
Sent: Tuesday, 8 July 2003 1:50 AM
To: Committee,FCA (REPS)
Subject: submission

HaroldL Craig
5 Kirton Road
Bellambi 2518
NSW

Committee Secretary
Standing Committee on Family and Community Affairs
Child Custody Arrangements Inquiry
Department of the House of Representatives
Parliament House
Canberra ACT 2600
Australia

Fax: (02) 6277 4844
Email: FCA.REPS@aph.gov.au

DearReader
My Submissionisbasedonmyownpersonalexperienceandthatofmy children.

A) Giventhatthebestinterestsofthechild areofparamountconsideration:it is
necessaryfor equaltimewith bothparentsto be compulsoryinitially. The

presumptioncouldbe rebuttedin thefollowing manner:

+ •A provencriminal convictionof child abuseormolestation,which
wouldpreventsome80%ofnon-custodialparentssufferingthe
disgraceandhumiliationoffalseandunprovenaccusations.Childs
wishesaüeranumberofcounselingsessionsto verify theyare

genuinewishesandnot intimidationor manipulationby poor
parentingskills orspite.By mutualconsentofbothparents.

+ It shouldbecompulsoryfor childrenofseparatedparentsto have
contactofsomekind with remainingfamily suchasgrandparents,
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brothersandsisters,halfbrothersandsisters,auntsanduncles.By phone
onceamonthiandpunishableif not fuffihled aminimumoftwice
annually. Theserelativesarea strongsourceofsupportfor children
whomaysuffera declinein socialskills andmanymentaland
emotionalproblemsdueto separation.This shouldberequestedfor
considerationby thecourtby asimpleprocessasaletterfrom the
interestedparty.Theserequestscouldberebuttedbasedon Factsof
recordsuchascriminal recordsprovingunsuitability.Childswishes
afteranumberof counsellingsessionsto verify theyaregenuine
wishesandnotintimidationormanipulationbypoorparentingskills

orspite.By mutualconsentofbothparents.

B) I submitthattheexistingchild supportformuladoesnotwork andis in fact
preventingnon-custodialparentsin manycasesfrombeingableto practise
andenjoyaccessto their children.It is fartoo rigid with little orno
considerationofextenuatingcircumstances.It is unfair that two childrenof
thesameparentscanhaveveryvastlydifferentopportunitiesin life. It is

unfairthatwhileachild in onehouseholdmayenjoyajoint incomeof
hundredsofthousandsofdollarsannuallysolelyby usingtheidentity ofa
partnerto concealfinancialprosperity,while theotherchild ofthesame
parentis forcedto live alife ofpovertyandbaffle to survivedaily dueto
reasonsbeyondtheircontrol. I believethataccessshouldbeusedto help
definechild supportamountandthattheopportunitiesofjoint incomes
shouldbepassedon to benefitthechildrenofbothhouseholds.

It is mypersonalexperiencethatthechildrenarenothingmorethanasourceofincomeand
opportunityto mostcustodialparentsandavery spiteful wayto destroytheotherparent.I believe
thatthepoweroflaw shouldberemovedfrom bothparentsto preventthis happening,thatthe
systemwehavetodayputstheresponsibilityofproofon thenon-custodialparent.Thesimpletest
of conflict showsthatthecustodialparentis notgiving full respectto therightsandneedsofthe
children,ratherusingthepoweroflaw to causemoreongoingconflict in thechildren’slives. It is
myopinionthatthecustodialparentshouldbeartheburdenofproofto showcausewhy they
shouldbenominatedtheparentwith thechildren’sbestinterestin mindandpractise.
Yourssincerely
Harold L Craig
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