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Sent: Thursday, T August 2003 3:38 PM ; ;
To:  Commities, FCA (REPS) P A - [

Subject: Submission in Support of Joint Cusiody Cnte Recavas ] — &% — 5,_3 !

Commithea Sacratary, | Sacralary |
Standing Committee on Family and Community Affairs.
Child Custody Arrangemeants Inguiry,

Deparimant of the House of Represantatives,
Pariament House,

Main points of Submission -
1. Wishes of Children / Best Intarest of Chidren
2. Susceptibility to abuse of present sysiem [Child Support & Family Tax Benefit | Property Settiement)

| would like to put forward & short submission in suppart of Joinl Custody where the children of sesparated
parants spend egual fime nving with each parent

it is my baliaf {as has been my exparsence), that the presumption of tha children remaining with 1he mothar is
not necesserily in the best interasts of, or in accord with the wishes of the children. '

My chiidren aged 8 and 14 &l the tme of separation in 2000, both found |t vary difficust 10 come 1o terms with
thalr mothar's view that they would spand the magarity of their fime with her. Her axplanafion 1o them at the
fime was "that's the way it is", Both children showead maturity well beyvond thelr vears and exprassad the view
openty to mea and no doubd to their mothar, that thay did not think this was fair. In affact, io bring abaut an
outcome which both children falt showed some faimess, they had to put pressure on their mother 1o aliow
tham (o spand more ima with ma. This in my view, unnecessarly put the-onus and exira pressure on the
chiidran wiich a falrer systam of rebuttabils joint custody would not do in order o accommodats the wishas of :
children whasa desire if s 1o have an equal relationship with both porents

The present system on custody also represents the thin edge of the wedge, in that leaving famale partners

can ufiiize the preseni custody norm as blackmall, even when a reasonabla residency has been negotiated by
concerned children. For example, in my case, the chitdren now-spend 189 nghts of the yeer with me

which should ba ciassified as Shared Care Leval In lerms of Child Support. My éx-paringr has my Care Level
ragisiarad via Child Support 35 Substanfial | have nol altered this because he Blackmail threat is 3 retum o

less time with the children unless the Child Support Lovel = left as is, and my ax-partner is also afiowed io

retain the iotal Family Tax Benefit as Ma|or Carer raihar than the frue siaius as Shared Carer, ]

My sxparience has also bean that the solicitors for leaving femala pariners coach them very carefully in the
benafits of minimizing the tme the chidran spand with fathers 0 order 10 maximize both Chikd Suppart and
the propartion to be gained in Property Seftiement This mevitably leads 1o aaditional confiict and additicnal
expense fo both parents - both of which only further serve fo disadvantage the childran

In summary, tha prasent matter of course Child Cusiody norm in he event of separating parents, does nol

take into sccount the best Interests of the children and is a sysiem open fo abuse, langely of the expense of

fhwe public purse. The system currently In ptace in fact serves 1o provide & finandial incentive for leaving female

partners, wheraas rebuttable joint custody would, | bedieve, help minimize problems with Child Support, and l
possibly, by minimizing the resulfing financial incentive for leaving femals partners, lead 1o less children being

forced into a situation whara fhey &me denisd a mare normal and functional tamily lifa.

| thank you for the ppporunity to make a submission ina matter of such importance (o gur children and |
therafora to our future.
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