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T apinagoon SATHERS COAITIONS
2000 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., Si. 148

Washingion, D.C. 20006
7032552428 : 206-272.2152

July S5th, 1994

Hon. Sam Gibbons, Acting Chairman
Committee on Ways & Means Committee
1102 Longworth House Office Building
Washington DC, 2081§

RE: Testimony on Welfare Reform
Welfare Reform is for Fathers Too !11

Dear Acting Chairman Gibbons:’

Thie ie a formal request for a panel of witncssea from the
American Fathers Coalition to be invited aud to give testimony on
male positive and father inclusive policies in national waelfare
reform lagislation currently being considered by Congress.

Fathera‘are half of the parents and welfare issues directly
affecting fathers need to be addressed in a positive way. This
would be the thrust of our testimony. |

The American Fathers Coalition has had three (3) White House
meetings, two (2) meetings with the Welfare Reform Working Group,
and again, two (2) meetings with the new Deputy Director of the
OfLice vf Support Enforcement, Judge David Gray Ross. Attached is
the package of our proposals presented to the Welfare Reform
Working CGroup dated December 16th, 1993. Several of the proposals
we recommended were included in the Working Group draft sent to the

White Housa for formal presentation to Cohgrecn.

COMMITTEE ON WAYS & MEANS - 1
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Additionally, I was appointed by Speaker Foiey un March 22,
1994 as a member of the new U.S. Commission on Child and Family
Welfare created under PL 102-521.

Why invite fathers specifically?

Well, in 1974, and again in 1984 and 1988, Congress enacted
major legislalLion on family policy. In our opinion this
legislation has not been as succecoful as originally intended in
large part because the focus was anti-father. We were fearful thie
would happen again in 1994 and fathers have participated in this
current process with the White House to develop positive father
orientod policiea; Our prierity has been simple: CHI N »)
BOTH PARENTS. The attached statement on page #-37 frem the Working
Group Welfare Reform draft document is why testiwuny is needed from
fathere. The reality is that HHS has no idea what probléme are
faced by non-custodial fathers who want day to day parental
involvement with their children. YET, Congress is being formally
requested by the Clinton Administration to go forward with new
legislation YITHOUT father oriented research needed to address
America‘s greatest social catastrophe — THE ABSENT FATHEK SYNDROME.
The question tu be asked by members of the Committee on Ways and
Means is really simple: Will this legislation help or hinder more
father pargntal invelvement in Lhe day to day lives of children?

Au invitatién tor positiva father oriented testimony would
greatly asaist Congress in addreosing the greatest nqe? for
American children: the ongoing love and affection, and dayf%o day

parenting, by both parents.

JCOMMITTEE ON WAYS & MEANS ~ 2
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In ovur opinion, the Clinton Adminictration deserves credit tor
the inclusion of a few of our recommendations in H.R. 460S5.
Haﬁevar, if Congress is to do justice to thic family policy
leyislation, Congress needs to hear from the ollher half of the
direatly involved parents - the fatllers,

Our witnesses would be as follows:

BILL HARRINGTON, WASHINGTON STATE, COMMISSIONER, U.S. COMMISSION ON
CHILD & FAMILY WELPARE and NATIONAL DIRECIUR, AMERICAN FATHERS
COALITION; JAMES COOK, CALIFORNTA, PRESIDENT OF THE JOINT CUsSTODY
ASSOCIATION; CHARLES BALLARD, OHIO, PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL
INSTITUTE FOR REEPONSIBLE FATHERHOOD; AND PHILIP HOTMAN, MICHIGAN,
VICE PRESIDEKT, NATIONAL CONGRESS FOR MEN AND CHILDREN.

An invitation to testify would be greatly appreciated, and we
believe, beneficial to all wembers of the Committee on Ways and
Meais., |

Sincerely yours,

BILL HARRINGTON,
NATIONAL DIRECTEZR

COMMITTEE ON WAYS & MEANS - 3
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Qﬁii&wa&nb}bwnu
H. 8. Bonse of Representatives
- Waalrington, B. 4. 20515

March 22, 1994

Dear Mr. Harrington:

| Today I had the pleasure of appointing
you to the Commission on Child and Family
Welfare. : -

I am delighted that you will be serving
on the Commission, and I am confident that

you will make an important contribution to
its work. ‘

with every good wish.

