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What an exciting time to 

be a member of the 

Canadian Equal Parenting 

Council. Last month we 

told you the history of the 

Private Member Bill for 

equal parenting.  

This month, weôre going to 

tell you about the future! 

From the collective efforts 

of many, many people 

from the original F4J bill, 

through the Newcastle 

Summit, through the 

Legislative Action 

Committee, and now 

Get your fingers ready! PMB Progress Report 

 

The Canadian Symposium on Parental Alienation Syndrome 

 
The CSPAS was another 

great and momentous 

occasion that showed the 

true unity of spirit in our 

movement. Attendees 

included leaders and 

members from many of 

our CEPC member 

organizations. 

I believe at one point I 

counted 38 people I knew 

in the room! What a great 

feeling that was! 

All of the presenters and 

some members of the 

media made themselves 

very available to us, often 

joining us for lunch or 

  

through the CEPC Board 

of Directors, and Gene 

Colman and Brian 

Ludmer, a final version 

Private Member Bill now 

sits awaiting approval by 

Legislative Counsel. Much 

thanks to Doug Ward.  

We are on the brink of one 

of our greatest joint 

achievements to date and 

let this be your notice now 

that everyone must get 

ready to lobby their MP 

and media hard for this 

bill.  

We are now preparing 

both an Executive 

Summary and breakdown 

of the bill in anticipation of 

its public announcement 

by one of the several MPs 

now willing and available. 

Let your friends, family, 

the guy next to you on the 

train and everyone at your 

work know about this bill 

and when the time comes, 

provide them the literature 

to call and lobby their MP 

too. It took all of us to get 

here, itôs going to take all 

of us to make it work! 

  

dinner and freely sharing 

their opinions, advice and 

their work on behalf of 

alienated children and 

their target parents. 

This was no doubt a 

landmark occasion and 

will prove to be pivotal in 

further entrenching the 

need for a presumption of 

equal parenting. A 

sentiment echoed by 

several presenters from 

both Canada and the US.  

Lawyers Gene Colman 

and Brian Ludmer were 

both presenters at the 

conference. 

Gene has subsequently 

been a great force for us 

in the media equating the 

damages of parental 

alienation with the need 

for equal parenting. 

We would like to thank the 

Founder of the CSPAS, 

Joe Goldberg and the 

many organizers, 

sponsors and presenters. 

Our movement enjoyed a 

great week in the media. 

The following pages 

include a brief summary 

and some of the highlights 

of the presenters and the 

presentations. 

  

 ñHatred is not an 
emotion that comes 
naturally to a child. It 
has to be taughtò 

The Honorable 
Justice John Gomery  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Gomery


       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

The Family Advocate 

ñParental alienation 

equates to tribal warfareò. 

Dr. Campbell makes the 

very interesting and valid 

argument that 

professionals in a divorce 

situation can polarize 

parents. 

His presentation is that 

there are not enough 

professionals trained in 

alienation. He also claims 

that the way in which tests 

and assessment are given 

and evaluated affects the 

results of those tests. 

Why Doesnõt Parental Alienation Occur More Frequently  

Dr. Terrence Campbell ð www.campsych.com 

Gene said, ñJudges used 

to say children are healed 

in time. Except in cases of 

alienation.ò 

Gene Colman, family law 

lawyer and CEPC Director 

ran through his very 

interesting trends analysis 

of 74 parental alienation 

cases in Canadian case 

law. 

Time is the enemy in a 

parental alienation case. 

Here are some of the 

highlights of Geneôs study 

and his impressions. 

PA in Canada ð Trends Analysis                                                           

Gene Colman w/guest appearance by Carey Linde ð www.4famlaw.com 

Dr. Caddy ran us almost 

step by step through a 

couple of cases he had 

been involved in which 

highlight the power of 

mind control.  

Alienation can come in 

many forms.  

Parental Alienation and the Dynamics of Mind Control      

Dr. Glenn Caddy 
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Dr. Campbell says 

relevant empirical data on 

alienation is ignored and 

not relied on.  

He boldly stated that all 

separations must begin 

with the premise that joint 

physical custody is better 

than sole custody. He 

points out that children 

fare better, and suggests 

the court should have 

compelling, reliable 

evidence of detriment to 

the child before granting 

sole custody.  

Dr. Campbell was one of 

several presenters who 

pointed out that 

professionals sow the 

seed for PAS in children 

and suggests that experts 

who deny clear indications 

of PAS must be vigorously 

cross examined on their 

methods and evaluations. 

Dr. Campbellôs statements 

are sure to cause a stir! 

 
  

50 cases dad alienated 

24 cases mom alienated 

50 cases the judge 

changed the residence 

In 31/50 cases where 

judge changed the childôs 

residence, custody went 

from mom to dad. 

19/50 custody changed 

from dad to mom. 

In 26/31 cases where 

mom lost custody, she 

was granted access. 

12/19 dad granted access. 

Geneôs impressions: 

Mom more often the 

alienator parent. 

Dads are more likely to 

lose residency of the child. 

Mom has a better chance 

of getting access.  

Dads more often ordered 

into counseling. 

Important note: 5 cases 

have been appealed by 

dads and all 5 won. 

Carey Linde spoke about 

the very important PAA 

case AA vs. SNA 

 

  

Dr. Caddyôs cases were 

disturbing but certainly 

were effective in showing 

the extreme behavior a 

person under the 

influence of mind control 

techniques can and will 

participate in including a 

young girl who was 

convinced to throw her 

baby down repeatedly 

until the baby died. 

This is obviously a case of 

alienation in the extreme, 

but a fair warning of the 

possible tragic 

consequences. 
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Dr. McKay is well known to 

most childrenôs advocates 

in Ontario, and hopefully 

across Canada. She has 

been a strong proponent 

for equal parenting for 

some time. We all greatly 

enjoyed her presentation. 

Dr. McKay made the point 

that if there is any time to 

act together, it is when in 

the terror of divorce. 

Dr. McKay suggests 

default joint parenting as a 

solution, along with 

revisiting the best interests 

of the child, reforming the 

OCL and limitations on the 

collateral information. 

She spoke of systemic 

alienation and advises that 

kids be kept out of the 

hands of what she calls, 

professional alienators. 

Do Professionals Aid and Abet Parental Alienation?            

Dr. Marty McKay   

 

Bob Finlay said the goal of 

the mediator should be to 

reestablish contact and 

communication quickly. To 

implement court ordered 

remedies and to transform 

relationships.  

