satisfied with their arrangements (Handley 1985; Luepnitz 1982; 1986), and did not struggle with a sense of loss and deprivation so characteristic of children in sole residence households ( Luepnitz 1982). 
 
Most children considered having two homes advantageous and worth the effort of making the transition between homes because it enabled them to remain close to both parents. Joint residence does not create uncertainty and confusion for most youngsters about either the arrangements or about the finality of the divorce (Luepnitz 1986; Shiller 1986b). 
In summary, both boys and girls in joint residence have reported more positive experiences during their lives after divorce than children in sole residence arrangements. These children had much higher self-esteem than children in sole residence situations. Further, the boys in joint residence have reported fewer negative life experiences after divorce than boys in maternal residence (Cowan 1982; Shiller 1986b). 

Isabel Lerman (1989) in her work compared 90 children in various post-divorce situations, with equal groups in joint guardianship, sole maternal residence and joint residence. The type of parenting order and the amount of father-child contact were significant predicators of child adjustment, with higher father-child contact associated with better adjustment of the children. The results in this study, as in the vast majority of this research, suggest that joint residence is much more beneficial for successful post-divorce adjustment of children than sole residence. 
Luepnitz (1982) contrasted children in joint residence with children in sole residence arrangements. Whereas children in sole residence situations did not maintain strong healthy emotional relationships with both parents, children in joint residence situations did. Also, the children in joint residence arrangements indicated that they were generally satisfied with their level of involvement with both parents, in marked contrast, children in sole residence indicated that they were not satisfied. She found: 
          There was no evidence that joint residence families sustained more post divorce conflict than sole residence households;
          Contrary to the claims of Goldstein, Freud, & Solnit (1973) there was no evidence that children experience disruption from living in two houses. In fact, most children felt their new lifestyles held certain advantages over the nuclear family household;
          Children in sole residence desired more contact with their non-resident parents;
          Many non-resident parents but no joint residence parents lost contact with their children;
          No joint residence fathers had ceased to support their children financially, as many non-resident fathers had;
          Joint residence children had maintained meaningful relationships with both parents, in contrast with single residence children for whom the visit was a vacation;
          Single residence parents reported feeling burnt out and overwhelmed in a way that joint residence did not.
The results of the Luepnitz study refute the unsubstantiated claim by Goldstein, Freud & Solnit (1973)  that the children of divorce need one primary parent and one primary home. All of the joint residence children valued the arrangement and said they would have chosen it. By contrast, half of the sole residence children were dissatisfied with their arrangements and wanted more contact with the non-resident parent.  Moreover, the responses of the children to parental authority were not shown to be adversely affected by the fact that their parents no longer cared for each other. Luepnitz found that points six and seven form the essence of the case that joint residence should be a rebuttable presumption at law. She concluded that joint residence at it's best is superior to sole residence at its best. 
The following synopsis of data on joint residence leads to the conclusion that a rebuttable presumption in favour of joint residence is preferable to the judicial flip of the coin currently being employed as a solution in the average case before the Family Court. 
Finally, in one of the more recent meta-analytical studies, Bauserman (2002) from the Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, examined 33 studies that looked at 1,846 sole-custody and 814 joint-custody children, as well as youngsters in 251 intact families.   

Children in joint-custody settings have fewer behavioural and emotional problems, have higher self-esteem, and better family relations and better school performance than children in sole custody (usually with the mother). Moreover, the bulk of the studies show that children in joint-custody arrangements are virtually as well adjusted as those in the intact families, "probably because joint custody provides the child with an opportunity to have ongoing contact with both parents." 
(Please go to  http://www.jointparenting.org.au/robert_bauserman_of_the_maryland.htm  and highlight Journal of Family Psychology) 
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Have you noticed that whenever 'domestic violence' is mentioned the automatic assumption is that the overwhelming majority of victims are women?
(PRWEB) August 17, 2004 -- Home Office statistics. Of the 400,000 victims of domestic violence listed by the Home Office, a further 105,000 were male victims. Male have, in fact, represent a significant 25% - 30% of all DV reports for many years past.

For some reason there seems to be a reluctance by government departments and locals agencies to acknowledge this latter figure. To the casual listener the impression is given that something in the region of 90% of victims must be women if the situation is described as "overwhelming".

What can we do about this ? Workers in the front line will tell you that the numbers of male victims could possibly double if men were encouraged to speak out and secondly if police stations were geared to accept these complaints. This has happened in the case of female complaints bit has yet to happen for men.

