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St Paul Pioneer Press
The harm
Regarding arguments in Craig Westover's March 14 column, "Treating too many divorced dads like deadbeat dads": I would suggest that Ramsey County Attorney Susan Gaertner won't understand the harm until she is turned from an actively involved parent into a parent with only visitation rights. Until she's been ignored by school officials and doctors, and called a deadbeat parent by her child support staff.
Until she's had money taken from her paycheck for child support arrears, or her tax returns intercepted for child support arrears that didn't exist. Or until she has had her Social Security number, bank accounts and other private data entered into a system of 44 interfaced child support records (absent any notice), she won't understand the conflict she imposes upon parents and the harm it causes children.
But her job requires her to put nondelinquent parents into the IV-D program and cause conflict so she can maximize the receipt of tax dollars to solve the problems she and her staff create.
TERRY NYBLOM
 
 
Printed Monday March 19, 2007

Pioneer Press

Fix child support system
I am so ashamed that my progressive, socially responsible state has one of the most antiquated child support systems in the nation.
The current child support statutes pit one good parent against another good parent, with family attorneys and the Title IV-D program the big winners, and the children the huge losers.
The Title IV-D program was instituted to keep children from living in poverty. The collection and enforcement service has morphed into a monster preying upon poor, middle-class and wealthy noncustodial parents.
State legislators need to realize the current presumption of sole custody for one parent has a devastating impact on the health, wealth and emotional well-being of children.
It is past time for state legislators to change the presumption of law to joint custody and rein in the abusive powers of the Title IV-D child support enforcement and collection bureaucracy.
JANE QUILLING

Excelsior 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

One size doesn't fit all
The recent column on Title IV-D is another example of local politicians feathering their power base at taxpayers' expense. Title IV-D has gone way beyond its original intent of collecting money for welfare parents to support their children. Custodial parents use the system to bully the noncustodial parent with the weight of government.
In my case, my child support and maintenance was referred to case workers even though I never missed or was late on a single payment. My ex receives more in maintenance payments and child support than our state senator makes in a year's salary.
Meanwhile, I have my children 40 percent of the time and cannot afford to buy them things at my house because the family court system is broken. Judges, state legislatures and other government workers apply a "one-size-fits-all solution" that discriminates against fathers and makes things worse for the children, not better.
R.S.
Chanhassen
Pioneer Press
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Many dads want to be parents
Thank you for printing "Treating too many divorced dads like deadbeat dads." This describes the real system based on collecting money instead of helping children see both of their parents. The Title IV-D system does not help true single mothers like my neighbor or my best friend, who are both raising their daughters without any child support or help from the dads.
The system also makes it much harder for fathers who are trying to raise their children such as my husband, my cousin and my good friend. All of us have spent years and thousands of dollars defending what should be our children's birthright: to have at least equal contact with their fathers. Yet, due to our antiquated child custody laws, greedy politicians and lawyers, decent fathers are prevented from raising their children. There are many more fathers who want to be parents than what is normally reported.
KIM and ERIC WETTELAND
St. Paul
 _____________________________________________________________________________
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 On the money 
Thank you for exposing the truth of a big government secret - the Title IV-D welfare service program, meant to save taxpayer money, is now nothing more than a jobs program that benefits the burgeoning bureaucracy, and harms children. The IV-D agency was never meant to help children, it was meant to repay the government. Craig Westover's column on divorced dads was right on the money - literally. 
More than 60 percent of the recipients in this IV-D program are not considered "needy" and should not be in the program. Why don't responsible legislators require eligibility standards for this welfare program, then cut 60 percent of the recipients, then cut 60 percent of the budget? 
Having no eligibility income standards for a welfare service program defies common sense and is taxpayer fraud. Research shows the Title IV-D program is costing state taxpayers more than $100 million a year in Minnesota alone. 
LINDA ALWELL 
Vadnais Heights 

Family-law violations 
Regarding "Judge rules accused parents have right to lawyer, no more," (March 15): This decision surprises people for what reason? Daily, Minnesota parents are stripped of their rights without due process, and typically it is the father in a divorce or paternity case. The family-law system routinely violates parental and children's rights at the most basic level. 
Let's wake up, folks. 
LES JOBST 
Andover
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Two households, one income 

Many fit, loving parents are turned into visitors and criminalized unnecessarily at the hands of the divorce industry/family court, whose primary objective is to increase its head count. This is done by forcing one parent into the "visitor" role and ordering them, even when not necessary, to pay exorbitant levels of child support. 

Divorcing parents are pushed into the "program" even though most do not meet the required eligibility standards that include being in danger of being on welfare. The unrealistic level of support is not based on the actual needs and costs of raising a child, but rather is set up to maintain a "lifestyle." So while the child is able to go to Disney World with one parent, this same child is often left with another parent who is lucky to be able to afford to take the child to Dairy Queen after trying to fully support two households on one income. 

RICH LASSAHN 

Minneapolis