Mediator roles include: 

1) Neutral facilitator ï 

should not pick sides 

2) Educator ï provide 

literature on child 

development, the family 

systems approach, the 

affects of PAS on a child, 

dealing with a childôs 

resistance, books and 

articles and strategies to 

encourage visitation. 

Mediation Strategies in Managing PAS Disputes                 

Bob Finlay 

 

ñOnly 20% of children in high 

conflict families become 

alienated.ò 

ñAnything not joint 

physical custody and 

decision making is 

moving towards 

parental alienation.ò 

  

She classified these 

professional alienators into 

two tiers. 

Tier 1 alienators include: 

1) Judges who use interim 

orders, allow the process 

to be prolonged and thus 

maintain the status quo. 

2) Lawyers who fuel the 

fires and who will win at 

any cost for their client, the 

parent. They do not see 

the kids. 

3) Childrenôs lawyers who 

resort to óquick and dirtyô 

assessments with no 

authority to diagnose and 

no child development 

training.  

4) Assessors and 

Psychologists 

5) Mediators 

Tier 2 alienators include: 

1) Child Welfare agencies 

2) DV agencies 

3) Mental health 

professionals. 

4) Schools with issues 

such as ADHD and putting 

children on psychotropic 

drugs. 

5) Treatment centers, 

abuse counselors, 

pediatricians and 

psychiatrists.  

Dr. McKay points out that 

alienators need backup 

from professionals. 

Dr. McKay says the law 

should reflect the need to 

protect childrenôsô rights 

and hold all conspirators 

culpable. 

  

3) Referral broker ï 

clarifying what resources 

are needed and the 

criteria for selection, 

knowledge of community 

resources, recommend list 

of referrals and how to 

approach professionals. 

4) Case Manager ï 

organize network 

meetings, write and 

distribute any agreements, 

check up on follow 

through, communicate 

with the parents, and 

summarize any reports. 

Sometimes mediator is 

more of the role of 

parental coordinator. 

He points to some of the 

traps that mediators fall into:  

1) Jumping to conclusions: 

Most children in high conflict 

cases become alienated. 

PAS is just a legal strategy. 

If one child is alienated, all 

will be alienated. 

2) Get in over your head: 

going solo, an unclear 

agenda and goals, 

underestimating the power 

of a family system, 

mediating too much too 

quickly, and a thin skin. 

Finlay says complaints are 

embedded wishes and that 

all mediators should:           

Fish for the Wish 
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Dr. Baker gave a riveting 

talk on her study of adult 

children of parental 

alienation.  

She said there are 8 

behavioral manifestations: 

1) Campaign of 

denigration described in 

the statement:ò Everything 

Mom/Dad does is stupid 

and I never loved her/him. 

2) Weak, frivolous and 

absurd reasons for the 

campaign of denigration 

such as: ñDad/Mom slurps 

his/her soup and makes 

us go to Disney World.ò 

3) Lack of ambivalence 

about the alienating 

parent such as: ñI love my 

mother/father to death.ò 

4) The Independent 

thinker phenomenon: ñI 

have free will and 

Mom/Dad has nothing to 

do with my decision to 

never see you again.ò 

Adult Children of Parental Alienation Syndrome                    

Dr. Amy Baker ð amyjlbaker.com 

 

Dr. Baker offers some very 

important strategies and 

advice for parents who are 

being alienated from their 

child. 

1. Donôt take the bait of the 

alienating parent. 

2. Donôt take what your child 

says personally. 

3. Hold yourself to the 

highest standard possible. 

4. Separate the message 

from the messenger.  

Strategies and Advice for Target Parents      

Dr. Amy Baker 

 

Pick up a copy of Dr. 

Amy Bakerôs book,        

ñI Donôt Want to 

Chooseò 

ñBe creative in keeping 

contact. Appeal to all 

the childôs senses 

including olfactory to 

create and ignite strong 

and happy memories.ò 

  

5) Absence of guilt about 

the treatment of the 

targeted parent. 

ñMom/Dad doesnôt 

deserve to see me.ò 

6) Reflexive support for 

the alienating parent: ñI 

donôt need to see any of 

your papers or hear your 

side. I know Mom/Dad is 

right.ò 

7) Presence of óborrowed 

scenariosô: ñI only want 

good childhood memoriesò 

8) Rejection of the 

extended family of the  

target parent. ñI donôt need 

to go to Grandmaôs 

funeral. I never loved her 

anyways.ò 

She makes the interesting 

comparison with children 

who are actually abused. 

Abused children do not 

typically reject the abusive 

parent, rather they blame 

themselves. Children who 

have been abused do not 

proudly and widely 

discuss the abuse or deny 

positive aspects of the 

relationship with their 

parent or negate the past. 

They do not worship their 

other parents and do not 

reject their extended 

family. 

Dr. Baker outlined some 

of the controversies that 

surround PAS: 

1. It canôt be subject to 

controversy or it could be 

misused. 2. When children 

choose sides they are 

choosing the better 

parent. 3. PAS harms 

women and is a tool for 

abusive fathers to gain 

custody of the kids. 4. 

Gardner was self-

published and was a hired 

gun. 5. PAS is uniformly 

discredited.  

Her main message is 

never give up hope. 

   

  

  

5. Use responses that avoid 

being too passive or too 

reactive. 

6. Have empathy for your 

child. 

7. Be different than the 

alienating message your 

child is receiving. 

8. Always show up for pick 

ups and drop offs. 

9. Get lots of support. 

10. Document, document, 

document.  

Dr. Baker suggests getting a 

team of legal and mental 

health professionals to help 

you and your child. 

Her greatest advice was this: 

NEVER GIVE UP HOPE 

NEVER GIVE UP ON YOUR 

CHILD 

LEAVE A TRAIL OF BREAD 

CRUMBS FOR THEM 

GET LOTS OF SUPPORT 

BE CREATIVE IN KEEPING 

IN TOUCH. 
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Dr. Sauber made one very 

interesting point I would 

hate to get lost in the body 

of his summary. 

Evaluators and assessors 

have a very high rate of 

complaints against them 

in custody cases and that 

may be one of the 

reasons more qualified 

professionals are not 

joining the ranks. He even 

expressed receiving death 

threats, as did other 

presenters. The people at 

this conference are truly 

pioneers in their fields. 

Dr. Sauber explained that 

having a court appointed 

or agreed upon evaluator 

Forensic Evaluations                                                                                 

Dr. Richard Sauber 

 

If any of you have ever 

met David Levy, you know 

he is a real character and 

an enigmatic personality. 