Sjficerdly,

Thomags S. Foley
Speaker

Mr. Bill Harrington

P6/(b)(6)
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Isgue: Enlnndn; Rspomlbllty and Opportunity for Noncustodial Parents

Under the preseat systom, the aeads, concerns and responsibilitics of noncustadial parents are often
ignored. The system neads to focus more attention on this population and send the message that
“fathers mater®, We ought 1o eacourage noncuswdial parents 10 remain involved in their children's
lives—pot drive them further awsy. The well-being of childrea who live only with one pareat would
be enbanced If emotional and flmancial support were provided by both of their parents.

Uldumﬂy, the system’s expectations of mothers and fathers should be parallel. Whatever is expected
of the mother should be expected of the father, and whatever sducation and training opportunities are
provided to custodial pareots, similar oppommuu should be available to noncustodial parents who
pay their child support and remsin involved in the lives of their childrea. If they can improve their

earnings cspacity and maintain relstionships with their childres, mey could ba a source of both
financial and emotional suppor.

Much needs ts be laarned about noncustodial parents, partly because we have focused refatively linle
atteatior on this population in the past, and we know less about what types of programs would work.
We propose the following approsches:

, | A portloa of JOBS and WORK program
fundmg would be ramed for mlnlng. wo:k mdmss, edycational remediation and mandatory work
programs for noncustodial pareats of AFDC recipient ehildrea who cannot pay child support due to
unemploymeat, underemployment or other employability problems. In addition, States may bave an
option for mandatory work programs for noncustodial parents, States would have considerable
flexibility to design thelr own programs.

.

Grapts for access and parcnting programs. We propose grants to States for programs which reinforce
the desirability for children to have continued access to and visitation by both parents. These

programs include mediation (both voluntary and mandatory), counseling, education, development of
parenting plaas, vishation enforcement including monitoring, supervision and neutral drop-off and
pick-up, and development of guidelines for visitation and alternative custody arrangements.

We also propose demonstration grams 1o States and/or community-based organizations to develop and
implement poncustodial-parent (fathers) cumponents in conjunction with existing programs for high-
risk families (e.g. Head Start, Healthy Start, family preservation, teen pregnancy and preveation).
These would promote responsible parenting, including the importance of paternity establishment and
economic security for children and the development of parenting skills.

RESPONSTRILITIES OF SCHOOL-AGE PARENTS

The program of transitional assistance followed by work that was outlined earlier in this document
focuses on the responsibliities of custodial parents, especially young parents, to work and prepare for
work as 3 condition of receiving beaefits. All young parents seeking government assistance would be
expected to prepare for and go 1o work. Like the child support provisions, the obligations inherent in
the program send & clear message about the consequences of parenthood, ensuring that welfare receipt
does not relcase either parest from their responsibilitles to work and support their children,

37
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Law Offices of Douglas D. Sulkosky
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Tacoma, WA 98409
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VIRTUE OF THIS HAVING BEEN SENT BY FAX. IF THE READER OF THIS FAX
OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE TO DELIVER IT TO THE NAMED
RECIPIENT, IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED
THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS
COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS
COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY US BY TELEPHONE
AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO US AT THE ABOVE ADDRESS VIA THE
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE. WE WILL PROMPTLY REIMBURSE YOU FOR THE
TELEPHONE AND POSTAGE EXPENSES. THANK YOU! A
TRANSMITTING FROM: 473-5572 - L Y

kkkkkddtnddhkdddARrdhdhh kA RNRIkdkdh st ddrhk R



SULKOSKY LAW OFFICE 47353572

AMERICAN FATHERS COALITION
BOX 5345
- TACOMA, WA, 98415
206-272-2152

‘MARCH 24TH, 1994

APPOINTMENT BY HOUSE SPEAKER THOMAS FOLEY OF
ILL INGTON FROM COMA=-SEATTLE TO N NATIONAL

COMMISSIO C & F E -

SPEAKER THOMAS FOLEY, ON TUESDAY, MARCH 22, APPOINTED BILL
HARRINGTON AS ONE OF FOUR APPOINTMENTS TO THE 15 MEMBER NEW
COMMISSION ON CHILD AND FAMILY WELFARE. HARRINGTON SERVES AS
' NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF THE AMERICAN FATHERS COALITION. ONE OF THE
OTHER FOUR. APPOINTMENTS WAS ALSO FROM WASHINGTON STATE,  TEN

