It’s time to start listening to the people, Mr. Cauchon!

By Eeva Sodhi, Social Justice Critic

January 7, 2003.

If the Minister of Justice is not prepared to listen to the people of Canada, then he should resign.

On the 10th Dec., 2002 Mr. Jay Hill rose in the Parliament of Canada and asked Justice Minister Cauchon why he did not preserve the spirit of the Parliamentary report “For the Sake of the Children”[1] by legislating shared custody. Mr. Cauchon replied: “Mr. Speaker, as the member said, I believe that we preserved the spirit”.

Mr. Hill did not ask this Minister if he preserved the spirit. Rather, he asked why the Minister did not preserve it.

Mr. Cauchon and his Justice Department Cronies just do not seem to get it.  No matter how much of our taxpayer money is put into the family court system it cannot act in a child centered manner. The more money that is put into the family court system, the more will be utilized to create more employment opportunities to those whose only interest is the furthering of a certain political ideology and their own employment opportunities.  Expanding the courts by hiring more judges and hiring more court support staff will just create a larger bureaucracy with an even greater need to bring more families into the court system to keep the court machinery working.

 

A parent, usually the mother, who is bent on using her children as pawns and meal tickets will do so no matter how many mediation sessions she attends. A parent, who is determined to wield absolute and unopposed power over the children and their non-custodial parent, usually the father, will go to any lengths, including false allegations and perjury which go unpunished, to gain that power. 

It is more than curious to observe that though the relevant factions in the Department of Justice insist that false allegations are not a problem in family court, they as stubbornly refuse to collect, or accept, data in this regard. Ontario Judge Mary Lou Benotto made the following statement to the Advocates' Society Conference in Nassau, Bahamas on December 2, 1995:

“As stated in the Ontario Civil Justice Review, First Report, (p. 272) the single greatest complaint about lawyers by members of the public was with respect to the damage to family relationships caused by the allegations in these affidavits - where, it is widely acknowledged, perjury is rampant and, moreover, goes unpunished.”
Justice Department bureaucrats furthermore insist that family violence is a major factor, and prefer to refer to outdated and fraudulent “research” which was unilaterally conducted by interviewing women only by using questionnaires of dubious characteristics. The department has decided to ignore the factual data that are beginning to trickle out from the National Trauma Registry and its provincial counterparts, as well as from some police departments, which indicate that there are more allegations than there are substantiations and that women commit just about the same amount of abuse against men as vise versa.  

These same Justice Department individuals, who profess to act in the best interest of the children, carefully circumvent the fact that all reputable research shows that though fathers are more likely to be accused of child abuse, mothers are found to be the main abusers once the allegations are verified. 

Thus, the fact that false allegations are a main factor during divorce and custody proceedings, as well as the fact that mothers, not fathers, are the main abusers of children, is documented simultaneously. As is the fact that sole custody, which effectively removes the safety net that the other parent could provide against abuse, is detrimental to the children’s wellbeing. 

The only way for Government to act in the best interest of the children is to remove the profit from divorce. The higher the support and the more unrestricted the power of the custodial parent, the bigger the inducement that is presented to the parent who can expect to reap the reward. 

"child" support, if any, should be just that: CHILD support, given directly to the child by each parent and not for the use of the recipient parent's household as is the case now. 

Presently the support paying parent is obliged to support two residences that are sufficient to house the children if he wishes to have them for overnight visits: one for the mother's household and one for himself. That, of course, often is a mission impossible. A father who cannot provide suitable accommodation for the children's visits has no choice but to withdraw from their lives.

That considered, it sounds hollow that rather than asking why fathers do not see their children more often, the Department of Justice Canada contractors ask fathers the irrelevant question if they consider themselves to be good fathers and then ask mothers to verify that, as is done in the plethora of publications that are found on the Department of Justice Canada Website, for example the “Keeping Contact with Children: Assessing the Father/Child Post-Separation Relationship from the Male Perspective” by Celine de Bourdais et al. 

No matter how hard I looked I saw no "male perspective" in the document, nor did I see one valid question in it. It is very clear that researchers and bureaucrats with the Justice Department have been duly trained to 

· "make a careful choice about which indicators are going to be applied, because you want the indicators to reflect the gendered approach you are developing" [Diversity and Justice: Gender Perspectives IV. Gender Equality Analysis in Research and Statistics]
dutifully design their methodologies with the predetermined outcome that fathers are perfectly happy with their status as walking wallets. 

 

The Minister of Justice is an elected member of the government. The civil servants who work in any given ministry are answerable to the minister, not the other way round.  The minister is accountable to the people of Canada.  But it seems that here in Canada, Justice Department bureaucrats are running the ship in Ottawa.  The recent gun control fiasco is yet another example of a Justice Department out of control.

Mr. Cauchon, recently reiterated, word for word what his predecessor had said several years ago, namely that the interests of all Canadians had to be considered. It is prudent to ask who the Justice Minister considers to be all Canadians as the people of Canada have told the Minister, and his predecessor, Anne McLellan, in no uncertain terms, that according to the majority of us, men and women alike, only shared physical custody is in the best interest of the children, each parent being responsible for all aspects of the children’s life, including financial support while the children are in his or her care.  Public polls clearly reflect this to be the wishes of Canadians.

The only ones who seem to be telling the Minister otherwise are those in an ideological fringe movement, whose only interest is to advance their political agenda, and the divorce industry workers who reap a financial bonanza. Not to mention the hundreds, maybe thousands, of “gender equity specialists” who work in the various government departments, duplicating each others’ work and making sure that all research contracts are channeled to those who share their ideology, no matter what the consequences to Canadian children and their parents.

If the Minister of Justice is not prepared to listen to the people of Canada who have elected him, he should, and must resign.

_____________________

1.) For the Sake of the Children, by Joint Senate/House Committee

· Summary of Recommendations: http://www.canlaw.com/reform/recommend.htm
· Full Report: http://www.parl.gc.ca/InfoComDoc/36/1/SJCA/Studies/Reports/sjcarp02-e.htm
More commentaries by Eeva Sodhi at http://fathersforlife.org/Sodhi/toc.htm
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