First of all, many of us, 30 

I think, were honored to 

have David Levy and 

Jayne Major of the 

Childrenôs Rights Council 

join us for a pre-

conference dinner on the 

Thursday evening. It was a 

great team building 

evening and put us all in a 

great mood heading into 

the weekend schedule.  

David says our job as 

parents is to make sure 

our kids grow up to be the 

happy and healthy adults 

they were meant to be. 

Increasing Public and Policy Maker Response to PAS   

David L Levy, JD ð www.crckids.com 

 

ñIn determining the 

best interests of 

children, the PAS 

evaluation is 

usually done as a 

last resortò. 
 

ñState the differences in 

child behavior in cases 

of child abuse versus 

cases of parental 

alienationò 

  

is considered óimpartialô 

whereas a retained 

evaluator is open seen as 

óthe hired gunô.  

He said that unfortunately 

in determining the best 

interests of children, the 

PAS evaluation is usually 

done as a last resort. 

He describes allegations 

of sexual abuse of the 

child as the A-Bomb. 

Dr. Sauber says to do a 

proper PAS assessment a 

psychologist must do a full 

case study including study 

on the individuals and 

parent and psychological 

testing. They must use 

their clinical judgement 

based on what they know 

about PAS and use 

impartial collateral 

contacts. An assessment 

should contain family 

interviews, observations 

and review of all court 

documents.  

Also inline with comments 

by other presenters, Dr. 

Sauber recommends 

doing a check on the 

evaluators credentials and 

a question sheet such as: 

ñWhat do you know about 

parental alienation and 

where did you get your 

information from?ò 

 

He points out how that can 

be impossible when the 

disparity in the United 

States between money 

spent on child support 

collection ($40B) and 

parental involvement 

($10M) is 400:1. 

In Davidôs own divorce he 

thought of giving up but 

never did. He took a 

parenting course and 

joined support groups.   

David offers the following 

advice to targeted parents 

and those without regular 

access to their children: 

1. Get a good 

understanding of the court 

2. Create a parenting plan 

3. Keep a diary/journal 

4. Do not lead a victimôs 

life. 

5. Enjoy your kids 

company and donôt talk 

about your case. 

6. Send care packages 

and cards to your kids. 

7. Work for success and 

love your children.  

Influence the public, policy 

makers and the judiciary 

through: 

Letters to the Editor 

Open debates 

Talking to people 

Supporting social activists 
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Dr. Jayne Major is above 

all, passionate about kids. 

She describes the childôs 

relationship with the 

alienating parent as a órole 

reversalô where the child 

now takes care of the 

parent. 

She shard concerns of 

other presenters at the 

CSPAS that psychological 

evaluations can be quite 

problematic pointing to: 

Bias of the evaluator 

Being overly influenced by 

the disturbed parent. 

An unspoken policy of 

offering ómiddle of the 

roadô recommendations. 

With disturbed alienating 

parents, she says we must 

handle them or manage 

them, we will not fix them. 

The Macabre Dance of Abnormal Psychology-Family law and PAS 

Dr. Jayne Major ð www.breakthroughparentingonline.com 

I would like to highlight 

more of Brian Ludmerôs 

strategy in a later 

newsletter. I think his 

ótacticalô approach to 

family law and parental 

alienation, in the current 

system, is important for all 

Brianôs presentation 

begins with points for the 

legal practitioner who is 

acting on behalf of a 

target parent. Hereôs 

some highlights. * A multi 

faceted skill set is needed. 

On top of the expected 

legal knowledge he 

suggests lawyers review 

mental health literature, 

social sciences literature, 

Strategies for Managing the Legal Process in a PAS Case 

Brian Ludmer 

 

ñWhen parents know better, 

they do better.ò 

¶ I will always place 

the mission first. 

¶ I will never accept 

defeat. 

¶ I will never quit 

¶ I will never leave a 

fallen comrade 

  

She points to Judges who 

are not trained in family 

systems, child 

development, or abnormal 

psychology and have 

overwhelming court loads 

that affect their judgement. 

What prevails in court is 

not the truth, but the 

illusion of truth. 

Lawyers advocate for their 

clients and not the family 

or the children.  

Dr. Major suggests several 

solutions including 

compulsory parent 

education. She says that 

we must work quickly to 

óstabilizeô families to 

preserve the well being of 

the whole family, provide 

for prompt intervention and 

put financials in the hands 

of financial professionals. 

The Plan begins with:                    

50/50 presumed custody 

Tier 1                          

Case Manager     

Arranges a detailed family 

assessment, orientation 

and material about court 

processes, keeps all 

records related to family. 

Tier 1                          

Financial Advisor         

Acts as advisor, 

determines child and 

spousal support, handles 

any property and abuses 

of community property. 

Tier 1                    

Mediator                  

Orients parents with the 

process, explains the 

parenting class, gives 

information about 

paralegals and helps to 

develop a parenting plan. 

 
  

parenting capacity and 

best practices literature. In 

order to debunk expected 

óexpertô testimony and find 

appropriately trained 

assessors, Brian suggests 

knowing the Mental health 

practitioner professional 

standards and best 

practices for forensic 

investigations.  

Lawyers in a PA case ( I 

will extend that to any 

Family Law case ) need to 

show empathy but  remain 

emotionally objective, 

have leadership skills and 

the leadership ethos. 

Brian boldly warns 

lawyers acting on behalf of 

alienator parents to not be a 

óblind advocateô and points 

correctly to the LSUC Rules 

of Professional Conduct.  

Brian points out that legal 

practitioners and parents 

should be concerned if they 

hear their child ask for their 

own lawyer as it is a 

potential sign of the child 

being manipulated. He says 

the OCL is supposed to 

assess the best interests of 

the child, not just be a óblind 

advocateô. 

Brian references Sun Tzu 

on the Art of War as a 

mindset needed when 

dealing with a PA case.      

 

The Warrior Ethos 
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Dr. Bone makes the 

statement that humans 

are óborn to be bias.ô 

He says that alienation 

through history and pre-

history is an expression of 

human nature supported 

neurologically, 

linguistically and by 

memories. 

Dr. Bone says the coining 

of the name óparental 

alienationô by Dr. Richard 

Gardner was a necessary 

ingredient in recognizing 

and being able to treat 

children.  

Reaction to Dr. Gardnerôs 

phrase and description of 

PA ranged from portraying 

it as a shield for abuse, 

cult science and 

psychologists and 

evaluators who believed in 

PA became targets. 