APPOINTMETS HAVE NOW BEEN MADE WITH FIVE REMAINING TO BE ANNOUNCED.

THE COMMISSION WILL FORMALLY CONVENE IN JUNE OR JULY AND SERVE FOR
TWO AND A HALF YEARS CONCLUDING WITH A REPORT TO CONGRESS ON
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEW FAMILY POLICIES AND ADDITIONAL WELFARE
REFORM PROPOSALS. '

HARRINGTON SAID IT IS A DISTINCT HONOR AND PRIVLEGE TO BE
SELECTED OUT OF MANY APPLICANTS FROM ALL OVER AMERICA. I
APPRECTATE THE CONFIDENCE OF SPEAKER FOLEY IN BELTEVING I CAN MAKE
A POSITIVE CONTRIBUTION TO THE FUTURE POLICY AFFECTING MILLIONS OF
CHILDREN AND TROUBLED FAMILIES. I AM ALSO PROUD TO BE ASSOCIATED
WITH THE CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WHICH HAS PUT FAMILY POLICY AND

WELFARE REFORM ON THE NATIONAL POLITICAL AGENDA.

PRESS RELEASE - 1 ,
APPOINTMENT TO COMMISSION ON CHILD & FAMILY WELFARE
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ADDITIONALLY, I WISH TO EXPRESS MY SINCERE THANKS FOR THE
SUPPORT, ASSISTANCE, AND ENCOURAGEMENT FROM THE CONGRESSIONAL
OFFICE OF NORM DICKS, BOTH IN TACOMA AND WASHINGTON DC. IT WAS
CONGRESSMAN NORM DICKS WHO MADE MY FORMAL NOMINATION TO SPEAKER
FOLEY.

MY APPOINTMENT REFLECTS ONE MORE TIME THAT THE POLITICAL
PROCESS CAN WORK FOR THE COPMMOM MAN, SAID HARRINGTON. ALL I DID
TO GET THE APPOINTMENT WAS USE THE GOOD OL WORK ETHIC. I FOUND OUT
ABOUT THE POSITIION, THE DECISION MAKING PROCESS, IDENTIFIED
NECESSARY PEOPLE FOR LETTERS OF SUPPORT, GATHERED THE LETTERS,
PRESENTED THEM TO CONGRESSMAN DICKS, AND THEN ECCOURAGED HIM TO GO
TO SPEAKER FOLEY. THE ONLY PROBLEM WAS WAITING FOR THE YEAR AND
A HALF FOR THE DECISION, BUT IT WAS WORTH THE EXPERIENCE.

HARRINGTON ANNOUNCED HIS WILLINGNESS TO SPEAK TO DIVERSE
INTEREST GROUPS THAT HAVE AN ACTIVE INTEREST IN NATIONAL FAMILY
POLICY ISSUES. THE MOST IMPORTANT THING PEOPLE CAN DO IS WRITE TO
ME ABOUT THEIR IDEAS. FORMAL POLICY PROPOSALS WILL BE BEST WITH
IDENTIFICATION OF RESEARCH SOURCES.

