JUNE 20, 2006 TESTIMONY

(Regarding this book ban trial)

1.
I want it on record that I object to this trial.  You made your ruling and denied my motion for relief.  It is time for you to step aside and let this matter be decided by a higher court.

2.
I contend that you, Judge Manzi, have ordered a trial to manufacture billable litigation that you intend to extort from me at the conclusion of this trial.  Since such a retaliatory, law-defying action would not be upheld on appeal, it does not concern me personally.  

3.
What concerns me is that those unnecessary attorney fees will ultimately be paid by [the Mother] with money that my son will never see.

4.
If there should be a trial on anything in this case, it should be on the child custody matter, which [the Mother] was able to gain by fraud, only because Judge Digangi denied me my due process rights to be heard, to present evidence, and to confront witnesses.

5.
In fact, you Judge Manzi promised me a second trial day if needed when you informed us that the trial had been cut from two days to one at [the Mother]'s hearing to postpone the trial.  If you recall, [the Mother] brought this motion three weeks before the trial date because representing herself had become too stressful for her even though she had not made a single attempt to satisfy any pre-trial task ordered by the court.

(Chances of a Fair Trial)

1.
What are really my chances of a fair trial before a judge who was so eager to ban my book that she overlooked the fact that the moving party did not even submit the book into evidence or open up the new equity case with the required service of a complaint on me?

2.
And how much justice can I really expect from a judge who called my book "irreparably harmful" without ever opening it?  

(Comments in the event that Judge Manzi claims that she reviewed my book)

1.
Since you have chosen today to claim that you reviewed my book prior to your ruling, I contend that you have colluded with Attorney Dow to tamper with the case exhibit file.  

2.
The two of you certainly have the motive.  By slipping a copy of the book into the file, Attorney Dow covers up her failure to submit the book into evidence in the first place.  And you, Judge Manzi, cover up the fact that you described and ruled on a book that you had never actually opened.

3.
I find it suspicious that both you and Attorney Dow are making the very same claim for the very first time at this particular moment in the case.

4.
I heard this claim for the first time just six days ago.  Attorney Dow is now claiming that a complaint in equity was served on me on March 2nd and that the book was submitted into evidence on that same date at the ex parte hearing before Judge Digangi and that you have had access to the book.

5.
First of all, a complaint in equity has NEVER been served on me, which I will swear to on my son's life, and second, if the book had been submitted into evidence at the ex parte hearing, which I doubt, then it should have also been submitted to me as the defendant in the case.  

6.
At the very least, Attorney Dow was obligated to inform the two of us of exhibits that she had previously submitted and I should have had the opportunity to object to her evidence.

7.
Since that was not done, it is irrelevant if the book was submitted at an ex parte hearing in another courtroom because it was NOT submitted in THIS courtroom on March 22nd.  

8.
If the court tapes, which I have ordered, confirm that the book was NOT submitted on March 2nd OR if I discover that the case file has been revised to support her lies, then I will be demanding that criminal charges and disbarment proceedings be brought against Attorney Dow.

9.
If it is confirmed that these crimes involve you, Judge Manzi, then I will demand that you face similar charges.

8.
If the book was submitted into evidence prior to the March 22nd hearing in this courtroom and if you, Judge Manzi, were aware of this and reviewed it prior to your ruling, then:

(A)
Show me where in your orders you indicate that you reviewed the book.

(B)
Show me where on the court tapes Attorney Dow refers to this exhibit and requests that it be admitted into evidence.

(C)
Explain to me why my claim that the book was NOT submitted into evidence, which I have expressed several times - in court-recorded testimony, in court documents, in the press, and on television - has never been challenged until my pretrial meeting with Attorney Dow on June 14, 2006.

(D)
Explain to me why Erica, Beth, and Matt at the Salem courthouse could not produce a copy of the book on June 16, 2006, when I requested the release of all exhibits and documents to me, including impounded files.

(E)
Explain to me why Ralph Finck (via Eileen in Lawrence) confirmed over the phone from Salem on June 16, 2006, that the book has never been part of the file sent to Lawrence from Salem.

(F)
Explain why I never received a copy of the book as the Defendant in the case if it was submitted as evidence and why I was not given the opportunity to object to this exhibit.

(G)
And explain why I never received the handwritten copy of the Complaint in Equity that I discovered in the case file on June 16, 2006. 