Treatment for Alienated Children                                                     

Dr. Michael Bone  

 

The Case of Pamela Stuart 

Mills Hoch holds particular 

validity in Canada. She was 

the first alienated parent to 

have custody changed for 

the youngest two of her four 

children who were alienated 

from her by their father. 

She speaks from the heart 

about the need for proper 

reunification homes and 

procedures for alienated 

children and their target 

parent. 

Pamela and her current 

husband Bob run a house in 

Rebuilding the Ties that Bind ð The Rachel House                                                              

Pamela Stuart Mills Hoch and Bob Hoch ð www.rachelfoundation.org 

 

ñAs a child, Dr. Bone 

had a lamp that he 

thought was a gorilla. 

Think about the effect it 

might have had on him 

if he was never told it 

was just a lamp and not 

a gorilla?ò 

  

Dr. Bone points to people 

who he calls The 

Reformulators who 

manipulated Dr. Gardnerôs 

criteria and made the 

argument that alienation 

of a parent is because 

they have poor parenting 

skills such as being too 

lax or too rigid. 

The effect of this type of 

reformulation is that the 

role of alienating behavior 

is diminished, or made 

equal to the behavior of 

the target parent. 

Alienation is a distortion of 

reality and any biases 

tend to no longer be 

recognized.  

Dr. Bone equates 

treatment of a child of 

alienation to the treatment 

of phobias. One must first 

create the recognition that 

it is irrational to hate their 

parent, to reveal the bias 

and to desensitize them 

from the effects of the 

alienating parent. 

In treating alienated 

children he says it is 

important not to blame the 

source (alienating parent), 

to stress the childôs ability 

to individuate and he 

stresses the use of calm 

and rational analysis and 

humor. 

Dr. Bone mentions several 

extant or reunification 

strategies currently 

available through The 

Family Workshop, The 

Rachel Foundation, and 

Jayne Majorôs Breaking 

Barriers. 

Dr. Bone, I will never look 

at a lamp in the same 

ólightô again thanks to your 

cute childhood story. 

  

  

the heart of Texas that is 

specifically used for reuniting 

these families. They will not 

act without a court order, 

because they need that force 

and effect of the law to often 

get children to their home in 

the first place. 

Reunification is complete 

when the children exhibit 

respect for the target parent 

and any rules laid out by the 

target parent.  

Therapy occurs almost 

naturally as the family 

engages in every day 

activities such as cooking, 

cleaning and playing board 

games, and doing outdoor 

and other activities together. 

Therapy and reunification 

can take anywhere from 

weeks to several months and 

if done through Rachel 

House can cost roughly 

$3000 - $7000 for the first 

week and then roughly 

$3000 per week after that. 

There is no doubt this may 

be seen as a much ófriendlierô 

method than the now touted 

ódeprogramming centresô. 
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Perhaps one of the most 

interesting and colorful of 

the presenters, Dr. 

Demosthenes Lorandos is 

also a practicing lawyer.  

He also spoke of some of 

the detractors of PA. 

Undoubtedly important 

information for any 

alienated parent to have.  

Cherie Wood was a law 

student and social worker 

who erroneously stated 

that Dr. Richard Gardner 

used a sex abuse 

legitimacy scale in making 

his diagnoses. 

Is PAS Scientific?                                                                                         

Dr. Demosthenes Lorandos ð www.pasattorney.com 

 

Dr. Darnell began his talk 

by pointing out that 

through history we see 

that crisis can bring people 

together.  

In relation to family law 

and parental alienation, a 

crisis can occur if the 

parents fail to make a 

critical decision that 

causes the child suffering 

like a medical choice, or a 

decision about paying for 

college. He says that the 

break in the stalemate 

here comes when both 

parents recognize they are 

in a no-win situation. 

Dr. Darnell points to some 

recent tragedies such as 

Hurricane Katrina that 

have brought large 

numbers of people 

together in common goal 

Breaking the Stalemate                                                                           

Dr. Douglas Darnell ð www.parentalalienation.com 

 

The International 
Handbook of PAS 

In a study going back to 

27 past reunification 

cases, Dr. Darnell found 

that 9 went on to have a 

long term, reciprocal 

and meaningful 

relationship. 9 had an 

improved, comfortable 

but not close 

relationship and 9 had 

not sustained contact 

but knew they could 

communicate with each 

other if needed. 

  

Kathleen Faller who has a 

phd in social psychology 

and became Director of 

the Family Assessment 

clinic. Her work during a 

trial was later reviewed by 

top judicial members in 

the US and her methods 

were clearly stated to 

have been suggestive, 

coercive and 

untrustworthy. 

Dr. Lorandos 

recommends reading the 

International Handbook on 

PAS, Conceptual, Clinical 

and Legal Considerations 

written by Dr. Sauber, Dr. 

Gardner and himself, 

through Charles Thomas 

Publishers.  

Dr. Lorandos educated us 

on the use of Base Rate 

analysis. Base rate 

describes the general 

level of a phenomenon at 

a particular time and 

showed us how many 

incorrectly use and 

interpret base rate scales. 

As recited by Dr. Terrence 

Campbell, he knows that 

Dr. Lorandos is a great 

man from speaking to his 

patients, they call him Doc 

 

 and suffering. 

Timing is an important 

factor in breaking a 

stalemate. Crisis such as 

the new divorce of your 

ex-spouse, a drastic 

financial loss or a medical 

crisis can soften a persons 

resolve. 

He uses the dog whisperer 

as an example of ótapping 

into tendernessô and being 

able to show empathy. 

Dr. Darnell says crisis can 

work but is most 

successful if both parents 

are affected equally. He 

says the childôs safety 

must be protected and 

both parents must see the 

advantages to them and 

the child to work together. 

If these parameters are 

outlined by the court, the 

court cannot be seen to 

bluff. A circumstance we 

see all too often in courts 

today where a parent who  

is behaving badly receives 

multiple warnings. 

He relayed the story of a 

brave judge in the US who 

sent BOTH parents down 

to the jail cells in the 

courthouse and brought 

them back up at the end of 

the day. The shared 

experience was enough to 

dislodge the parents from 

their disagreements. 

Dr. Darnell has learned 

that there is always hope. 

He says reunification is 

different for the parent and 

the child and that unity can 

occur without professional 

help. 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 

The Family Advocate 

ñThe Legislation should 

be amended.ò 

Gwen is a lawyer and Vice 

President of REAL 

Women of Canada. She 

has been a proponent of 

shared equal parenting for 

many years stemming 

back to work done on the 

For the Sake of the 

Children report in 1998. 