"I PROMISE" SAID hARRINGTON, "THAT THE ISSUE OF FATHERLESSNESS
IN OUR SOCIETY, FATHERLESS CHILDREN, AND THE IMPORTANCE OF
FATHER\CHILD RELATIONSHIPS WILL AT LEAST BE CONSIDERED AND REVIEWED
BY THE COMMISSION, AS ONE COMPONENT OF HELPING TROUBLED CHILDREN.
FATHERS WILL NOT BE LEFT OUT AS THEY HAVE PREVIOUSLY BEEN."

| VHOWEVER", SATD HARRINGTON,"I AM ALSO A NATIONAL COMMISSIONER

AND MY MIND IS OPEN TO ALL POLICY PROPOSALS FROM DIFFERING

PRESS RELEASE - 2
APPOINTMENT TO COMMISSION ON CHILD & FAMILY WELFARE
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PERSPECTIVES," I PLAN TO LEARN FROM OTHER COI'I!*IISSIéNERS AND
WITNESSES AS MUCH AS I WILL TRY TO EDUCATE FELLOW COME'IISSIONERS ON

FATHERS POLICY ISSUES THAT I FEEL STRONG ABOUT."

HARRINGTON LIVES IN TACOMA ON THE HILLTOP AND WORKS IN SEATTLE

AS A PARALEGAL WITH THE KELLEHER LAW OFFICES. HARRINGTON TOOK
EVENING CLASSES AT THE UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON BRANCH CAMPUS IN
TACOMA FROM 1991-1993. |

HARRINGTON, 47, IS DIVORCED WITH TWO CHILDREN, A DAUGHTER, AGE
12, AND A SON, AGE 10. "I LIVE WITH THESE ISSUES EVERY DAY AND I

UNDERSTAND THE EMOTIONAL TOLL IT TAKES TO STAY INVOLVED AS A

PARENT."

=

PRESS RELEASE -~ 3 :
APPOINTMENT TO COMMISSION ON CHIID & FAMILY WELFARE

a4



© have an sdaiztonsl 37 assondi,

SULKOSKY LAW OFFICE 47385572

March 88, 1994 L mm:mm;manmﬁoﬁsx

oertainly thoss who have besn suppari- maqii
fve, bat I appreciats mors ths hapafit aid

of making this armument aa that the moed ! o
Amsrioan people will have an . oppor- bank tpueu -]
tunity to understand there 18 & dom-« R ¢ “pra tempore. (
porate need Lo Keep consumera 5u legls- lof sw W M - )9 ‘Tne question 1» on the mo

lation. me tuk own uwm&wbcamof ofr-red by thp Mm tro:u North

Qe 'vtﬁw&xﬂ. undeigs ﬂbmﬁﬂ;ml N

P .
3r. NEAL of Narth Carotins. Madara Samds coplad’ tegep
Speakeér, [ would point outthere are & WM
number of {mportant conaumer proted- benk: ajillated s’ of

t.llgz:w &.m:ndmumbo ;:’n}om fa the branches aum .
® 4 wumber of comdumes admickiinihg & ) tanias 8
benefits for all Americans {n the bill; prcg W ovarmead /¥ b «; w
there {s & humber of benefits for bual- uu 841" m "
nesd In the bll. Taxpayars come oLt bunddig eadb '.3 et Srm’
way ahesd becauze it roduces the lke-  unnegessiry Wi ""”g’ e
}{hood that banire Wl got $a-troubls, o mfdné * 's’* '
Credit cronches will not o0ur a8 often ww'

bacause grephioally. atremg: Dunke - m‘&ggm‘
will not dependent on ome part of 4

the country. Binks will bepefit, every- :
one benefite frum: thie lagtalasion,

We have known 1t (6f about 30 years; . r.d
thts showld have pazsed yoals ago. lz reqingd
has always tiicd becanes of somnaotp's d%a
fdea of just.sormething elss wa chld wlmup AP
844 ta 1§, goma lttle Wiing wonld make capll hat g
it differeat o maks It batten This is  on gcvialebut
the Rest We ocald ¢0. I am ha to*‘
ook st othier Ssoucs &t any Hude,.hu
this is wery mooli 18 the Ambrican 1n-
terout, and Furge meotles.wy 10 paag i on W
this very good bill. ., il Dol

Tus BPEARER pro wawn»mx. (R
B8HOO). The tims of the ‘ghntlaman ki
m Norzh Caralina D&r glm\u

o.nuimom ednsant Lhat the (a;mamp

Tou SFEAKAR wo t&mm IQ tbast
cbiootton to the roquaet of the
tieman fram Margland? . \ 9. & ‘
‘n:are wu pa objactian. "
AL of North Carclina. Madasa .- Mghﬂ. !
spaxtr.! ywa to tho s-nﬂem troug * oV

