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St Paul Pioneer Press

Excluding Dads

Judge George Harrelson's column on "Striving for Gender Fairness" (Oct. 8) caught my attention because it relates to bias against fathers seeking joint physical custody of children in some divorce cases.

Unfortunately, family breakup because of the parents’ incompatibility is

all too common today.  Mom is given sole physical custody by the courts about 85 percent of the time, even if their is no evidence that dad did anything wrong and he is at least as active in the children's parenting as is the mom.

When the parents are incompatible, it is often better for the children if the marriage is dissolved.  The charge of the family court system should be to look after the best interests of the children.  When exercising gender bias in denying joint physical custody, the court wrongfully reduces the dad's parenting influence on the children's lives and contributes to forced fatherlessnes.

Bob Jentges
North Mankato
 
Printed Monday October 15, 2007

Pioneer Press

Still a long road
Unfortunately, Judge Harrelson's task force has a long way to go in changing the bias of judges in our system (“Striving for gender fairness,” Oct. 8).  As a divorced father of three wonderful children, I have seen the bias against fathers in family court on a first hand basis.

Despite having the custody evaluator recommend sole physical and sole legal custody for me, the Judge awarded my ex wife sole custody and 75 percent parenting time. His rationale used stereotypical references to a mother's love being so important to a child’s well-being. Statistics show children are best off when both parents are actively involved in their children’s lives, but gender-biased judges seem to remember only one parent at decision time.

The answer is to take the decision out of individual judges’ discretion and pass a law that presumes joint custody is in the best interests of the children.  Many other states have recognized this and have similiar laws, but sadly, Minnesota is behind the times and as result our children suffer.
A bill offering this amendment has support in the Minnesota House of Representatives but has been blocked in the Senate.  This is not a woman vs man issue but a children’s issue.  Ask any child of divorce.  They would overwhelmingly tell you that they love and want both parents in their lives on a daily basis.

 

 

Rick Shea

Chanhassen
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Printed Tuesday October 16, 2007

Pioneer Press

Gender bias in the courts
Thanks for Judge Geroge Harrelson’s column acknowledging that the courts may be biased against men.  (“Striving for gender fairness,” Oct. 8).  What is needed now is a gender study of the courts and laws that includes input from men.  Divorce for most men includes the following threats:  You may be removed from your home based on the word of one person.  You may be relegated to “visitation” with your children for about four days a month.  You may be forced to pay child support that goes way beyond what is needed to support the children.  That child support, which is really parent support, may be sued by your ex to support herself in a style that is far above your own level.  And she may have a boyfriend move in at any time to share the wealth.
Charlie Hurd
Mankato
Pioneer Press
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Presume joint physical custody
George Harrelson’s comment that “judges of my generation have sometimes allowed stereotypical views to affect their decisions” is supported by statistics that show courts are biased against fathers (“Striving for gender fairness,” Oct. 8).  He claims courts are attempting to “reduce conflict” so that “children can have the benefit of both parents being involved.”

If courts really want to help children and fathers, they would first immediately dismiss all judges who break our current sex discrimination laws.  Second, they would immediately ask for a new law, similar to those in other states, that mandates a judge to presume joint physical custody unless one parent is proven unfit to be a parent.

I am also hopeful our courts will move to a time when they are gender-fair and a child’s relationship with both parents is protected.  I commend Mr. Harrelson for speaking truth, but hopeful words alone won’t get us to a better future.

Todd Ferry

Eagan
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