She points to false 

accusations of child abuse 

and alienation being used 

as tools for custody and 

that the no fault divorce 

laws create loopholes for 

parents to use to gain the 

upper hand. 

Ms. Landolt points to 

How Legislation and the Courts are Encouraging PAS         

Gwen Landolt ð www.realwomenca.com 

Michael Gough joined the 

conference via link from 

his home in Texas. 

He is working to have 

laws enacted in support of 

internet visitation. 

To be fair to Mr. Gough, I 

am sure that there are 

scenarios where this 

would be a very fitting 

supplement to a 

Virtual Visitation for use with PAS Cases                                                           

Michael Gough ð www.internetvisitation.net 

Not a dry eye in the 

house. A must read! 

Pamela Richardson 

detailed some of the 

horrible journey through 

the process of her child, 

Dash, being alienated 

from her by his father. 

A Kidnapped Mind                                                                                        

Pamela Richardson ð www.akidnappedmind.com 
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changes in the criminal 

code that have created an 

increased opportunity for 

accusations of domestic 

violence that can wreak 

havoc on the target 

parent.  

She rightly points out that 

the concept of Best 

Interests of the Child does 

not carry over into criminal 

court proceedings. False 

allegations lead to no-

contact with one parent 

and an uninterrupted 

opportunity for alienation 

to occur. No evidence is 

needed, only the 

accusation.  

Gwen says the bias 

involved is a tactical 

advantage not made 

available to men and it is 

presumed incorrectly that 

the man is always 

responsible. 

Ms. Landolt reiterated that 

although the Divorce Act 

currently mandates 

maximum contact, access 

is seldom enforced.  

She points to the 

importance of changing 

the provincial laws such 

as the flagship Ontario 

Family Law Act which 

creates a double jeopardy 

for children and PAS.  

  

parent/child relationship, 

but I think we would be 

rue to see it used as a 

substitute for physical 

contact and interaction 

between parent and child.  

Mr. Gough is the leading  

expert on Virtual Visitation 

for use in divorce, custody 

and parental alienation 

cases. He is responsible 

for the first 4 virtual 

visitation laws in the 

United States and he has 

been recognized in 

various publications 

worldwide.  

Mr. Gough has his own 

publication called ñThe 

Virtual Visitation 

Handbook.ò 

  

We were all given a copy 

of Ms. Richardsonôs book 

on the first day and by the 

time she presented, most 

had stayed up all night to 

read it, or like me, had 

jumped to the ending to 

find out what happened! 

The end result of the 

severe alienation of the 

parent/child relationship 

ended as we know it has 

ended before, with her 16 

year old son jumping off a 

bridge and plunging to his 

death on New Years Day. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Family Advocate 

It is no secret that Canadaôs family-dispute system is dysfunctional: prohibitively expensive, highly 

unpredictable, and lacking any semblance of fairness. It is supposed to deliver outcomes that are in ñthe 

best interests of the child,ò but rarely achieves this objective, and generally diverges further from it the 

longer a case remains in the system. Who is to blame for this state of affairs?  

If you ask Justice Harvey Brownstone, parents themselves are to blame for not letting go of their 

hostilities toward each other and for fighting over trivialities. While that might be a proximate cause, in 

a deeper sense parents are usually responding rationally to the perverse incentives set up by a winner-

takes-all system administered by incompetents.  

Brownstone admonishes separated parents to get along for the sake of their children: do not speak 

negatively about the other parent, do not argue in front of the children, and do communicate on 

important matters such as medical needs. Yet there is a long line of cases in which judges (mistakenly) 

opine that shared parenting is not suitable for parents who cannot get along. Thus the parent who is 

likely to gain primary residential care of the children should hostilities persist has every incentive to 

inflame every situation.  

  

Which parent is that? A large-scale survey of family-court cases in Ontario since 2000 reveals that in 

almost 80% of the contested cases, costs are awarded against the father. That gives a reasonable 

indication of a father's chances of success in family court. Nearly always, he is relegated to the status of 

a visitor in his child's life, and reduced to the psychological state of an ATM. Justice Brownstone, like 

his brothers and sisters on the Bench, must have an extremely low opinion of fatherhood if he endorses 

this result.  

  

I represented a father who sought a Special Chambers application to deal with custody. This process 

took several months. Affidavits were finally exchanged, and confirming letters setting out each sideôs 

case were sent to the judge. But when it came time to make submissions, the motherôs lawyer, a Queenôs 

Counsel, stated that she had ñjustò been told that the child had been diagnosed with ñwater on the brain,ò 

and therefore could not take the school bus to and from the fatherôs residence. I objected, futilely, that 

this evidence was not in the Affidavits, was not tested by cross-examination, and I had no opportunity 

even to ask my client about it since it had been sprung on me at the very last minute. Still, the evidence 

was admitted, and custody was summarily awarded to the mother. 

  

It took another 8 months to get the truth into Court. The mother, a nurse, had secretly set up an 

appointment to deal with some sinus problems the child had been experiencing for a while. At the time 

she swore her final affidavit, a full week before our court appearance, she told her lawyer about the 

childôs need to have tubes inserted again to drain his sinuses. This was misrepresented as the much more 

serious problem of ñwater on the brain.ò Although the father was successful on the second application, 

when I asked for costs for the aborted first application, Justice Donald Lee stated that he found nothing 

wrong with either the conduct of the mother of her lawyer!  
 

Blaming the Victims ð Guest Column by Grant Brown                                                                                                                                     

A Book Review of Tug of War: A Judges Verdict on Separation, Custody Battles, and Bitter Realities of 

Family Court ð Justice Harvey Brownstone (ECW Press: 2009) 
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The Family Advocate 

Brownstone admonishes parents to separate financial issues from parenting issues. Yet family-court 

judges are so eager to award mothers exclusive use of the matrimonial home and begin the flow of 

"maintenance" that parenting issues usually get dealt with summarily on the basis if myths and 

stereotypes. Judges create the unseemly focus on money matters, while refusing to take access denial and 

parental alienation at all seriously. Justice Jack Watson, now on the Court of Appeal of Alberta, once 

went so far as to tell me it is not his job to "punish" mothers who deny access and engage in alienation 

tactics! The mother in that case left court with a big grin on her face, and soon after denied all contact 

between the children and their father. Like Pontius Pilate, Justice Watson said he found no fault in the 

father, then washed his hands of the affair and sent the father out to his crucifixion.  