(Attorney Fee Comments)

As stated in my objection to this motion:

1.
The court documents are titled "[The Mother] v. Kevin Thompson."  Attorney Dow solely represents the self-serving interests of [the Mother].  She does not, in any way, represent our son in this case.  Therefore, her reference to A.B. v. C.D., 44 Mass. App. Ct. 63, 69 (1992), does not apply.

2.
I am the only parent representing the interests of my son in this case.  My book exposes the corruption in a Massachusetts family court system that discriminates against my son's gender and has cost him a balanced relationship with his only fit parent.

3.
Krock v. Krock states that as a general rule, a litigant must bear her own expenses including attorney fees, except where a statute permits the award of costs, a valid contract or stipulation provides for costs, or rules concerning damages permit recovery. 

4.
In item 12 of her motion, Attorney Dow makes an irrelevant reference to M.G.L. c. 209C § 9, which has absolutely nothing to do with the award of attorney fees.  The only thing relevant about this item is Attorney Dow's concession that there is NOT a domestic relations statute that provides for an award of attorney fees.

5.
You, Judge Manzi, wrote in your ruling on [the Mother]'s original motion for attorney fees that no statutory authority had been presented to the Court for an award of attorney fees pendente lite in an equity action.  

6.
My question to you is: What statute exists "period" that gives you the authority to extort the moving party's attorney fees from me at any time in an action that moves to enjoin my First Amendment right to free speech?

7.
I contend that Attorney Dow filed this frivolous motion with the knowledge that you, Judge Manzi, would do anything to retaliate against me if you thought you could get away with it.

(Income Comparison)

1.
The only disparity between my salary and [the Mother]'s salary is due to the fact that [the Mother] has never done more than the minimum required course work to maintain her teaching job.  I, on the other hand, have been at the top of the pay scale for ten years by taking the course work needed to get there.

2.
The small disparity in salary, which only exists because [the Mother] has been less motivated than me over her teaching career, does not prevent [the Mother] from having significantly more disposable income than me.  

3.
My current salary is $72,155.  [the Mother]'s salary is $66,252.  Add in the $1,000 of income in the form of child support, health insurance, and tax breaks that is transferred from me to [the Mother] each month and you have a $24,000 annual transfer of income.  The $12,000 that is extorted from me each year represents a $12,000 after-tax windfall for [the Mother].  

4.
So in effect, [the Mother]'s annual income is approximately $78,000, while my income drops to approximately $60,000.  Remember also that I am the only one who pays taxes on this transfer of income.

5.
Since [the Mother] walked out of a home purchased to be the home for her and our son, my living expenses are also at least three times [the Mother]'s expenses to live in her mother's home... despite [the Mother]'s efforts to pad her financial statement expenses by exaggerating her child care costs ($334.88!).

6.
This economic reality, which the Court pretends does not exist, allows [the Mother] to bring frivolous motions to the court that I am forced to fight pro se.

7.
An ethical attorney would have advised [the Mother] that she did not have a case before an honorable court and that her efforts to ban my book would ultimately be a waste of time and money.

8.
The fact is that [the Mother] brought her book ban request to the court in the hopes that she could conceal her crimes against me from the limited number of people who knew of our situation.  

9.
Since these mutual acquaintances who expressed an interest in the book obtained it long before the court's illegal order, and since the book no longer contains the names that [the Mother] wanted removed, there is no logical reason for her to go forward with this case.  The only one who stands to gain from this trial is Attorney Dow, who is taking advantage of an emotionally unstable woman

(Contempt of Court Claim)

1.
I have complied with every LEGAL order issued by this court.  Orders that are illegal are null and void and are not enforceable.  

2.
If a judge does not fully comply with the Constitution, then her orders are void and she is without jurisdiction, and engaged in acts of treason to the Constitution.


U.S. v. Will, 449 U.S. 200, 216, 101 S.Ct. 471, 66 L.Ed.2d 392, 406 (1980).

3.
It is [the Mother] who has the history of contempt of court orders.

4.
Since [the Mother] could not badmouth me otherwise, her entire case has been made up of perjury in legal documents, lies under oath, and false allegations to manufacture phony evidence for her case.  In fact, [the Mother]'s attorney has not communicated a single negative thing about me in court that was truthful.