My, mmmamawhr.«; mw
st} undenstand, es wo clse the date, mwsa J
tha willing? of the gentleman 16 re- } .o i
visit {n tha form of besriogs muy of the Mﬁm hmthpywc
s s LA A AT L X wmmw y -

2NNRDY bave e ] g mmoocxum wis
amendmants we offered previously? a pariad . betare % M "

Mr. NHAL of North Cagolisa. I sald fw :
before, I 46 5ol want to iy thas X am mil
going to go back apd Gy to changs the  rod
interstata bankivg legisiation Becange
that 19 n0% what Wwe &re aboul, but in wm
tormg of trying to (mprove the Amer Qrisnan CRad Tm w;m«
L B e s s b iy and ook

alp a ™S 4
If that {8 Bot adequald, I can expand :mmm.&' 9, e
wpon I&anlmuhaenmmuork K Hu&k hwo. fo endds
tormmrim A ot

MPUMB. Wo 40 09, a Ist,h.uk
ux:u wuﬂam for bis coxame:

NEAL f North t‘mum\vo wm w}m r {
try ta heltp you. )
w.rAzx mmmilmwww m&u ] v 3
nm . 3843, o Wlandsts “contpino t""‘ .5
u:g‘ A T hﬂﬁ&auﬁadax " i 16 ?’m‘&c ) ‘ AN
W .m W D 8 - .
mvmmm« ity mdur MeCoLined, wmﬁm & sy W'
‘ el A



oo “Q&D\( bv(‘u g x"’.\( .
- FAT HERS @,J/@W' ANE
RIGHTS COPY 3 Jf$

BOX 5345
TACOMA, WA. 98415
206-572-7340

~ OCTOBER 12TH, 1993

President Bill Cllnton
The White House
Washington DC, 20500

RE: OCT. 7TH WHITE HOUSE MEETING WITH FATHERS
AMERICAN FATHERS COALITION

COMMISSION ON CHILD AND FAMILY WELFARE
"WELF REFORM WORKING oup

Dear President Clinton:

Thank yﬁu’for pfoviding the opportunity‘for a delegation of
15 American fathérs to meet with Dr. william Galston, to discuss
family policy issues from the father’s and child’s perspective.
Dr. Galston was a gracious host to our delegation. He was a good
listener and he gave us suggeétions for submitting‘a summafy of our
issues and research documentation for your use.

We presented a list of formal executive réquests for you to
undertake to gather more information for your domestic policy
staff, to glve you .the widest policy optlons available when it
comes to maklng new legislative recommendations to Congress.  Our
goal is to be a positive and constructive part of your 1nformatiqn

gathering process. Children of diyérce need both parents, their

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 1 .
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fathers as much as their mothé;é::'Thé“Absent Father Syndrome is
America’s greatest social catasﬁiépﬂe;"We want to be a positive
part of reducing the frequency of absent fathers in contemporary
family life in America.

We also appealed to you, to restrain your use 6f the
denigrating terms of "DEADBEAT DADS - DEADBEAT PARENTS" as they do
not offer the positive encouragement that modern parents need to
fulfill their parental responsibilities to their children. The
cover page of the USA Weekend paper of Aug. 22, 1993, showing a
father in handcuffs as possible criminals, undermines children‘s
confidence in all parents, and not as positive role model parents
to respect who are trying to do the best they can. New family
policy legislation needs to focus on positive parenting challenges
to troubled parents, not totally destroying one of the parents,
usually the father. FINANCIAL SURVIVABILITY of both parents, in
cases of separation and divorée, should be our priority. |

Mr. President, our delegation of fathers'came from all over
America. We are‘most active at the state and local level. We came

to the White House as representatives'of responsible fathers; the
| large majority of fathers, like you and Vice President Gore, those
fathers wanting more direct parenting time with their children.
We formed a new national political coalition, the AMERICAN FATHERS
COALITION. We will coordinate positive legislative suggestions,
recommendations, and testimony from the responsible fathers

movement, fathers from all over America.