This is an aspect borne out by the work of Erin Pizzey who opened the first refuge in this country (indeed in the world) in London, back in 1971. She was a feminist and thought that women needed to be helped. But in her book Prone to Violence, published in 1982, she stated that, of the first 100 women who entered that refuge, 64 of them were as violent, or more violent, than the men they were allegedly running away from. So with this evidence available for over 20 years, why are the public and politicians so ignorant of it? 

The simple answer is the book was censored. Erin Pizzey received death threats from feminists in the UK who, at that time, were riding on the crest of a powerful wave, and Erin had to leave the country. 

This complete censorship of domestic violence has now been replaced by a one sided presentation of the facts of domestic violence with the feminist spin machine presenting carefully selected facts to present to the public in an effort to suggest that domestic violence is a sex issue, and not showing it in its true colours as a social issue. 

Violence in couple relationships has always existed. Some examples of male victims include Abraham Lincoln, and more recently, Humphrey Bogart and John Wayne, to name but a few. 

The majority of male victims feel that the police and social agencies are generally unsympathetic to their plight and in some cases antagonistic. A Dispatches programme, broadcast in the UK on 7th January 1999 reported on the experiences of 100 male victims of domestic violence and found that: 30% had been attacked while asleep; 25% had been kicked in the genitals; 25% of the male victims had themselves been arrested after seeking police help, and 89% felt that the police had not taken their complaints seriously. Only 7% of the female assailants had been arrested and none was subsequently charged. 

Despite the huge body of research I have referred to, the assumption that women are always the victims and men the victimisers still largely underpins government and public policy and is the reason for giving many millions of pounds of public money to women's groups and refuges every year, and none to help male victims. There are over 445 refuges for battered women in England and Wales where women can flee and take their children. At the moment, in the UK there are just two refuges for men, one opened in December 2003 and the other, which is the only one exclusively for men, in January 2004. 

Domestic violence is not a sex issue, it is a social issue, and until both sides of the problem are acknowledged and addressed by those who claim to be concerned about the matter, no cure will be found. 

CHILD ABUSE Research a sample that conflicts with Domestic policy and Family courts:

PHYSICAL, SEXUAL, MENTAL (INCLUDING PAS - Parental Alienation Syndrome -THE WORST KIND OF MENTAL ABUSE)

The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services states that there were more than 1,000,000 documented child abuse cases in 1990. In 1983, it found that 60% of perpetrators were women with sole custody. Shared parenting can significantly reduce the stress associated with sole custody, and reduce the isolation of children in abusive situations by allowing both parents' to monitor the children's health and welfare and to protect them.


The Truth About Child Murder
The Relationship between Sex, Household Incomes, Families, and Child Abuse

The Third National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect (NIS-3)

US Department of Health and Human Services, page 6-11, table 6-4

NIS-3 is a comprehensive, credible nationwide study of the extent of child abuse and who the perpetrators are.

It reports that in 1993 children were 59 times more likely to be fatally
abused [read: murdered] by natural mothers than by natural fathers.

Source: http://christianparty.net/nis3.htm
From: CSOCWORK - Canadian Social Work Discussion List
Subject: The Invisible Boy

Interesting snips from The Invisible Boy:

http://www.travel-net.com/~pater/invis-3.htm 
The research suggests that, overall, female and male perpetrators commit many of the same acts and follow many of the same patterns of abuse against their victims. They also do not tend to differ significantly in terms of their relationship to the victim (most are relatives) or the location of the
abuse. 

Source: (Allen, 1991; Kaufman et al., 1995).

When the victim is male, female perpetrators account for 1%-24% of abusers. When the victim is female, female perpetrators account for 6%-17% of abusers

Source: (American Humane Association, 1981; Finkelhor and Russell, 1984; and Finkelhor et al., 1990).

In the Ontario Incidence Study, 10% of sexual abuse investigations involved female perpetrators (Trocme, 1995). However, in six studies reviewed by Russell and Finkelhor, female perpetrators accounted for 25% or more of abusers. Ramsay-Klawsnik (1990a) found that adult females were abusers of males 37% of the time, female adolescents 19% of the time.

Both of these rates are higher than the same study reported for adult and teen male abusers...

Violence against children by women is another issue where the public attitude is very different than the facts revealed by formal studies. 

Source: The Third National Incidence Study of Child Abuse and Neglect (NIS-3) from the US Department of Health and Human Services reveals data about child abuse by mothers.

Women commit most child abuse in intact biological families. When the man is removed from the family the children are at greater risk. Mother-only households are more dangerous to children than father-only households.

Children are 3 times more likely to be fatally abused in Mother-only Households than in Father-only Households, and many times more likely in households where the mother cohabits with a man other than the biological father.

Children raised in Single-mother Households are 8 times more likely to become killers than children raised with their biological father.

