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The Cleirman
Corthiites of Encuiry iuro Child Custody

1 am # singlc parent with two beausifil clildren who las spont far too much time {1 the Family Coust and
the High Court. Details of my case cau be found on (ke Anstlii websitc and 1n the High Coust transcripts
which arc available on the High Court website (Flanapan ¥ Handcock) so Twen'L go inio them here. The
current Family Court systems has some flaws duc Lo the length and expense of the process, however, T {eel
\ivat the current gysiem regarding custody 15 infinitelv preferablc 10 a sysiem of automatic 30/50 cusiody.

Children go (hrough cnough trauma when their parents separaie without being trented as though they avs an
asset (or liabitily) of the relationship to which cach parent is automatically enlitled 1o a share juslasin a
property setlement, Children riced 1o have some form of stability nod 7 fail 10 se& liow that siability can be
achieved when they are shunted from one pareat 10 another om a 50/50 basis. They would nol have a place
\kat was "Home", Uiey would have 2 places whers they would stay on a part ume basis. I know thal my
children love Weir Gther and mostly enjoy their ume wilh him, howevae, thcy are always pleascd Lo come
homz.

Herving children is a privilege, not a right, and It is our duty as 4 parent W provide unr children with the
stabiitty, nourishment, guidince and protection o grow into respousible udults. 1 agres that children fuive 2
right to know and spend one with both of their parents in the case of separtion, figwever, children also
need a base, 3 home, and this can only be schieved by having one parent a8 the rmin carer.

‘The current systcw of hearngs, counselling and Famly Repouts, puls the emphasis on the bost interests of
(e children How can the best imerest of the children bo uchieved it there is automutic 50i50 custody?
What bappens in cases where there 15 child abusc of Jomestic viclence by one of the parems and the other
parcal escapes the relationship for saftly reasons? Should 50/50 custody be given to the violent parent? |
would hope not, but under the presumion of autormatic SO/S0 custody, children wanld be automatically
returned (0 dangerous situation just becauss the violent pareut would have a right to that costody when
probably they should only have supervised access. The kempth of the legal process would mean (hat
children would be placed in that dimgerous situation for Jonger than Lhey shouid be. A person who is
imiimidaled or threalened by an abusive parines wauld be less inctined 10 begin the legal process [or fear of
the threat of danger (o (Eemsclves or their children, Tt other cases, an inii,idated parent may be less nclined
1o leave an abusive or violent relaiionshiry bevause aviomatic 50750 custody in cases of separation would
mean (hat the abusive partier would have automatic 3/30 unsupervisad custody of the children.

1L is unusual [or ex-paniers Lo live in close proximily 10 each other. A 50750 custody siluation i5
completely unworkable where the parents live some distance From each other, What about the children’s
schooling? Children can'i atlend 2 diflerent schools on a 30/50 basis, nor can they be expecied {o spend a
lot of time (ravelling belwesn parenls and their school. Auending school is tiring encugh withoul having 1o
spend hours travelling vach day just to get to school from one parent's houst. As children get older they
develop sucial und sporting associations. 1t is hurd enough to balance and maintain pertici palion in these
activities when clildren are away vvery second weekend, without them being away 0% of the time.
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1o an ideal world, both parents would put (he children {irst, above whal they consider (o be thetr "right” 1o
50% of their children, The Famity Court has a dillicult role and does iis best where there is a lot of anger,
anguish, hitlcthess and sadness. By consider the legistating of automatic 50/30 custody, the Governmen is
irving o play Soiomon. The scenaria of Solomon culling a child in hail in prder ta give each compeling -
pzent an equal share didm't work in bibilical times and it still wont work. Why should the perceived right of
parents o 50 % ownership of their children taice precedence over the best integest o the children?
Automatic S0/50 custody is a dangerous situztion. 1t would affect the stabifity of a child's eavironment and
could l=ad to « situation where a child does uot quite fit into either hopsehald as they are shunted between
residences, particularly where both pareats commence sew relationships.

1 feel tlit 50/50 custody could enty work where both parents get on well together, live closc ¢nough so that
{heir children can atiend the one schooi and be able to maintain contact with their fricads, Both parcnts
would need 10 be able 1o put the necds and best imterest of their children abave their own rights...and they
all lived hzppily ever after ..., Just lik in the fairytales.

Please coasider whal is in the best intercst of the children, not just the rights of the parents, during
your enquiry process. Being & parent does not aulomaticaily enlitie you 50% ownership of your
children,

Yours laithfuliy
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