5.
And despite the overwhelming evidence that I have brought to court on numerous occasions to prove beyond all doubt that she was guilty of these crimes, the Court has done absolutely nothing to hold her accountable.  

6.
Every single piece of incriminating evidence that would cost [the Mother] her credibility before an honorable and impartial court has been deemed irrelevant in THIS court so that THIS Court can believe every lie communicated by [the Mother] as fact and ignore everything communicated by me.

7.
Even when [the Mother]'s attorney brings up the topic, the Court has moved quickly to silence me.  It was relevant at the last hearing for [the Mother]'s attorney to make the outrageous claim that I have ignored numerous court orders throughout this case, but it was irrelevant for me to call her on this lie.

8.
Let's talk about contempt of court orders.

9.
It was [the Mother] who ignored YOUR pretrial order, Judge Manzi, and my numerous written requests to meet to disclose and pre-mark the trial evidence.

10.
It was [the Mother] who did not submit her evidence or her witness list until a week before the trial, four months after discover was to be complete.

11.
It is [the Mother] who screens her calls, blocks email, and has refused to accept certified mail in defiance of the final judgment, which mandates that "the parties shall communicate by email and in writing unless otherwise agreed between the parties."
12.
It is [the Mother] who uses our son as a pawn to play games with me regarding visitation... Court-ordered visitation depends on what mood [the Mother] is in that day.  My time with my son has been denied with excuses as trivial as a runny nose or ear infection.

13.
[The Mother] has denied visitations in the past by leaving messages on my answering machine at a time when she knows that I am not home with a promise that she will get back to me to reschedule.   She not only does not get back to me, but does not answer the phone or return my messages when I try to return her call.

14.
This is a woman who is so childish and protective of the delusional world of denial that she has created to live with herself that she now has unilaterally decided that all communication with her must go through her attorney.

15.
I would literally have a better chance of getting along with the Glenn Close character from Fatal Attraction.  At least the Glenn Close character had enough maturity and emotional stability to communicate with the Michael Douglas character.

16.
You want to see the damaging effects of a father's absence.  Look over at that table.  I have been a high school teacher for over twenty years to see the damage that is done when a father is not a significant part of a child's life.  I did my master's thesis on this topic twelve years ago.  I am the expert in this courtroom and my son is not going to become a third generation casualty of his mother's dysfunctional family if I can help it.

(Tone of Emails)

1.
Since Attorney Dow has a problem with the tone of my emails, I have saved every email and taped every phone conversation for the court to review.  I am curious what someone who is not being paid my [the Mother] to have a problem with my emails thinks.

2.
Are my emails all sugar and spice?  No they are not.  I speak the truth.

3.
I do my best to get along with [the Mother], but when her actions are childish, malicious, or harmful to our son, then I hold her accountable and call her on it.

4.
Unfortunately, the enablers in this system prefer to equate justifiable criticism of any kind as verbal abuse.  

5.
Attorney Dow knows this and takes advantage of this incompetence.  Since the facts and the law do not support her client's case, she resorts to lies about me.

6.
Her usual exploitation of the court's ignorance is to play the "angry father" card.

7.
What a convenient strategy.  Family courts steal the parental rights from fathers against their will - without just cause or due process.  They then extort significantly more than the actual child-related costs of the children who have been taken from them.  And then they fake moral indignation when these fathers express anger and outrage at this treatment.  

8.
This court corruption "theory," as Attorney Dow calls it, is not a theory at all since theories cannot be proven and every claim that I make is supported with concrete facts.

9.
The bottom line is that the injustice that I have experienced would anger any human being who has not undergone a lobotomy... and I apologize for nothing.  

10.
If it is not the "angry father" card, then Attorney Dow pulls out the "selfish father" card because I do not recognize Digangi's bone thrown my way of additional visitation every other Saturday.  

11.
What she fails to mention is that I told Digangi at the trial that I would not compromise away my parental rights.  I was not bluffing.  If I accept anything decided by him, that I can voluntarily ignore, then I accept the crimes and injustices that he committed against me.  

12.
I told him that if he ordered me to be a visitor in my son's life, then it would be on my terms until I could regain my parental rights.  My terms were not going to enable [the Mother].  

13.
[The Mother] knows how much I adore my son and the time that I have with him so she thought that she could have her cake and eat it too.  I threw a monkey wrench into her plans.  

