One fundamental of good parent-
ing is supporting the role of the
other parent.

Children need two parents, and
they especially need two parents
that work together. They need a
consistent view of the world and
their place in it to feel secure and
confident.

It’s as simple as mum not telling
John he can play outside — straight
after dad’s told him he can’t — even
if she thinks it’s OK herself.

Or it’s as complex as dad telling
him that mummy’s just out late and
will be back soon — even if he
really thinks she’s having an affair
with his best friend.

Clearly we must be realistic, peo-
ple are always going to argue or
briefly undermine the other parent
— we’re only human. All the same,
for good parents this is the excep-
tion about which they feel guilty,
rather than the rule.

It’s a simple matter of putting the
welfare of the child before your
own feelings. Even when it’s easier
to just blame the other parent, nor-
mal parents don’t.

Indeed, parents the world over sup-
port each other naturally, they un-
derstand it helps their children to
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feel loved and valued equally by
them both.

Unfortunately, relationships break
down, and when this involves chil-
dren it can be especially difficult.

Of course, in most cases, parents
recognise their children shouldn’t
have to suffer just because they
can’t get on. They make sensible
arrangements to ensure their
breakup has as little impact on their
children as possible.

Even living apart, decent parents
still support each other as parents,
though they may hate each other as
people.

In a minority of cases one or both
of the parents can’t or won’t agree
how parenting of the children is to
be arranged. These are the cases
that end up in the courts.

If one parent is determined enough,
they can keep the children all for
themselves. It’s sad, but the system
will accept and help a mother to
remove a child’s father if she
chooses — she can easily stop the
children seeing him. Much less
commonly, a father will be able to
eliminate a child’s mother.

We believe that removing either
parent from a child’s life, without
very good reason, is the ultimate in

selfishness
These children are damaged for
life, completely unnecessarily.

Of course, very rarely, there are
good reasons for excluding one
parent. However, family courts
don’t look for good reasons, they
are happy with any reason, either
true or fabricated and — amazingly
enough — they don’t much care
which!

Normal people naturally expect
courts in this country to be places
where truth and justice can be seen
to work. Nothing could be further
from the truth.

You’d expect the courts to try and
help children keep both of their
parents. But instead, they take the
easy way out, shrug their shoul-
ders, and say “What can we do?”.

No-one is pretending that these sit-
uations are easy, of course, but by
standing back and rubber-stamping
the elimination of a parent, the
family courts are totally failing
children. They do little more than
help bad parents ruin their
children’s lives.

So, what sort of parent destroys the
relationship of a child with their
other parent, without very good
reason? .... A bad parent.
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and bad parentng.

“Instead of challenging these
bad parents, the famiy courts
protect and indul%& them - but
this just rewards them for
treating their children this way.
The courts don’t even recognise
thot what these parents do is

|”

bad for the chidren

“That’s basically why I despise the
so-caled famiy courts - theyre
so damn stupid”.

“Thousands of children have an
unnecessary ‘dadccf,omy’ every
year in Britain.”

“The law should protect these
chidren, but doesn’t”

“I used to wonder why these
dads were so angry and assumed
they must have done somotl'\in%
WY‘OY’I%‘”

“Now I see them as just ordinary
dads let down by the family

courts and ﬁ%hf/in% for their

children’s right to even have o
dad at all”

“ltimately, the Rritish family
courts sinmply have no respect
ot all for children”

What sort of parent deliberately destroys a child’s
relationship with their other parent?

“when I first went to the famiy
court I trusted them to look
at the facts and make a deci-
sion based upon the best inter-
ests of my daughter”

“I was truly shocked when I saw
how biased they were, and how
ittle the welfare of the chid

even entered their minds.”’

“of course, it’s true there’s not
much written in the law that’s
biased against fathers”

“Unfortunately, that
matter much, because ducL%os
can land 20) implement the law in
any woy they see fit. wWith the
acguiescence of CAFCASS Court
Welfare Officers, they just pre-
tend not to know what’s going on
and so allow this disaster to

doesn’t

. R}
continue.

“rt’s easiest that way for them.”

“One parent should not be able

| to elminate the other out of
choice.”

| YAs far as I’'m concerned, deny-
ing a child their relationship with
a parent, for no good reason, is
emotional abuse of the chid?

(quotes from parents within the system)
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