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Dear Sir / Madam,
Secretary:

Submission to the inquiry regarding the existing child support foruraby

1 wish 20 contribute some comments to the committee of enquiry with regards the fairness of the current
child suppornt formula,

Swmmary

+ 1amaparent who willingly pays child support to the Child Support Agency for the upkeep and
education of my child from a failed marriage.
1 have been paving into the Child Support Agency scheme for in excess of 14 years.
I believe that the formula i its current format is unfair and insensitive to the needs of the paying
parent and their financial obligations, particularly where there are oiher children involved.
1 belisve that the formda to calculate the cost of maintaining and educating the child is erroneous.
The process does not take into consideration the negative effect that excessive CSA paymenis can
make on the relationships between the child and the paying parents and any ‘new’ family that may
2ventuate,

e The process does not monitor how money paid into the CSA scheme are being used by the reciptent
parent, and whether the payments are directly benefiting the supported child,

e The process does not give fair consideration to the cost incurred by non-custodial parents of providing
food, accommodation, transport, clothing, kolidays ..stc.. for supported children.

L. I have been paying into the CSA scheme since 1985. This would probably make me one cf the
longest continaing participants in the scheme. My son is now almost 135, I will have another three
years approx. of involvement with the programme.

{ have always believed that the child fom my failed marriage should net be disadvantaged
through any failures of his parents, Therefore, I am a willing participant in the CSA scheme
provided that it is fair to me and my ‘new’ family.

2. The formula for caloulating child support doss not give equal waiting to the needs and costs of any
addisional children that the payer may have. This has the potential to cause financial hardship to
those with additional dependents. It may aiso create resentment by the payer and his/her new
partner towards the recipient child.

Surely, this is coritrary to the best interests of the child. I would have thought it best to creatz a2
comfortable environment both physicaliy and emotionally for the child when they visit the non-
cusiodial parent.

If the formuls was to give equal waiting to both the supported child and all other children and
dependents of the paying parent, the process would be viewed as being more equitable. The
programme would probably have more willing participants not icoking for avenues to aveid or
minimise payments. Resentmnent of the supported child and the custodial parent would be
lessened.
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The foreuia dogs not give fair consideration to costs nf running a new household and providing a
reazon standard of living for any additional family or dependents of the paying parent. Nor does
the formula properly consider the standard of living already being provided to the supported child.

In my case, my former wifs received a very generous divorce setlement which has allowed her to
own her residence outright and fead a very comfortabie life style. She has one dependent, the
supportted chid, .

On the other hand, T am attempting to repay a mortgage, support three dependents and maintain a
reason level of comfort for all four of us, plus pay child support. There is no surplas income
available for savings.

At the end of the day, 1 see that the true circumstances of each family are not being reasonably
considered. The children of my corrent marriage are being disadvantaged at the expense of my
older non-custadial child who does not need anywhere near the amount of financial support that
has been demanded by the CSA.

The formula used to determine the cost of supporting and educating a child through to 18 years of
age is flawed and should be reviewed.

The supposed costs used in the formula, particularly education, are so ridiculously high that the
aversge family could not afford to maintain and educate their children.

It is important that supported children are accepted into any subsequent families of the non-
custodial parent and that they have a healthy relationship with all members of that family.

Resentment of the non-custodial child may eveutuate, particularly with new partners, if the
process is unfair and CSA payments are considered unseasonable.

Becanse payment of support can be a considerable bardship on paying parents, it is not
unreasonable to expect that there be some monitoring of how the monies are being spent by the
custodial recipient parent on supporting the child. This process may also highlight what the real
cost of child support may be.

Insufficient consideration is being given to the significent aceumutated cost of access to the
supperted child. This includes cost of providing a room, bedding, additional clothing, food,
housebold supplies, medications, transport, holidays etc etc efc.

Conclusion

Over the last 14 years, the Child Support Agency has proven to me to be biased and infiexible. It has
created in my home a feeling of distrust and unfairness that has at times resubied in resentment of my
suppotted son by both myself and my partner.

If the committee is traly intercstéd in looking at the better interests of the supported child, then it roust also
 look at the effects the system has on the payer and family and how this influences how the supported child
is treated in the payers ‘new’ family. .
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