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 2
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There was one success we shared at the‘nmeting with Dr.
Galston. The new Commission on Child and Family Welfare,
authorized under $.1002, has now been funded by Congress. This was
in the Labor-HHS appropriations bill. The Conference Report dated
Oct. 5th, 1993 provilded startup funding of $250,000. .Our fathers
delegation strongly supported the creation and funding of this
Commission. Senator Kohl was the leader of this effort and we
applaud his concern for children and his effectiveness: in getting
the funding secured. ) |

The structure of this Commission will offer the fathers
movement one or two parental advocate representatives, who will
work together with a variety of other individuals, to devélop and
make recommendatipns to Congress and the White House, on new family
pelicies that cover all family issues. We are excited by the
possibilities that this Commission offers, and we:will forward to
your personnel office hames of people for you to consider for your

three appointees.
WELFARE REFORM WORKING GROUP

Finally, Mr. President, is the work of the Welfare Reform
Working Group. We spoke at length with Dr. Galston about this
issue. None of the 15 fathers at the Oct. 7th meeting have been
invited to testify at any of the WRWG hearings. Our delegation of

responsible fathers have a strong desire to offer positive father-

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 3



parenting testimony and recommendations for consideration before
the WRWG makes its recommendations to you. We are prepared to
discuss péternity issues, welfare policies, as.well as marriage and
divorce reform recommendations.

FATHERS’ RIGHTS has written two letters to Dr. David Ellwood
and Bruce Reed, the two men serving as co-chairmen of the WRWG.
Neither letter has been answered. We have formally requested a one
day hearing for our‘delegation‘of responsible fathers, and our
varied numbers of supporter;, to present positive family policy
options for considération. American fathers have never been heard,
never testified, at the national level in any seriousrway. This
is our fathers failure and our responsibility. We accept this
fact. Previousiy there has not been a fathers organization with
a national. legislative focus.. However, we -are here now, and you
can benefit from our collective testimony.

We appeal to ydu, President Clinﬁon, to: direct the Welfare
Reform Working Group, to give the responsible fathers movementAthis
request for one full day of hearings. It seems as if Congressional
hearings on these issues will be delayed because oif the health care
debate that will last well into 1994. Therefore, we have no need
to rush the WRWG recommendations. Your Administration can benefit
from allowing responsible fathers to talk about positive father
parenting. By recognizing our responsible fatheré movement, you:
will give encouragement to marginal fathers to remain involved with

their children, rather than dropping out totally, and avoiding

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 4



their parenting responsibilities. Just allowing ﬁhis one day of
hearings can provide some incentive to fathers to recognize our
government is not totally anti-father. Your leadership and your
voice Mr. President, can make a big difference.

Mr. President, the only other suggestion we have to offer to
you personally, is really a request directed to your staff. We are
asking you to encourage your male staff members who are fathers,
to verbally participate in staff meetings on health, family, and
children’s issues. These issues are not just women;s issues. It
is a well known fact that men generally do not talk about their
personal and relationship feelings very well. * This is the most
legitimate criticism that women have about men. You can help break
this lockout by encouréging your "fathers" staff members to talk.
Maybe you can break the ice by asking questions of the father staff
members rather than making them volunteer their comments, Perhaps
with a richer discussion of family issues from all your staff
members, you can pull together the content for an effective family
policy address to the Congress and to the Nation.

As America’s #-1 father, we appeal to you to increase your
staff support to Dr. Galston so he can effectively coordinate
family policy legislation to positively assist the troubled
families of America. All we ask, Mr. President, is for you to put
some policy recommendations and programs behind your Father’s Day
Proclamation. You have already stated the value of fathers. All

we need, and all we ask, is for official government support to

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 5



maintain father involvement in the lives of their children. These
are the large majority of separated and divorced fathers who want
to be day to day parents, involved in their children’s education,
and just not weekend Disneyland dads that the Courts create through
every other weekend 1limited contact. Fathers, in cases of
separation and divorce need help. We are asking for that help NOW,

. from you Mr. President, and from Congress.

