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Judy Parejko, nationally known expert on no-fault divorce 
The Center for Parental Responsibility, a Minnesota based non-profit organization focused on family law reform, conducted an informative and educational program at William Mitchell College of Law, this past Sunday night.

A packed auditorium of CPR members heard two family law professionals, Dan Butler and Judy Parejko.  

Attorney Dan Butler is an advocate for joint physical custody in Minnesota. He wrote the article, “Fathers Get the Shaft in Family Law Proceedings.” Nationally known author, Judy Parejko, from Wisconsin, is the most knowledgeable expert in the country on the history and consequences of “no fault” divorce. She wrote the book “Stolen Vows.” Both speakers confirmed CPR’s position that family court practices in Minnesota routinely ignore the rule of law and violate the constitution. Both speakers confirmed CPR’s position that family court practices in Minnesota routinely ignore the children’s need to have both parents equally involved in their lives. As a result of this judicial negligence in family court, children suffer.

Part One:  Dan Butler 

Mr. Butler has practiced law in Minnesota since 1979, and has been advocating for fathers since the early 1980s. He became aware of the manifest injustice of enormous anti-male bias in Minnesota family courts when a woman shot her husband in the chest, paralyzed him, and the district court judge refused to consider the shooting in any of the evidence at trial.

Butler covered the gamut of family law topics including: custody, parenting time, false allegations of domestic abuse, parental alienation, new income shares child support guidelines, paternity cases, and much more. He claims his firm has won more equal custody cases than any other firm in the state.  

Mr. Butler said that Minnesota is lagging behind the times in it’s family law legislation. According to Butler, Wisconsin has a legal presumption of equal/equal physical custody, as do thirty-six other states. Mr. Butler acknowledges that this legislative change for a presumption of joint physical custody is the objective of CPR volunteers in Minnesota. However, at the present time in Minnesota, mothers continue to get sole physical custody of the children in family court over 90% of the time, even when the father has done nothing legally wrong. Butler believes that the biggest obstacle of joint parenting is one parent who becomes vengeful, envious, greedy, and loses sight of the fact that joint custody is in the best interest of children when there is no convictions of abuse. Butler believes the 5-2-2-5 parenting plan works best for children. This means that each parent gets two overnights during the week, and they rotate as the on duty parent every other weekend.

Mr. Butler acknowledges the reality of parental alienation and false allegations of domestic abuse. He also acknowledged that it is a standard tactic in family court for attorney’s to coach their female clients on how to allege abuse even when none exists. By making up stories, and instigating and fabricating circumstances enough to allege abuse, for the sole purpose of gaining an advantage in the custody determination, the allegation alone is enough to remove the father in family court. Butler added that currently in Minnesota family courts, no evidence is required to convict a father of domestic abuse. All that judges require is for the woman to stay “I’m scared,” and judges will hand out protection orders like milk to a baby. With the order for protection in place, the dad is treated as a convicted abuser. Butler has a strong conviction that abuse statutes in Minnesota must change to require reasonable evidentiary standards similar to what is expected in every other court of law. Butler added that research indicates the remedy to parental alienation is “reunification therapy” and increased time with the non-custodial parent at the expense of the time with the custodial parent, who has been doing the alienating and interfering with the other parents parenting time.

Mr. Butler believes there is a lot of parental dysfunction. He said that personality and character disorders are commonly found in the dysfunctional females who unjustly seek to eliminate or otherwise control the father, by using the children as a weapon. He mentioned common dysfunctions including Borderline Personality Disorder, Histrionic Narcissism, and Bi-Polar Disorder.  As such, it is critical to order the female, attempting to eliminate or control the father, (or vice versa) to go through a psychological assessment.
Mr. Butler gave hope to CPR members in attendance that it is possible to amend a parenting plan. He advised that when presenting your case, you do not get anywhere in family court by stating things in generalizations. The judge needs factual detail—historical presentation and corroborating evidence. Also, the courts are only considering what is in the best interest of the children.  Accordingly, every parent must present evidence of their effective parenting, the value of those parenting skills for the child, and how that will positively affect the child throughout their life.  He noted that it is a stereotype, and a violation of law, to assume females are more nurturing than males.

At the close of his presentation, Mr. Butler fielded numerous questions that were of particular interest to the audience.

Part Two:  Judy Parejko

Judy Parejko is a Wisconsin resident whose background as a mediator turned her to researching and writing about the “no-fault” divorce system. She was seeking a legal remedy for individuals who were powerless to stop the proceedings when they did not actually want the divorce, but wanted to work things out. Ms. Parejko’s research into the “’No Fault’ Divorce Project,” which was the undertaking of a federal group established to create uniform state laws, resulted in finding that this divorce process was never intended to be applied to marriages which involved children.  The primary objective of this group was to eliminate judicial control over the decision to grant divorces.  In other words, judges could only grant divorces, but judges could not deny them.  This type of action is not in accord with the Constitution’s dictates as to how to resolve civil suits.  For a lawsuit to be legitimate (and “no fault” divorce is a civil lawsuit), there needs to be a cause of action, the accused is supposed to offer defense, and there is supposed to be judicial determination.  The so-called “no-fault” divorce does not contain any of these facets.  

Even so, it was to the American Bar Association, who approved no-fault divorce in 1974, and then submitted the proposal to the state legislators for adoption.  In essence, the ideologies of this body of individuals became our laws.  What has resulted is that the defendant has no say in what is being done.  

Videotapes of the meeting are available with a donation to the Center for Parental Responsibility. For more information on how to obtain a copy of these presentations, see www.cpr-mn.org or email info@cpr-mn.org. 
###END###
CPR is a 501(c)3 organization devoted to Family Law Reform in Minnesota and the United States.
CPR Mission: to remove the obstacles that prevent both parents from being fully and equally involved in the lives of their children.
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