14.
My lesson to her was "Be careful what you wish for."  If she was going to deny me my parental rights to my son, then she was going to experience as much sole parenting as I could temporarily sacrifice. 

15.
My lesson, which I had hoped would convince her to rethink her position, was not successful because people in her life stepped in to enable her and shield her from the consequences of her selfish decision.

16.
Unfortunately, the bleeding hearts in this system are unable to grasp the concepts of tough love, moral fortitude, and standing up for one's convictions.

17.
If Attorney Dow wants to play the "selfish parent" card, then two can play that game.  Maybe, [the Mother] can explain to the Court why she turned down a $20,000 U.S. Savings Bond in Patrick's name as an alternative to paying the $8,606 attorney fee extortion order.

18.
Attorney Dow tried to play the "he only wants custody to get out of paying child support" card at the trial.  This blew up in her face when I proposed 50/50 joint custody with the added condition that I document my child-related expenses each month and deposit the difference between the amount I spend and the amount currently ordered into a college fund for my son.

(Rebuttals to Dow's Lies)
Lie
That I was served with a Complaint in Equity on March 2, 2006

Fact
On March 2, 2006, I was served by a Methuen Police Officer with two 8.5 by 14, single-page documents, both titled "Proposed Order" with the word Proposed crossed out.  These were the only two items served on me.  One of the sheets had the docket number crossed out and replaced with an equity case number and the other document had the cross reference file written in.  Both sheets gave notice of a hearing scheduled for March 10, 2006.  Since neither document listed a time or place, I had to call the Court to get that information.

*
Alda Ferreira, my roommate at the time, and the Methuen police officer, who served the papers, are witnesses to the number of items served.

Fact
On March 10, 2006, Attorney Dow approached me in the courtroom at approximately 9:00 AM to hand me the following:

1.
Mother's Ex Parte Motion to Impound - dated March 2, 2006

2.
Ex Parte Motion for Temporary Restraining Order - dated March 2, 2006

3.
Proposed Order - dated March 10, 2006

4.
Exhibit titled, "References to DSS and Mother and Child's Medical and 

Psychiatric Information"

5.
Affadavit of Kathleen Moran - dated March 2, 2006

6.
Affadavit of Debra P. Dow, Esq - dated March 10, 2006

*
None of these items were signed 

*
This submission of documents was witnessed by Amir Sanjari and Alda Ferreira.

*
Not even on March 10th, 8 days after Attorney Dow claims to have filed a Complaint in Equity, did I receive such a document.

Lie
"Father informed Mother's counsel he has no outstanding discovery issues"

Fact
I never said any such thing.  In fact, I plan on requesting that [the Mother] identify the specific passages in my book that [the Mother] claims are either damaging or not truthful.

Lie
Father presented as angry and contentious.

Fact
I admit that speaking with Attorney Dow makes my skin crawl, but I conveyed my feelings about her in the same matter of fact tone that I am speaking right now.  Attorney Dow presented herself as childish and unprofessional, repeating the same lies to my face over and over as if saying them enough times would make them true.

Lie
Attorney Dow writes in her pretrial memorandum under "Stipulation of Facts" that I agree that the book contains identifying information including names and addresses. 

Fact
I agreed to no such thing and removed the names prior to the initial hearing before this Court.  In fact, Attorney Dow and I talked in detail about the specific time frame when the names were removed.

(The "Revised" Book as Evidence)

1.
Since I anticipated that [the Mother] would challenge my claim that the book had been revised, I brought a copy of the book into the court for the March 22nd hearing to verify that the names had been removed from the book.  Attorney Dow and [the Mother] were aware of these changes since I had informed them prior to the hearing.

2.
Attorney Dow's rebuttal, expressed to the lawyer representing me for the ACLU, was that I did not submit the book into evidence and that I even admitted to this.

3.
Of course, I admit to this.  I was not the moving party with the burden of proof to overcome.  I was certainly not going to submit the book and correct Attorney Dow's omission of evidence that should have sabotaged her case.

Dow writes in an email to the ACLU:
I am unclear how you can state that Judge Manzi did not review the book, as the Court has had a copy of the book since the initial ex parte hearing;

That is a LIE!.  If the book is now in the exhibit file then it was put in there after this court's book ban ruling.  
Your Motion makes it appear that this "revised" version was the subject of the Orders and is misleading; 

The revised version WAS the subject of the Orders since the Court knew that the book had been revised through my testimony and it was the only book that was, in any way, referenced at the hearing when I held it up.