  

Brownstone complains about parents fighting in court over Halloween and Christmas. But the only 

reason they do it is because judges entertain these motions and allow themselves to be manipulated into 

micromanaging the parents several times each year. Most of this nonsense would end instantly if judges 

dealt firmly and equally with routine matters, like this: "OK, whoever didn't have access last year gets it 

this year. If you were cohabiting last year, you can toss a coin to see who gets it this year. After that, you 

alternate years. Whoever gets Halloween (or Easter, or whatever the contest is over) in a particular year 

does not get Christmas that year, and vice versa. If there is a dispute about how to split the time, the 

applicant will divide the holiday into two portions and the respondent will take first pick of the shares. 

Costs of $1,000 are awarded against the parent who foolishly rejected this obvious and fair solution. Next 

Case!" 

  

If lawyers sat in court and listened to this no-nonsense approach for a day or two, and had to face their 

clients after a cost award went against them, they would soon resolve all such disputes among themselves 

in no time at all. Of course, there is little money to be made in finding low-cost, life-long solutions to 

routine family disputes, so the system isn't likely to settle on them any time soon. It is much easier for 

judges (and lawyers) to blame the victims of a dysfunctional system and complain about a lack of 

government funding. 

  

Judges sit at the apex of power in our family-dispute system. They are ultimately responsible for its 

outcomes. Until family-court judges clean up their own act by implementing a presumption of equal 

shared parenting and favouring the more cooperative parent in custody disputes, nothing is going to 

change significantly.  

Grant A. Brown, DPhil (Oxon), LL.B., is a former professor of ethics, and a former lawyer from 

Edmonton, whose forthcoming book is called, ñDeadbeat Judges: How Courts Disenfranchise Fathers.ò  
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ON THE PROVINCIAL SCENE 
 

ON- Osidacz Coronerôs Inquest ï Domestic Violence Policy Challenged 
 
The Osidacz Inquest has been unusual by normal standards of l domestic violence-homicide 

investigations in that questions are being raised whether the system failed both the victims AND 

the perpetrator. 

 

The facts of the case are sad. Andrew Osidacz stabbed his son to death, attacked his girlfriend and 

her daughter, and was killed by the police while holding his ex-wife at knife-point. Testimony 

indicated Andrew Osidacz was previously convicted of assault against his ex-wife and had 

subsequently refused counseling. The Osidacz family was represented by Walter Fox, ex-officio 

CEPC Director. 

 

While the inquest heard testimony from Ontario officials about victim safety programs and 

recently initiated intervention teams as should be the case, the question that hung over the 

inquest- one which was put into words by the Brantford Expositor- is whether the system also 

failed the perpetrator father by not having programs in place.  

 

"Right now, there's a gap in services," said Katreena Scott. "We need to do a better jobs of 

supporting fathers."  Dr. Scott is an associate professor in the School and Clinical Child 

Psychology program at U of T and testified at the inquest. With public hearings completed, the 

next step is the release of the Coronerôs Recommendations. However, as the Brantford Expositor 

stated:ò But perhaps the most important message to come out of this inquest could be that a 

greater understanding of the issues faced by men in domestic violence situations might also help 

to prevent future tragedies.ò 

 

It may well be that this tragic situation may have a positive outcome if it leads the provincial 

government to address the one-sided nature of its Domestic Violence policy, a policy common to 

all provinces based on the assistance to women while ignoring the needs of men. The 

stereotypical view of DV being an issue specific to the male-gender rather than a genderless 

social dysfunction is slow to change. Articles by columnists such as Barbara Kay are helping to 

spread the word.   

 

Nevertheless, the reality exits that there are about 525 Womenôs shelters nationally, but only a 

handful for men. The Federal Government has also turned a blind eye to the genderless nature of 

DV and has even ignored its own reports from Statistics Canada indicating DV is perpetrated in 

approximately equal measure by both genders. Indeed, both federal and provincial jurisdictions 

make pretence of the supposed wealth of programs available for abused men by even publishing a 

demonstrably vacuous national óDirectory of Services and Programs for Abused Men in Canadaò 

 

To date, Ontario has remained defiant in the face of overwhelming evidence of the genderless 

realities of DV. In 2007, the province proudly proclaimed expanded funding to its 2004 Domestic 

Violence Action Plan (DVAP) oriented totally to helping ñwomen and children affected by 

domestic violenceò. The issue is not with provision of required services for women, but rather 

their continued omission for men. 

 

The Osidacz Inquest provides an opportunity to pressure the provincial government to adopt a 

balanced approach to DV services which, if adopted, will spur changes across Canada. 

http://www.brantfordexpositor.ca/ArticleDisplay.aspx?e=1497501
http://network.nationalpost.com/np/blogs/fullcomment/archive/2008/04/22/barbara-kay-why-are-we-still-ignoring-straight-men-who-are-victims-of-domestic-abuse.aspx
http://www.phac-aspc.gc.ca/ncfv-cnivf/pdfs/male-dir-services-progs_e.pdf
https://ospace.scholarsportal.info/bitstream/1873/606/1/269571.pdf


 

We urge all coalition organizations and members to take this opportunity to make a strong 

statement on this topic to the Premier. Send the following message: 

 

ñThe Osidacz Inquiry indicates the system has failed both the victim and perpetrator. Mr. 

Premier, this sad event highlights again the antiquated thinking of the ñDomestic Violence Action 

Planò that focuses exclusively on women and children but ignores the needs of males. Domestic 

Violence is a genderless issue as research has conclusively shown. We urge you to use this 

opportunity to establish a balanced DV programs addressed to both gendersò 

 

Hon. Dalton McGuinty, 

Premier, 

Legislative Building 

Queen's Park 

Toronto ON M7A 1A1 

FAX:416-325-3745 

EMAIL: dmcguinty.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org  

 

ON- Grandparent Access PMB stalled in Committee 
 

Private Memberôs Bill B-33 providing Grandparent Access to children of divorce is 

stalled in Committee. Introduced in March 2008 by Ontario MPP, Kim Craitor, the Bill is 

reportedly being held up from public hearings due to unspecified opposition from the 

legal community. Grandparent access is already recognized in five jurisdictions (British 

Columbia, Alberta, Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and Yukon). CEPC wrote a 

letter in August 2008 to ON Premier Dalton McGuinty expressing community support.  