Other studies reveal more about female violence against children:

Women hit their male children more frequently and more severely than they hit their female children.

Women commit 55% of child murders and 64% of their victims are male children.

Eighty two percent of the general population had their first experience of violence at the hands of women, usually their mother.

Our culture learns to be violent from our mothers, not our fathers.

Yet, 3.1 million reports of child abuse are filed against men each year, most of which are false accusations used as leverage in a divorce or custody case.

Source:Statistics validated and verified by:

Murray Straus, a sociologist and co-director for the Family Research Laboratory at the University of New Hampshire and Richard Gelles of the University of Rhode Island and author of Intimate Violence and other studies, also validated the statistics used by matching it to previous research.

Researchers in Michigan determined that "49 percent of all child abuse cases are committed by single mothers." Source: Joan Ditson and Sharon Shay, "A Study of Child Abuse in Lansing, Michigan," Child Abuse and Neglect, 8 (1984).

A study of 156 victims of child sexual abuse found that the majority of the children came from disrupted or single-parent homes; only 31 percent of the children lived with both biological parents. Although stepfamilies make up only about 10 percent of all families, 27 percent of the abused children lived with either a stepfather or the mother's boyfriend.
Source: Beverly Gomes-Schwartz, Jonathan Horowitz, and Albert P. Cardarelli, "Child Sexual Abuse Victims and Their Treatment," U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency prevention.

http://www.prevent-abuse-now.com/stats.htm
Perpetrators: Most States define perpetrators of child abuse or neglect as a parent or other caretaker, such as a relative, babysitter, or foster parent, who has maltreated a child. Fifty-nine percent of perpetrators were women and 41 percent were men. The median age of female perpetrators was 31 years; the median age of male perpetrators was 34 years. More than 80 percent of victims (84 percent) were abused by a parent or parents. Almost half of child victims (41 percent) were maltreated by just their mother, and one-fifth of victims (19 percent) were maltreated by both their mother and father. 
http://www.nccanch.acf.hhs.gov/index.cfm 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.preventchildabusewi.org/perpetrators.htm" http://www.preventchildabusewi.org/perpetrators.htm

Child Abuse Perpetrators
* There is no ''typical'' child abuser.
* May be male or female -Data from 21 states indicate that 61.8% of perpetrators were female.
* The majority of instances of child abuse are committed by someone who knows the child.
* In 87.3% of cases at least one parent was identified as the perpetrator. In 17.7% of cases both parents were identified as perpetrators.
* Mothers acting alone were most often identified as perpetrators of neglect and physical abuse.
* Fathers acting alone were identified as perpetrators of sexual abuse at the highest percentage.
* Together, substitute care providers and family relatives were only identified as 5.4% of cases.
* May be young or old-In 1999 the highest percent of perpetrators fell between the ages of 30-39.
* May be of any ethnicity or nationality.
* May be a former victim of abuse or neglect.
(Statistics from National Child Abuse and Neglect Data Systems, 1999)
NSPCC report shows that fathers are 'less violent' than mothers in their disciplining of children.
'Child Maltreatment in the United Kingdom', published in November 2000 by the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC)

http://www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/cb/publications/cm99/table3b.htm

Child Maltreatment 1999 Reports From the States to the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES Administration for Children and Families
Administration on Children, Youth and Families Children's Bureau
Table 3-2: Perpetrator Relationship to Victim, 1999 DCDC
Relationship to Victim Number Percentage

Female Parent Only 145,028 
44.7%

Male Parent Only 51,752 
15.9%

Both Parents 57,320 
17.7%

Female Parent and Other 25,703 
7.9%

Male Parent and Other 3,544 
1.1%

Table 3-4: Perpetrator Relationship to Victims by Maltreatment Type, 
1999 DCDC
Maltreatment Type Perpetrators' Relationship to Child Victims Neglect Medical Neglect 
Physical Abuse Sexual Abuse 
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage 
Female Parent Only 114,905
51.7%
6793
61.3%
20,863
35.6%
1,027
3.9%

Male Parent Only 27,548
12.4%
730
6.6%
15,565
26.6%
5,419
20.8%

Both Parents 41,177
18.5%
2114
19.1%
8,310
14.2%
3,217
12.3%

Female Parent and Other 18,258
8.2%
829
7.5%
4,283
7.3%
2,878
11.0%

Male Parent and Other 2,204
1.0%
88
0.8%
763
1.3%
518
2.0%

Table 4-4: Maltreatment Fatalities by Perpetrator Relationship, 1999 DCDC
Relationship of Perpetrator to Victim Number of Fatality Victims 
Percentage of Fatality Victims 
Male Parent and Other 5
1.1%

Unknown 12
2.7%

Family Relative 20
4.5%

Other 25
5.7%

Substitute Care Provider(s) 27
6.1%

Male Parent Only 47
10.7%

Female Parent and Other 72
16.3%

Both Parents 94
21.3%

Female Parent Only 139
31.5%

A perpetrator of child abuse and/or neglect is a person who has 
maltreated a child while in a caretaking relationship to that child.
Three-fifths (61.8%) of perpetrators were female. Female perpetrators were typically younger than their male counterparts-41.5 percent were younger than 30 years of age, compared to 31.2 percent of male perpetrators. 