Thank you again for the Oct. 7th meeting with our American

Fathers Coalition of responsible fathers and for considering our

recommendations. By working together, we can help make “a

difference for America’s millions of innocent children of divorce:

-h».

President

cc: Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan, Senate Finance Committee
Congressman Harold Ford, Subcommittee on Human Resources
House Ways & Means Committee

PRESIDENT CLINTON - 6
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EEMILITARIZING DIVOHCE

as-h:

By Jenni Bergal
Fort Lauderdale Sun-Sentinel

It's probably biasphemous 10 say ﬂus.
but I'm beginning to think the whole ~
deadbeat dad thing has been blown way
out of proportion.

Thére's no question a lot of bums-out .
there father a kid and don't pay a dime-in-
child support. bome take off and are never -
heard-from again, Others live in the:~.
neighborhood but have no interest in -
seeing their own child. .

“The-U.S. Census Bureau estimates ono-
quarter of the 6 million women who were :

_supposed 10 get child-support payments .
received nothingin 1989. Another quarter
got only partial payments: .
That’s a terrible situation which mn’t
be: jJustificed by anyone, But there's another-
side.1o the story that's rarcly told.

« It's about dads whe do care about theie -
children and pay their support faithlully
and {ollow all the rules, but don't get to
see their kids,

Many of these cases involve dworcts in:
which the children become pawns in the
bitter-battle betwoen parents.

. Women who are-[rustrated and angry at
Aheir ex-husbands (requently cut off dccess:
1o the kids as retribution.
2. *Divorce-is 3 devastating situation, Il A
: ;bnngs oul feclings of denial, anger,

sometimes revenge,” says David L. Levy -
~ president of the Children's Rights Council; -

a national advocacy group aimed at

helping children of separation and divorce.

“*Peopic focus on their own problems. ..
10's-hard for them to separate their. -
children's needs from their own.” '
* Sa the custodial parent; usually the — .
woman, blocks or discourages the other-
parent {rom visiting the children.

~1.evy's group estimates about 6.6 million
childrenlive with a parent who has
.'Aopped or partially interfered with.
Yisitation, -

This abviously dossn’t apply to all

- divoroed moms. Many encourage their
kids to maintain positive, healthy

: rehunmhsps mlh their I‘athers.

)enymg fa hersaccess to chﬂdr en _

Fadmg to pay c/uld
mpport iswrong. But. .
-4t’s_just as wrong to -
- sever-a child’s right to-
 enjoy the company. af

{, . both parents,

Nor are all the parents who block

. visitation women, -

- Thé Census Bureau says 13 pcrtxm o!'
homes are now headed by single fathers.

" That means-there are about 2 million nons-

custodial mothers out there, some of whom.
are being refused visitation,

;- But the simple fact is that the woman:

usuaily ends up with physical custody of a.
child after a breakup, They are the ones -
mast-likely to bar theie ex-hustands from
seeing the kids. This should never happen
unless there are reports of child abuse or-

. the father's home environment is

completcly unsuitable for a child. .

And s ‘not'a. good enough excuse when
women argue that they've cut off access
just.because their ex-husband has (ailed to

‘make child support payments. -

One issue has nothmg to dowith thé
other.

© *Weve got to demilitarize divorce and:
provide mediation and incentives for

- cooperation,” Levy says. “Parents may be-

divorcing themselves, but they're not
divorcing their children,” . ...
Slowly, a lew states have begun to ,
‘recognize that obstructing visitalion is as - ..
serious a-problem as failing to.py child
support. Last year, Virginia passed a law
giving the court discrevion to change .

. custody when a parent intentionally -

mlbholds.‘\'lﬁntatton
= “In Yirginia, there-has been'a grovnng%
~ “awareness that it's important to collect =

‘ -f - much.to the dismay of child advocates:=.