 

This is the time for all coalition organizations and members to put political pressure on 

Ontario. We urge everyone regardless of province to demand public hearings in 

support of Bill 33 on Grandparent Access. Send the following to Dalton McGuinty:  

 

ñWe support Bill-33 on grandparent access introduced by Mr. Kim Craitor MPP, and 

request that you instruct your Justice Committee to cease further delays and to hold 

Public Hearings.ò 

 

Hon. Dalton McGuinty, 

Premier, 

Legislative Building 

Queen's Park 

Toronto ON M7A 1A1 

FAX:416-325-3745 

EMAIL: dmcguinty.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org  

 
 

 
 
 

http://www.ontla.on.ca/web/members/members_detail.do?locale=en&ID=66
mailto:dmcguinty.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org
http://www.ontla.on.ca/bills/bills-files/39_Parliament/Session1/b033.pdf
http://www.ontla.on.ca/web/members/members_detail.do?locale=en&ID=2129&detailPage=members_detail_contacts
http://www.ontla.on.ca/web/members/members_detail.do?locale=en&ID=66
mailto:dmcguinty.mpp.co@liberal.ola.org


ANCQ ð A RETROSPECTIVE ON THE PAST DECADE 

 

Nos dix  dernières années , côesté : 

¶ 3 000 téléphones reçus et qui ont obtenu soutien, conseils et attention; 

¶ 1 040 courriels répondus qui racontaient leurs difficultés; 

¶ 100 rencontres personnelles; 

¶ 49 900 visiteurs sur notre site web; 

¶ 3 148 signatures, pétition pour faire amender la loi sur le divorce; 

¶ Notre diaporama fut présenté 

o  dans les villes suivantes :  

Á Baie-Comeau, Bonaventure, Amqui, Buckingham, Longueuil, St-

Jérôme, Jonquière, Shawinigan Sherbrooke, St-Georges de Beauce; 

o Aux organismes suivants : 

Á lôAssociation des policiers provinciaux, (les g®n®raux) SQ au Mont 

Orford, 

Á Aux délégués sociaux (Conseil régional de la FTQ) à Québec, 

Á FADOQ de Longueuil; 

¶ Nous avons participé à deux salons aux Galeries de la Capitale 

o Salons des Aînés, 

o Salon de la Famille; 

¶ Symposium « Pour lôamour de nos enfants », à Ottawa; 

¶ Forum de discussion sur le projet de loi fédérale C-22 sur la modification de la loi 

canadienne sur le divorce, présentée par la sénatrice Anne C. Cools; 

¶ 2ème Congr¯s Paroles dôhommes ¨ Montr®al; 

¶ 1 colloque sur la famille, présidé par M. Jean Charest, à Montréal; 

¶ Plusieurs déjeuners-rencontres avec ses membres; 

¶ 128 parutions dans les journaux; 

¶ 124 entrevues à la radio; 

¶ 78 entrevues télévisées; 

¶ Plusieurs rencontres avec les députés et ministres provinciaux et fédéraux, le premier 

ministre fédéral et les membres du Sénat; 

¶ 8 mémoires (5 en commission parlementaire); 

¶ Lettre expédiée au Barreau du Québec concernant les honoraires dôavocats, avec 

copie à 360 intervenants; 

¶ Plainte au Barreau concernant Me Goldwater ; 

¶ 2 poursuites intentées par Me Shiper de Calgary contre le Gouvernement canadien 

sur la Charte canadienne des droits et libertés; 

¶ Rencontre de lôANCQ avec M. Robert Douglas Nicholson, ministre de la Justice du 

Canada ; 



¶ Remise dôune lettre et dôune copie de lô®mission J.E. (¨ propos des prestations 

fiscales payées aux nouvelles conjointes) au Ministre des Finances, M. James M. 

Flaherty (26 avril 2007); 

¶ Remise dôune lettre au Min. de la Sant® et des Services sociaux, M. Yves Bolduc, en 

lien avec la poursuite du Rapport Rondeau (avec lôappui dôautres organismes)  

¶ Participation au documentaire de M. Bertomeu, LôAmour qui tue; 

¶ Lancement à Québec du livre De lôAmour ¨ la Haine (auteurs : Pierre Grimbert et 

Lise Bilodeau); 

¶ Salon du Livre à Montréal avec séance de signatures; 

¶ Salon du Livre à Québec incluant séance de signatures et entrevue sur la scène 

médias avec Mme Lachaussée de Radio-Canada; 

¶ Rencontre et association avec le CEPC; 

¶ Plusieurs appels-conférences avec les co-présidents du CEPC, M. George Piskor et 

Mme Kris Titus; 

¶ Dossier de demande des numéros de reçus de charité (à Ottawa); 

¶ Installation de Paypal sur le site Web; 

 

Voici la présentation de notre livre  :  

 

DE LôAMOUR ê LA HAINE 
 
En 1999, ¨ la suite dôune invitation de madame Madeleine Roy, 
journalis te pour la Société Radio-Canada, six femmes participaient 
à une émission qui allait changer leur vie. En effet, six mois après 
ce souper t®l®vis®, ces dames, en compagnie dôun groupe dôune 
trentaine de femmes et dôhommes, avec madame Lise Bilodeau en 
tête, mettaient sur pied un organisme qui viendrait au secours des 
nouvelles unions en difficultés à cause des complications inhérentes 
à ce que les co-auteurs appellent lôindustrie du divorce. 
 
Très peu de personnes connaissent à fond les aléas de cette 
indust rie et la majorité croit que les séparations et les divorces se 
font ¨ lôamiable ; un beau paysage avec un ciel bleu dira-t-on ! Ce 
livre démystifie cette illusion et démontre que le divorce est une très 
grosse industrie lucrative qui n®cessite dôexercer une 
discrimination pour assurer son opulence et sa survie. Sources et 
chiffres ¨ lôappui, Pierre Grimbert et Lise Bilodeau vous montrent 
dans quoi vous vous impliquez lorsque vous divorcez. À ceux et 
celles qui seront tentés de jouer le jeu du divorce en toute impunité, 
une alternative sôoffre ¨ vous : ce livre et son message, qui vous 
apprendra à gérer vos conflits et votre éventuelle séparation en ne 
jouant pas le jeu de personnes qui vous poussent à sortir la hache 
de guerre, car nous y sommes tous perdants ! 
 

 
 
 
10,009 rue Meredith, Québec, G2B 2K2 Site web: http//:www.ancq.qc.ca 
Téléphone sans frais : 1,877-847-3176 Courriel: ancq1999@videotron.ca 
Télécopieur : 418, 847-5381  

  

  

  

mailto:ancq1999@videotron.ca


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Family Advocate 

Judgment of Nathan J. Smith and its Significance to All Equal Parenting Groups in Canada.  