Almost nine-tenths (87.3%) of all victims were maltreated by at least one parent. The most common pattern of maltreatment was a child victimized by a female parent acting alone (44.7%). 

Female parents were identified as the perpetrators of neglect and physical abuse for the highest percentage of child victims. In contrast, male parents were identified as the perpetrators of sexual abuse for the highest percentage of victims. 

3.1 AGE AND SEX OF MALTREATMENT PERPETRATORS (DCDC)
Data on perpetrators from 21 States indicate that, of the 554,047 perpetrators identified, 61.8 percent were female and 38.2 percent were male. As shown in figure 3-1, female perpetrators were typically younger than male perpetrators. Of female perpetrators, 41.5 percent were younger than 30 years of age, but only 31.2 percent of male perpetrators fell within this age group.

3.2 PERPETRATORS BY RELATIONSHIP TO THEIR VICTIMS (DCDC)

As shown in Figure 3-2, the most common pattern of maltreatment was a child victimized by a female parent acting alone (44.7%). Both parents were identified as perpetrators for 17.7 percent of the child victims, and male parents acting alone were identified as perpetrators for 15.9 percent of the victims. Thus, at least one parent was identified as the perpetrator for 87.3 percent of the victims. Substitute care providers and family relatives were infrequently identified as perpetrators; these two categories combined were identified as perpetrators for only 5.4 percent of the victims. These percentages are similar to the percentages reported for 1998. 

3.3 RELATIONSHIP OF PERPETRATORS TO VICTIMS OF SPECIFIC TYPES OF MALTREATMENT (DCDC)

The data in figure 3-3 are based on the association of perpetrators with specific types of maltreatment. The relationship of the perpetrator(s) to the child is reported more than once if the child was a victim of more than one type of maltreatment.

As reported in previous years, female parents acting alone were 
identified as the perpetrators of neglect and physical abuse for the highest percentage of child victims. In contrast, male parents acting alone were identified as the perpetrators for the highest percentage of sexual abuse victims.

Parents were perpetrators for 91.8 percent and 85.0 percent of 
victims of neglect and victims of physical abuse, respectively. 
However, parents were perpetrators for only 50.0 percent of victims of sexual abuse.

http://equality.virtualave.net/Reality.htm
Erin Pizzey:

Of the first 100 battered women she gave refuge to, "62 were as violent or even more violent than the men they'd left." But nearly 30 years later, society is still unwilling to acknowledge that violent women exist and is therefore still not offering them any help. "I have pleaded for the cause of violent women," says Pizzey. 

Today, virtually all battered women's shelters -- including the one Pizzey founded -- are operated by feminists whose analysis automatically stereotypes men as aggressors and women as victims.

On both sides of the Atlantic, employment ads for women's shelters routinely require that applicants subscribe to a feminist 
understanding of domestic violence. 

As a result, the large number of women served by these shelters who require assistance themselves to interrupt destructive patterns are actually having their behaviour reinforced when shelter workers assure them they are not to blame. 

Pizzey says this sends a terrible message to children trapped in violent families. Kids learn that "this is what women do, this is what women are. My mother can batter me, hit me, beat me, shame me, humiliate me, and society ignores what she does. But my father has only got to lose his cool" and he's stigmatized, criminally charged and "loses his family" in divorce proceedings. 

