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Dear SirfMadam
| offer the following account of events of my life experiences as a submission for consideration by

this commitiee.
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2.¢.

Observed perceptions of possible leqgisiative changes by other persons known to the
author.

At the time that this inquiry was announced a perception appeared that implied that a regime of Equal
Parenting would resuit in the legisiated creation of restrictions that would prevent a parent from moving
vast distances from the former matrirmonial home.

| feel that this perception is flawed as any legislation that would give reality to this perception seeks to
use the children of a marriage to prevent a person from lawfully moving to any region that they chocse
io relocate to for any lawful reason what so ever,

Whilst being mindful of the obligations of both parents to their children | feel that imposing such
restrictions on a person would be an unacceptable imposition on their civii liberty to settte where so
ever they choose.

| do feel however that some form of compulsery counselling prior to any move should be a part of any
reforms ta legistated parenting arrangements post separation with some form of penalty imposed on
those who move without counselling and/or the consent of the other party,

If the person being left behind by the party Jeaving the marriage were to receive a summons to attend a
compulsory counseliing session then that party would have the option to seek a restraining order from
the court if any doubt persisted in respect of the other persons’ intentions for the children.

| have personally heard numerous other perceptions similar to the one noted above that invoive
restrictions of some form or other being placed on a party to prevent them from maving chitdren of a
marriage vast distances from the other parent.

| feel that these perceptions and expactations are flawed for the same reasons as above.

Similarly there is a perception in those cases where one parent moves a vast distance from the other it
would be impossibie for equal parenting to be a viable option.

The above perception appears to be a component of an entrenched beflief that equal parenting will onty
work if both parents enjoy an amicable relationship post separation.

f feel that both of these perceptions are critically flawed as they assume that equali parenting means

woek about from homeas not more than two streets apart.

In the event of high levels of hostility between the parties post separation it might actually be in the
childrens best interests for the parents to live at opposite ends of the country and instead of waek about
take 3, 4, 6 or even 12 months about.

Such a ragime would allow the children to enjoy significant amounts of uninterrupted time with each
parent in turn whilst alsc giving a far broader range of leaming experiences to the child which would
hopeiully be of priceless benefit to the child.

Regardiess of wether 2 chiid enjoys a family that is a complete unit or not the placing of restrictions on
the development of the child can inhibit the child for life resulting in an adult that never fully reaches or
rezlises their full potertial.

Perception of passible outcome had equal parenting been applicable at the time of first

marriage failure.

Had equal parenting been an available option at the time of the failure of my first marriage | don't feel
that the outcome would have been essentially different. Thare would still have besn nothing to prevent
a New Zealand nationa! returning to her homaland with her children without a passport and daspite one
of her children being an Australian eitizen by birth.

Unless protocols existed to enforce orders from the Australian Family Court the end result for my case
wouid probably be the same.

That not withstanding, in the present time protocols do exist between those two countries to enforce
parenting orders and whilst changes 1o lagislation have coma far to late to be of use to me, | have no
hesitation in doing anything that | possibly can to prevent some other father and his childrsn from
having to endure what myself and my children had tc endure.

Tharefore based an the expetiences of my first marriage and the evants foltowing its collapse, my
position is unreservedly in favour of equal parenting being the defauit position in the event of a fam ity
breakdown. .
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Perception of possibie outcome had equal parenting been applicable at the time of
second marriage failure.

As was the case with the aftermath of my first marriage, | don't feel that the proposed changes would
have been of assistance to me had they been availabie at the time my second marriage collapsed.

This is due to the fact that o the best of my knowledge the proposals before the inquiry do not extend
to stepparents/step grandparents etc.

My step grandchildren are currently 10 years old {boy) and 7 years old (girl). Even in the event that step
relatives were to be covered by legislative changes my step grandchildren have had no contact with me
for so long and are now at an age that | have probably become irrelevant in the overall scheme of their
lives.

I do feel however that 1 would be able to bring positive influences to their lives at a time when | believe a
strong and stable influence is needed in their lives. | do not believe that they are currently being
provided with the necessary stability by their mother and her associates.
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Concerns in regard to “Rebuttable” provisions in light of 2™ marriage false DVO
experlence.

t have grave concerns in regard to the possible misuse of the “Rebuttable” provisions of any changes to
the current legislation.

My experiences with the perverse maniputation of well intertioned Domestic Viclence legislation feaves
mae to feel that very strict rules of evidence must be applied to any rebuttal provisions of any future
equal parenting [egislation.

in the arena of demestic violence cases the presumption of innocence, a basic and vital part of our
justice system is set aside and replaced by a need to satisfy the magistrate of the day of the “Plausible
Believability” of the allegations. in other words the applicant {(usually the wife) needs only to satisfy the
magistrate hearing her application that she “Might” be telling the truth. The fact that the respondent
husband probably is telling the truth is irrelevant and usuaily simply ignored.

For any rebuttal provisions to be fair and not simply an adjunct to the curently easily misused Domestic
Violence legislation, rebuttal provisions must enshrine ths concept of the presumption of innocence on
the accused and place an onus of proof on the accuser that can not be waived under any
circumstances.

Despite misgivings associated with possible rebuttal provisions of possibie future legislation | am stift
unreservedly in support of the proposed coneept that is under investigation by this committee.



General opinions of “The Marriage/Relationship Breakdown Industry”.

The Family Breakdown Industry in Australia is an ingidious disease akin to cancer that is steadily
undermining and destroying our society. . '

As this social ragedy unfolds the law politiclans that can arrest this decling either steadfastly refuse to
allow constructive and balanced changes for the better or simply engage in political grandstanding.
The vast majority of the legal profession sngaged in this industry are nothing more than parasites
leeching a fortune from the misery of tha people that they purport to represent.

It has been my contention for a significant part of my [ife that many of the marriages that are currently
ending in divorce could be saved by the intervention of competent and compassionate counsellors
rather than those with a vested interest in seeing marriages fail.

A common catch cry is “In the best interests of the children”,

What could be more in the best interests of the children than having their parents act like adults and
honour the coniract of marriage between them in order for their children to enjoy the strength of a loving
and complets family?

Is it to hard far parents to treat each other with respect, honour and integrity in a complete partnership
for the benefit of their children?

No diffarence between any two people is completely irreconcilable if there is a genuine desire to
achieve recongiliation.

Howsver, if there is a sizeable financial incentive for a difference to remain irreconcilable then greed will
take the place of respect henour and integrity.

I3 this in any way in the best interests of any chiltd?

While there is a huge financial benefit for a mother to have irreéconcilable diffarences with the fathar of
her children tha already out of control divorce rate in this country will spiral even further out of contral
until the institution of marriage fails completetly.

Well intentioned laws to protect the interests of those who are genuinely unable to reconciie their
differences have bsen perversely corrupted by the unconscionable manipulation of self interested
minority greups and the unscrupufous to the point where few men are prepared to risk a lifetime of
poverty and continuing emetional trauma for what will most probably be a marriage doomed to fail if not
encouraged to fail by a system that rewards fallure rather than success.

Whiist this inquiry is as good a place to start as any, reform rmust be on ongoing process by all
concerned and certainly must not siop here.

The entire marriage breakdown irdustry must be reformed for the well being of this nation and for those
of its citizens who still befieve in the rights of the child to know and be raised in a loving environmant by
both of its parents.

Preferably together,

I pray that this committee be grantad the enlightenment and strength to make what wili undoubtedly be
difficult decisions in regard to this inquiry.