- althon;h there's stafl in every state to v ".' ot

child support, but it's also lmportam fora = .}
child to have two parents,” says: La\vm e
- Gaughan, a family law attorney in--
Fairfax. -~

Jn New Jersey, a 1990 law mak o .
mterl’enng with acoess or visilationa .. . ..t
crime:-Violators face a maximum-of (ivé= . -
yurs in jail and a $7,500 fin¢.:But thelaw=s | -
~is rarely; if ever, enforced by prosecutorsy:x: .}

" *It's:a gender issue. [U' 'S easier to |hm"~‘
‘men:in jail than women,” says Brucezx - 15
" Gillman, past president of the New-Jerseys* ..}

" Cotincil for Children’s Rights. “It’s part of*"* 1
the bias that surrounds all these issues:-No': -
one really cares about the (ather-child = :
relationship.” el

 While jailing mothers who block
mnuuou may-seem to be an exireme =
measure, more and more fathers who:fail .~ .
to pay child support are ending up in the:w |
slammer..

So why should the law treat interference.-
- with visitation any dilferently?
The real national disgrace'is that ..

wete

enfaree child support laws, no such units-
have been'set up 10 deal thh access
probletm ..

- *Tliere are no programs and no money
Therc s very little mediation,” says Levy;~:
‘of the national children's rights groupiz

S0.how does a father [cel when he pays~
-child support, maintains a. nice house; dow
everything by the book and still doesn't gct
to see his kids? -

Hopeless and [rustrated, that’s how. -,

Fallmg to pay chiid support is wrong, r
But it's just as wrong fo scver a child’s
. right to enjoy the company of both -~ : . - >

ts. Children need to learn from and - "n .
m't\helr mother and their father. =wr & *-“f

Those who aren't given the chnnoe are i
thc ultimate losers, © i
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.BOX 5345

TACOMA, WA. 98415
206~-572~7340

' SEPTEMBER 30TH, 1993

Carol Rosco, Staff Director . o 3 _ ‘
Domestic Policy Offlce . s L e . - :
The White House-

washington DC, 20500

'RE: OCT. 7TH - WHITE HOUSE MEETING WITH DIVORCED FATHERS
ROSCO NEWSPAPER COMMENTS ABOUT MODERN FATHERING
REDBOOK MAGAZINE JUNE, 1993 ARTICLE ON MODERN FATHERING

Dear Ms. Rosco:

Your comments reported in the Tacoma newspaper, 9/29/93, A-5,

"I can talk about going to the pediatrician and buying
antibiotics as I assume some fathers could“ Rosco saigd, -
"But they never do." emphasis added.

reflect the "MYTH" about fathers as non- parents. Your comment is

“-reasonably accurate about pre-1970 fathers, men who took famlly

relatlonshlps somewhat. for granted, but your statement is totally

inaccurate for fathers post-1970, the modern father, like'your‘

boss, President Bill Clinton, and his able Vice President Al Gore,

men who are both actively involved fathérs, who are among the

"majority of responsible fathers, and not exceptions.

CARQOL ROSCO - 1



These recklessly used anti-father myths is one reason that a
delegation of 15 divorced fathers will be meeting with William
Galston on October 7th at the White House, to begin the process of

setting the record straight about modern fathers. -Perhaps you

might want to sitAin on the méeting and iearn about modern fathggg,
and what we are trying‘to do for the milliéns of children of
diQorce who are wrohgly 6eprived.‘of parenting by the fathers
because of governmental policies based on myths about the non-value

of direct parenting by fathers to their children.

Our,referenée.to challenge the accuracy 6f'your comménts‘about
fathers, doctors, and children, is the June 1993 Redbook magazine“
poll on modern father parenting éf their minor children. The
specific comment to rebut your assertion that’fathers do not take
their childreh for medical attention is found on page 82. See
attached article and boll resultgf Redbook is hardly a gender

biased pro-father publication so the information‘is credible.

| It is thé hépétqf\our déiégaﬁioﬁ'of fétﬂeré to urge<Pre§ideﬁt
€linton to back up his Father’s Day Proclémation with positi&e
domestic and famiiy'policies, father-friendly family policies,
relying on_"current“'social research about positive fathering,
rather than relying on outdated "myths" about non-parenting by pre-

1970 fathers.

CAROL ROSCO - 2