S.657- Strengthening Families Act of 2003 (Introduced in Senate)
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
Congress makes the following findings:
(1) Nearly 24,000,000 children in the United States, or 34 percent of all such children, live apart from their biological father.
(2) Sixty percent of couples who divorce have at least 1 child.
(3) The number of children living with only a mother increased from just over 5,000,000 in 1960, to 17,000,000 in 1999, and between 1981 and 1991 the percentage of children living with only 1 parent increased from 19 percent to 25 percent.
(4) Forty percent of children who live in households without a
father have not seen their father in at least 1 year and 50 percent of such children have never visited their father's home.
(5) The most important factor in a child's upbringing is whether the child is brought up in a loving, healthy, supportive environment.
(6) Children who live without contact with their biological father
are, in comparison to children who have such contact--
(A) 5 times more likely to live in poverty;
(B) more likely to bring weapons and drugs into the classroom;
(C) twice as likely to commit crime;
(D) twice as likely to drop out of school;
(E) more likely to commit suicide;
(F) more than twice as likely to abuse alcohol or drugs; and
(G) more likely to become pregnant as teenagers.
(7) Violent criminals are overwhelmingly males who grew up without fathers.
(9) Responsible fatherhood includes active participation in
financial support and child care, as well as the formation and
maintenance of a positive, healthy, and nonviolent relationship
between father and child and a cooperative relationship between parents.
(10) States should be encouraged to implement programs that provide support for responsible fatherhood, promote marriage, and increase the incidence of marriage, and should not be restricted from implementing such programs.
(11) Fatherhood programs should promote and provide support services for--
(A) loving and healthy relationships between parents and children; and
(B) cooperative parenting.
(12) There is a social need to reconnect children and fathers.
(13) The promotion of responsible fatherhood and encouragement of married 2-parent families should not--
(A) denigrate the standing or parenting efforts of single mothers or other caregivers;
(B) lessen the protection of children from abusive parents; or
(C) compromise the safety or health of the custodial parent;
but should increase the chance that children will have two caring parents to help them grow up healthy and secure.
(14) The promotion of responsible fatherhood must always recognize and promote the values of nonviolence.
(15) For the future of the United States and the future of our
children, Congress, States, and local communities should assist
parents to become more actively involved in their children's lives.
(16) Child support is an important means by which a parent can take financial responsibility for a child and emotional support is an important means by which a parent can take social responsibility for a child.
(18) Despite declining national and State rates, in the United
States 4 out of 10 girls get pregnant at least once by age 20,
nearly 1,000,000 girls each year. There are nearly 500,000 teen
births each year.

Antidepressants filling therapy gap - GPs

http://stuff.co.nz/stuff/0,2106,2854329a7144,00.html
24 March 2004

Doctors in New Zealand are prescribing potentially dangerous drugs to depressed young people instead of therapy, because of a lack of available counselling services, the Medical Association GP Council said today. Warnings were issued yesterday by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) in the United States that 10 of the most popular modern anti-depressants should be closely monitored for warning signs of suicidal behaviour. New Zealand
health authorities are investigating the American concerns, which centre around controversial anti-depressants, known as Selective Serotonin Re-uptake Inhibitors (SSRIs). Since 1998, the number of New Zealand children and young people using SSRIs such as Prozac and Aropax has increased by almost two-thirds. The US warning said that SSRIs shouldn't be used in most circumstances, and Britain has banned their use completely for teenagers following the studies. Chief executive of the UK National Association for Mental Health Richard Brook said after examining the results, British regulatory authorities decided the drugs were not only ineffective for teens, but unsafe. "What we have is a series of drugs deemed not to be effective... What we also found in the UK when we put these studies together was there was an increased risk of hostility and suicidal thinking," he told National Radio. Teens faced different issues than adults, he said. Cognitive behaviour therapy, counselling, talking and helping young people with their social life and friendships seemed more effective, Dr Brook said. "These drugs don't seem to be particularly helpful, useful or indeed even safe for under-18s." Despite fierce lobbying from pharmaceutical companies, licensing arrangements banned the drugs. However, doctors could occasionally use their
discretion to prescribe them to teens in some occasions. New Zeland GP Council chairman Peter Foley said it was often difficult to refer people to counselling so "it may be the case" that GPs gave them medication instead."The services offered around the country are not as easily sourced as medication is," he told National Radio. Dr Foley called for better funded alternatives to medication."GPs are not well funded for spending time with patients. We would like that to happen and therapeutic services in different DHBs (district health boards) in the way of counselling are very hard to source, so they need to be better funded as well." Dr Foley said the US results were so far inconclusive, and New Zealand GPs were awaiting more definite conclusions before changing their approach. Despite the statistics, he said GPs here had a "cautionary" approach to prescribing anti-depressants as a "second line" treatment for teenagers. He acknowledged the prescribing of antidepressants to under-18s had increased by 60 per cent in the past four years, but said the diagnosis of teenage depression had improved and "the incidence of depression is probably rising in our community". The Ministry of Health's medicines and adverse reaction's committee is reviewing the use of the SSRIs and expected to respond today. The SSRIs are not registered for use by under 18-year-olds but the ministry says it is aware some doctors choose to prescribe them. The FDA issued a caution on paediatric use of anti-depressants last year, but this week's action goes significantly further. It follows pleas from dozens of anguished parents citing pre-teens and teenagers who hanged themselves or slashed their wrists shortly after starting the anti-depressants. Researchers at the Christchurch School of Medicine have been seeking funding for a three-year study of anti-depressant use in up to 400 New Zealand children and adolescents. About 24,500 antidepressant prescriptions are written for New Zealand children and young people each year. An Otago Medical School study released last year linked anti-depressants to 41 deaths in 2001, with anti-depressant overdoses the cause of 23 of the deaths. The FDA has said it is not yet "clear" that the drugs actually did lead to suicide, but until that was settled, it called for stronger warnings to doctors and parents that the anti-depressants may cause agitation, anxiety and hostility.