On March 11 2008, Justice Nathan J. Smith rendered his judgment in BC Supreme Court  No: 04 1156, 

VICTORIA REGISTRY - between KEN WIEBE (Plaintiff) and PIERRETTE BOUCHARD, ISABELLE 

BOILY, MARIE-CLAUDE PROULX, HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN THE RIGHT OF CANADA, and 

THE MINISTER RESPONSIBLE FOR THE STATUS OF WOMEN CANADA (Defendants). 

I will not go into the details of the case here. For those who want the background information, there are 

various articles and resources available on BC Fathers website http://www.fathers.bc.ca (registration required) 

and audio interviews available from the Pendulum Effect http://www.equalismactivism.com/?p=1502 

Justice Smith's dismissal of my claim has been widely reported as a victory for feminists and a serious loss for 

all the men and groups who have been defamed and slandered and libeled. But is that a correct interpretation 

of the judgment?  

Note carefully that Judge Smith acknowledges that the report IS DEFAMATORY! Furthermore, Judge Smith 

refused the defense of truth because the report is NOT TRUE. Judge Smith dismissed the case for one reason, 

and one reason alone: he said the Report was NOT FACTUAL, but merely editorializing or opinion. In 

Canada, "editorial opinion" is protected by the defense of "fair comment" - and that is the judgment. 

Regardless of whether we agree with the judgment, it is what he said and must be respected as written.  

Understand the precise nature of the defamatory report. According to all defendants, both government 

officials and academic researchers, the Report of Professor Bouchard was (and is) the absolute best quality 

academic feminist scientific research. Professor Bouchard is no lightweight academic, she was Chair of 

Women's Studies at Laval University and a frequent influential advisor to government in all matters related to 

women, families, children etc. Her research is highly regarded by government. In other words, Professor 

Bouchard and the Status of Women Canada have delivered to Canadians the best feminist research - and the 

best is very very bad indeed. 

No matter what your group seeks, you can use this: whenever your goals or recommendations are opposed 

(and they will be!) by a feminist academic or legal expert or whatever - pull out a copy of the Judgment of 

Nathan J. Smith in Wiebe vs. Bouchard and the SWC, and make the point clearly that the very best feminist 

research by the top Canadian academic feminists has been judged in BC Supreme Court as FALSE, 

DEFAMATION/L IBEL, NOT FACTUAL, and is merely OPINION - That is the Judgment of the BC 

Supreme Court.  

With this knowledge, you can (and should) defeat the foundations of all feminist legislation, policy, 

argument, statistics, and so-called research. With this judgment, your quest for Family Justice can overcome 

the previously-impregnable barrier of feminist opposition! This is a gift and a defense that you will all find 

extremely powerfully persuasive. Every activist for Family Justice can use this to good effect to help build 

momentum towards Equal Parenting!  

PS... with a bit of luck and a few letters, we might get a Parliamentary Inquiry into the undue influence of 

militant feminists in the Status of Women Canada and their persistent assault on Family Rights over the past 

thirty years.  

 

A Historical Lesson for the Future ð Wiebe vs. Status of Women                                                      

Guest Column by Ken Wiebe 
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Dr. Krukôs incredible 

research was finally 

recognized by the FIRA ï 

Fathers Involvement 

Research Association and 

in a bold article by Lorne 

Gunter in the National 

Post. 

The following statement 

sums up very well our 

commitment and the need 

for equal parenting. 

ñResearch is clear that 

children fare best in post-

separation relationships in 

which they maintain 

Child Custody, Access and Parental Responsibility                  

The Search for a Just and Equitable Standard ð Dr. Edward Kruk 

The definition of equal parenting has been a hotly debated issue for many years 

within the equal parenting movement. We have made the transition in the minds of 

the public, media and parliamentarians from Joint Custody to Shared Parenting and 

arrived at the now readily acceptable term: EQUAL Parenting. In the PMB draft bill, 

equal parenting is defined separately as both equal time and equal responsibility.  

Subject to subsection (5), in making a parenting order, including an interim order, 
the court shall:                                                                                                                                  
(a) apply the presumption that sharing parenting time equally between parents is in 
the best interests of the child; and                                                                                
(b) apply the presumption that equal parenting responsibility is in the best interests 
of the child. 

ñequal parenting responsibilityò includes joint responsibility for long-term decision 

making and responsibility for daily care during allocated parenting time, but does 

not include major decisions made by one parent during an emergency situationò 

Equal Parenting Definition 

CANADIAN EQUAL 
PARENTING 

COUNCIL  
 

5767 Summer Street, 
Niagara Falls, ON 

L2G 1M5 
 
 

FAX: 
416-635-5468 

 
E-MAIL: 

 
gwpiskor@sympatico.ca 

 
cepc.kristin.titus@gmail.com  

 
JOIN: 

MEMBERSHIP 

Weôre on the Web! 
See us at: 

www.canadianepc.com 

 

  

Canada, when parents 

disagree over the living 

arrangements of their 

children after separation, 

new evidence suggests 

that these conditions are 

best achieved by means 

of a shared parental 

responsibility 

presumption, defined as 

children spending at least 

40% of their time with 

each parent, rebuttable 

only when a child is in 

need of protection from a 

parent.ò ï Executive 

Summary. 

meaningful routine 

parental relationships with 

both of their parents 

beyond the constraints of 

a ñvisitingò or ñaccessò 

relationship, in which they 

are shielded from 

destructive parental 

conflict, and in which they 

are protected to the 

highest degree possible, 

from a marked decline in 

their standard of living. 

Contrary to current 

practice and dominant 

socio-legal discourse in 

  

 

April 25th is Parental Alienation Awareness Day 

 

Please do not forget that April 25
th
 is Parental Alienation Awareness Day. On the heels of the very 

important CSPAS, we should all be putting our best foot forward to spread awareness and put pressure 

on óofficial recognitionô of PAA Day. This can be done through proclamations at municipal, provincial 

or federal levels of government, letters to the Editor and the distribution of literature or posters about 

Parental Alienation. We would like to recognize the many efforts of Sarvy Emo and her PAAO group. 

There have been a few proclamations issued so far for Alliston ON, Sault Ste Marie ON, and Adjhala-

Tecumseh, ON with others on the go. 

Congratulations and our hopes for a successful PAA Day in Canada. 

 

Kris Titus & George Piskor 

Co-Presidents, CEPC 

 

mailto:gwpiskor@sympatico.ca
mailto:cepc.kristin.titus@gmail.com
http://www.canadianepc.com/join%20us.html
www.canadianepc.com

