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. Content Summary
+  MNeither parent should be given default majarity care - and therefore full power to wiald this in &
potentially destructive manner

Provable current parant flaxibility (Not historical) should be considerad in parenting access time
Grandparents should be given additional avenues to apply for access{care

Child Support Agency showty consider the Childs best interests where appropriate

Shared parenting should mof be based on parental amicability unless dearty appropriate
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I commend the committes on investigating the difficult issue of shared parenting and the government
for thair courage in probing a wery amotive and difficult area.

I donot agres that-the exdstang child support formuga works fairly for both parents in relation to their
care of, and contact with, their children. Since separation I have spoke with many single father, single
mothers and support groups that seem o have the Following similar issue._, Give 'full’ power to ore
parent by default, and you will often ensure that they will use this power against their ex-partmer,
regardiess of the best interasts of their children, (Particudary when the parent with this power is in
an extremehy amotional state, and heavily coerced by the lagal socisly to do sa,

Given: that the best inkerests of the child are the paramount consideration then surely the best result
for the children MUST be shared parenting STARTING with a default 50% time with each parent and
rebuttals to the balance of that time and care.

That way neither parent can try and use this as a bargaining chig over the ather (which seems so
prevaient), and further entice iUs corruption and unsavory use in finencial sattement negotiaibons,
Thers should be 3 presumption that children will spend equal time with each parent. This
should be rebutted only where a case can be clearly made about any child abuse (physical or
emotional ], excessive neglect, child or parent drug or sexual abuse or the parant
demonstrating clear historical cases where the children's best interest{s) were not clearfy the
paramount consideration,

I had & fully flexitle job for several years, and worked for a full year from harme full tme prior to
separation. This allowed me to have great care and Interaction with the daily upbringing of my
daughter, Even so, [ do not agree that a default of 50% shared parenting default should be
discountad based solelyon the time that a parant currently, or previpusly, spant with their children
viersus working, I have seen that many parents can work substantially harder and longer-hours prior
to separation. This is for the good of their entire family.




I bedisye that once separated, parents should be given the opportunity to discuss alternative working
arrangements, fedbility and hours with their employver along with assistance and fexibility from
irvalved famify members. This isin the best interests of their children because If that parent can
substantiate a change, then their childran will benafit with the time of that parent. My daughtsr is my
greatest investment [ could ever make, [ can lose time, maney and recognition, but 1 gain something
migch more, In my case my ex wife tried m© say that 1 fraveled too much and tried to use any forms of
challenge avallable in'a disgusting means to try and give me less time with my daughter. | know that
this was from an emotional and angry feeling alone and not in any genuine concem for my daughter,
The access history should mof be used as any form of challenge to shared parenting, but the current
nature of both parent's availability, time, flexibility and support of grandparents and friends of the
par:rrl'.'l'lillsla time of change for the children but also & rearrangement for the parents in many
areas of their lives.

My daughter has also been wsad 35 3 pawn In custody and intervention ordar areas of family law
which also involves her grandparents. Her grandparents have been refused access by my ex-wife for
mo reason, It would be great if they oould rest easy and request their own time and access by defauilt
as part of thess potential changes with the granddaughter they [ove so much. They are waorried that If
anything ever happened to me then they may not get to see their granddaughter because of her
mother. I believe that there shouid some additiona! routes that grandparents could take if they fait
the need and wished o be invobned In e long-term care and welfare of thelr grandchildren,

1 am concermed that apparentiy (by aw) the Child Support Agency does NOT consider the "best
interests of the child’. [ understand that it may be very difficult in determination of thesa best
interests, hdwever removing any authority has put me in the situation where my & wifie has toid a
senior CSA representative {Provable by phone recording)) that she would breach any family orders and
keep my daughter because my maintenance was late by several days that she would remove my
daughter from school and [ would not be allowed to sea her. This s the power that she can use when
one knows the system.

[ befieve the resolution to this is that the CAS should be able to explain that unless she follows some
obvious quidedines, and does not intimidate e CSA a2 wall, then they have the power to mod pay her
that current makntenance,

[ alzo belleve that shared parenting must sof be basad on amicable arrangements. [ have shared
custody of my daughier in & Non-Amicable arrangement and it works perfectly = where the orders are

very dear and specific.

IF the rew proposals were o ever be based on how-amicable the parents were between thamsehes,
then the entire proposal would be condemned.

je: I I were a solicitor working for & woman I would (and ‘this WILL happen) tell her that har husband
would get the new default jolnt care of 50%, UNLESS |t were not amicable.

The sofictor’s solution.... MAKE it un-amicable - bafore it goas to court! That way he'll probabiy get
back only 10-20% of the time with the children at best!,. . Hardly kdeal.

Thes s obviously an amazing siuation but one that | believe will be the resudt of any investigation into
the amicability of parents for the shared care proposal.

I have shared custody in a totally un-amicable situation, to the point where [ even have 2n
Intervention order against my ex wife that will last untii July 2004. The tme with my daughtar has
been fantastic. and & works just great-for me and my daughter, We wisl it could be different, but for
the moment, it cannot be, In consideration of drcumstances where 8 dear history of viglence or
excessive neglact (s shown then [ would suggest 2 safety valve.

1 thank-you for takeng submissions and input for such an emotional and dfficult area. 1 sincarely trust
and hope that parsnts will sse mors the investment they have in their children, the time needed to




nurture their children and not the spite, anger and duress that comes from shared parenting
discussions.

I am hapoy to be contacted at anytime about these wssues [N
Best regards,

Tony Watkins
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