Sexual Activity and Teen Pregnancy
Adolescent females between the ages of 15 and 19 years reared in homes without fathers are significantly more likely to engage in premarital sex than adolescent females reared in homes with both a mother and a father. 
--Source: Billy, John O. G., Karin L. Brewster and William R. Grady. "Contextual Effects on the Sexual Behavior of Adolescent Women." Journal of Marriage and Family 56(1994): 381-404. 
A survey of 720 teenage girls found:
97% of the girls said that having parents they could talk to could help reduce teen pregnancy 
93% said having loving parents reduced the risk 
76% said that their fathers were very or somewhat influential on their decision to have sex 
--Source: Clements, Mark. Parade. February 2, 1997. 
Children in single parent families are more likely to get pregnant as teenagers than their peers who grow up with two parents. 
--Source: U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. National Center for Health Statistics. National Health Interview Survey. Hyattsville, MD 1988. 
A white teenage girl from an advantaged background is five times more likely to become a teen mother if she grows up in a single-mother household than if she grows up in a household with both biological parents. 
--Source: Whitehead, Barbara Dafoe. "Facing the Challenges of Fragmented Families." The Philanthropy Roundtable 9.1 (1995): 21. 
A longitudinal study carried out on a cohort of teenagers and taking into account factors such as poverty, race and class shows clearly the link between fatherless-ness and teenage pregnancy.
FATHER ABSENCE
Does Father Absence Place Daughters at Special Risk
for Early Sexual Activity and Teenage Pregnancy? 

Bruce J. Ellis
University of Canterbury, New Zealand

Abstract
The impact of father absence on early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy was investigated in longitudinal studies in the USA (N = 242) and New Zealand (N = 520), in which community samples of girls were followed prospectively throughout childhood. Greater exposure to father absence was strongly associated with elevated risk for early sexual activity and adolescent pregnancy. This elevated risk was either not explained (in the USA study) or only partly explained (in the New Zealand study) by familial, ecological, and personal disadvantages associated with father absence. After controlling for covariates, there was stronger and more consistent evidence of effects of father absence on early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy than on other behavioral or mental health problems or academic achievement. Effects of father absence are discussed in terms of lifecourse adversity, evolutionary psychology, social learning, and behavior genetic models.
Does Father Absence Place Daughters at Special Risk 
for Early Sexual Activity and Teenage Pregnancy? 
In modern Western societies, adolescent girls face a biosocial dilemma. On the one hand, the biological capacity to reproduce ordinarily develops in early adolescence; on the other hand, girls who realize this capacity prior to adulthood often experience a variety of negative life outcomes. Specifically, adolescent childbearing is associated with lower educational and occupational attainment, more mental and physical health problems, inadequate social support networks for parenting, and increased risk of abuse and neglect for children born to teen mothers (e.g., Furstenberg, Brooks-Gunn, & Chase-Lansdale, 1989; Konner & Shostak, 1986; Woodward & Fergusson, 1999). Despite these consequences, the United States and New Zealand have the first and second highest rates of teenage pregnancy among Western industrialized countries: Approximately 10% of girls in the United States and 7% of girls in New Zealand between the ages of 15 and 19 years become pregnant each year, with around half of these pregnancies culminating in a live birth (Cheesbrough, Ingham, & Massey, 1999; Dickson, Sporle, Rimene, & Paul, 2000). Given these costs to adolescents and their children, it is critical to identify life experiences and pathways that place girls at increased risk for early sexual activity and adolescent pregnancy. 
Many studies have identified the absence of the biological father from the home as a major risk factor for both early sexual activity (e.g., Day, 1992; Kiernan & Hobcraft, 1997; Newcomber & Udry, 1987) and teenage pregnancy (e.g., Hogan & Kitagawa, 1985; Geronimus & Korenman, 1992; McLanahan, 1999). This finding is consistent with lifecourse adversity models of early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy, which posit that a life history of familial and ecological stress provokes earlier onset of sexual activity and reproduction (e.g., Belsky, Steinberg, & Draper, 1991; Coley & Chase-Lansdale, 1998; Fergusson & Woodward, 2000a; Robbins, Kaplan, & Martin, 1985; Scaramella, Conger, Simons, & Whitbeck, 1998). Lifecourse adversity models, however, do not attribute any special causal significance to father absence. Instead, these models conceptualize father absence as just one of many factors that can undermine the quality of family environments. According to lifecourse adversity models, it is not father absence per se but a variety of other stressors associated with father absence (e.g., divorce, poverty, conflictual family relationships, erosion of parental monitoring and control) that foster early sexual activity and pregnancy in daughters (see Belsky, et al., 1991, p. 658; Chisholm, 1999, p. 162; McLanahan, 1999, p. 119; Robbins et al., 1985, p. 568; Silverstein & Auerbach, 1999, p. 403). 
In addition to the effects of lifecourse adversity, underlying personality traits may account for the relation between father absence and early sexual outcomes in daughters. Specifically, certain personality traits that predispose girls toward early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy may covary with father absence. Differences between children in externalizing behavior problems–those behaviors considered to be aggressive, disruptive, or oppositional–derive in part from individual differences in temperamental characteristics such as negative emotionality and resistance to control (Bates, Pettit, Dodge, & Ridge, 1998; Rothbart & Bates, 1998). Children who display externalizing behavioral problems early in life are at elevated risk for a variety of negative psychosocial outcomes in adolescence, including early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy (e.g., Bardone, Moffitt, Caspi, Dickson, & Silva, 1996; Quinton, Pickles, Maughan, & Rutter, 1993; Woodward & Fergusson, 1999). Moreover, individuals who have a history of externalizing disorders are not only at increased risk of becoming single parents or absent parents (e.g., Emery, Waldron, Kitzmann, & Aaron, 1999; Sampson & Laub, 1990) but also may transmit a genetic disposition toward externalizing behavioral problems and associated personality characteristics to their children (Rhee & Waldman, 2002; personality characteristics associated with both sexual risk-taking and other forms of delinquent behavior in adolescence are discussed in Kotchick, Shaffer, Forehand, & Miller, 2001). Thus, girls from father-absent homes may be at elevated risk for early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy because of higher genetic loading for externalizing behavior problems. 
In contrast to the lifecourse adversity and personality trait models, evolutionary models suggest that early onset of father absence places daughters at special risk for early sexual activity and adolescent pregnancy. Specifically, evolutionary psychologists have hypothesized that the developmental pathways underlying variation in daughters’ reproductive strategies are especially sensitive to the father’s role in the family and mothers’ sexual attitudes and behavior in early childhood (Draper & Harpending, 1982, 1988; see also Ellis, McFadyen-Ketchum, Dodge, Pettit, & Bates, 1999). Consistent with Hetherington’s (1972) work on the effects of early father absence on personality development in adolescent daughters, the evolutionary model suggests that girls detect and internally encode information about parental reproductive strategies during approximately the first five years of life as a basis for calibrating the development of motivational systems, which will make certain types of sexual behavior more or less likely in adolescence. The model thus posits a direct effect of quality of early paternal investment (e.g., father presence vs. absence, quality of paternal caregiving, father-mother relationships) on early onset of sexual and reproductive behavior. 
Goals of the Current Research
In light of these theoretical considerations, the current research examined the following set of questions:
1. Is earlier onset of biological father absence associated with increasing risk of early sexual activity and teenage pregnancy in daughters? 
Despite voluminous research on father absence, very few studies have examined the relation between timing of onset of father absence and daughters’ sexual outcomes. In a small observational study, Hetherington (1972) found that adolescent girls from early father-absent homes (divorced before age 5) tended to initiate more contact with, and seek more attention from, adult males than did girls from late father-absent homes (divorced after age 5). In a large retrospective survey, however, McLanahan (1999) did not find statistically significant relations between timing of onset of father absence and rates of teenage childbearing in daughters. The current research is the first to prospectively measure timing of onset of father absence throughout early and middle childhood and then test for its effects on early sexual activity and pregnancy in adolescence.
2. Does earlier onset of biological father absence uniquely increase risk for early sexual activity and adolescent pregnancy in daughters, independent of both early externalizing behavior problems and familial and ecological stressors that covary with father absence? That is, does more exposure to father absence place daughters at special risk for early sexual outcomes–regardless of whether girls are rich or poor, black or white, cooperative or defiant in kindergarten, born to teenage or adult mothers, grow up in violent or safe neighborhoods, experience many or few stressful life events, have warm-supportive or harsh-rejecting parents, are exposed to functional or dysfunctional marriages, are closely or loosely monitored by parents, and so forth? 
A number of studies have found that father absence uniquely predicts early sexual activity (Day, 1992; Devine, Long, & Forehand, 1993; Miller et al., 1997; Upchurch, Aneshensel, Sucoff, & Levy-Storms, 1999) and adolescent pregnancy or childbearing (Hogan & Kitigawa, 1985; Robbins et al., 1985), after controlling for such confounding variables as race, socioeconomic status, neighborhood danger, and parental monitoring and control. All of these studies, however, began when daughters were already in early to late adolescence and thus were unable to assess familial and ecological stressors prior to daughters’ risk for involvement in sexual activity. The current research is the first to prospectively assess lifecourse adversity throughout early and middle childhood, and then control for its effects when testing for the relation between timing of father absence and rates of early sexual activity and adolescent pregnancy. 
3. Does earlier onset of biological father absence discriminantly increase risk for early onset of sexual activity and teenage pregnancy–but not for adolescent behavioral and mental health problems more generally –independent of early externalizing problems and lifecourse adversity? In other words, is greater exposure to father absence a general risk factor for the development of psychopathology, or is it specific to sexual development? 
To our knowledge, only Newcomer and Udry (1987) have explicitly addressed this question. In a short-term longitudinal study of white adolescents, Newcomer and Udry found that the effect of father absence on a composite measure of age-graded minor delinquencies (e.g., smoking, drinking alcohol, cheating on a test) was statistically significant and about equal in magnitude to the effect of father absence on onset of first sexual intercourse in girls. Newcomber and Udry, however, did not control for potentially confounding third variables (e.g., race, socioeconomic status, mother’s age at first birth) that could account for the correlation between father absence and delinquency. The current research examined the unique effects of timing of father absence on a variety of psychosocial and educational outcomes, after controlling for the effects of child conduct problems and familial and ecological stressors during childhood.
This set of questions was investigated in two independent longitudinal studies in the United States and New Zealand. In the American study, a community sample of girls was followed prospectively from the summer prior to kindergarten through to the 12th grade. In the New Zealand study, a birth cohort of girls was followed prospectively from infancy through to age 18. 

Cost of Children in need in England Sept/Oct 2001

- Preliminary results of survey of activity and expenditure by local Authorities 
This report summarises the provisional results of a survey of Children in Need and the activity and expenditure reported by Social Services in respect of provision for Children in Need in a "typical" week in September/October 2001. The figures update an earlier survey - the first of its kind - in February 2000. 
MAIN RESULTS: 
Key findings from 2001 census 
Numbers of Children in Need: 
- There were approximately 376,000 Children in Need in England in 2001; 
- 69,000 of them were Children Looked After and the remaining 307,000 were other Children in Need; 
- Social Services are providing services for nearly a quarter of a million 
Children in Need in a typical week; 
- 90% of Children Looked After and 52% of other Children in Need receive a service or have money spent on their behalf in a typical week (either in terms of staff/centre time or in terms of cost of the Local Authority paying for provision needed - e.g. residential costs); 
- authorities report about 12,600 asylum seeking children in need. 
Characteristics of Children in Need: 
- The main need for social service intervention for children is cases of 
"abuse and neglect" which account for just over half (55%) of all Children 
Looked After and 26% of other Children in Need; 
- About 13% of the Children in Need population are disabled, and they 
received 15% of gross expenditure on Children in Need; 
- At least 17% of Children in Need are from ethnic minorities (which is almost twice the figure for the under 18 population as a whole from the census). 
Costs and resources: - Services for Children in Need cost Social Services on average about £50m per week, £31m per week on Children Looked After, and £19m per week on other Children in Need; 
- Nearly half of these Children's costs are accounted for by regular payments (on residential/fostering/adoption costs) for Children Looked 
- The average Child Looked After receives 3.4 hours per week of service from Social Work staff either in teams or centres, of which 0.2 hours is in group work; - Other Children in Need receive on average about 2.4 hours per week of staff or centre time, of which 0.6 hours is group work . 
comparison with 2000 census: 
- The number of children receiving services fell by 3%; the number of Children Looked After receiving services rose by 8% but this was offset by a fall of 6% in the numbers of children supported in their families and receiving a service. 
- The cost of providing services to Children in Need rose by about 26% from £40.1m per week in 2000 to £50.4m per week in 2001; 
- The average amount spent per child per week on Children in Need rose by just under 30%; the increase for Children Looked After was 15% from £435 per week to £500 per week, and for children supported in their families up 33% from £90 per week to £120 per week. 
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