I have to question whether you or your co-counsel have actually read this book and the court's orders.  Mr. Thompson uses references to [the Mother], her address, her employer, her salary, etc; 

As previously stated, her name and address were not in the book at the time of the hearing.
Your Motion fails to mention that the DSS 51A and 51B reports were impounded at Trial and only released to the parties in redacted form--again, this is misleading; 

The DSS report WAS NOT impounded at the trial. Absolutely nothing was impounded at the trial and neither party made such a request.  If the DSS reports had been impounded, then Attorney Dow should be able to reference that communication from the trial transcripts.  If the DSS report was released to the parties in redacted form, then my book contains the redacted form of the report since that is the only report that I have and which I cited.  

Mr. Thompson's book also speaks favorably of Judge Manzi.  

Favorably?!  How is that?  Because I make a single comment that she was King Solomon compared to Judge Digangi?
If every Judge or Court for which Mr. Thompson espoused his court corruption theories were forced to recuse themselves, there would be no court which would have any jurisdiction to hear this matter;  

That would only be the case if every judge in the state is as corrupt and/or incompetent as what I have experienced.  All I require is what every citizen of this state should demand - a court that respects Constitutional law, a court that is honorable and impartial, a court which recognizes that litigants have a burden of proof to overcome, and a court that protects a father's due process rights to be heard, to confront witnesses against him, and to present evidence favorable to his case.  

Regarding Attorney Dow's "no court would have jurisdiction" comment: 

If Manzi can call any criticism of a child custody case "irreparably harmful" to the children to restrain free speech, then no litigant in family court would have First Amendment protections.  Criticism of all family court cases would be restrained because they all involve children.  

(Anticipated Objections)

"Court Corruption theories"

Objection!  I object to the word "theories" used by Attorney Dow to belittle the truth of my claims.  Theories are claims that cannot be proven and I prove every claim that I make in my book.

"Lying Scumbag"

Objection!  Relevance.  What is the relevance of my opinion of Attorney Dow or anyone else in this courtroom other than to prejudice the court further against me, if that is even possible.  I wrote a book titled, "Exposing the Corruption in the Massachusetts Family Courts."  I think we can all agree that my opinion of you, Judge Manzi, and Attorney Dow is not very complimentary. 

"Angry and Contentious"

Objection!  Aside from the fact that it is not accurate, it is a witness account being conveyed by a person who is not under oath and who is being paid by [the Mother] to have a negative opinion of me.  I was no more angry and contentious than I am right now.

"Impounded DSS Report"

Objection!  The DSS report WAS NOT impounded at the trial. Absolutely nothing was impounded at the trial and neither party made such a request.  If the DSS reports had been impounded, then Attorney Dow should be able to reference that communication from the trial transcripts.  If the DSS report was released to the parties in redacted form, then my book references that redacted form of the report since that is the only report that I have and which I cited.  

"Refusal of additional visitation"

Objection!  Since Attorney Dow brings this up at every hearing and in every court document to try and badmouth me, I want the opportunity to respond.

1.
If it is not the "angry father" card, then Attorney Dow pulls out the "selfish father" card because I do not recognize Judge Digangi's bone thrown my way of additional visitation every other Saturday.  

2.
What she fails to mention is that I told Judge Digangi at the trial that I would not compromise away my parental rights.  I said the same thing before you, Judge Manzi.  If I accept anything decided by Judge Digangi, that I can voluntarily ignore, then, by my actions, I have accepted the crimes and injustices that he committed against me and my son.  

3.
I told him that if he ordered me to be a visitor in my son's life, then it would be on my terms until I could regain my parental rights.  My terms were not going to enable [the Mother].  

4.
[the Mother] knows how much I adore my son and the time that I have with him so she thought that she could have her cake and eat it too.  I threw a monkey wrench into her plans.  

5.
My lesson to her was "Be careful what you wish for."  If she was going to deny me my parental rights to my son, then she was going to experience as much sole parenting as I could temporarily sacrifice. 

6.
My lesson, which I had hoped would convince her to rethink her position, was not successful because people in her life stepped in to enable her and shield her from the consequences of her selfish decision.

7.
Unfortunately, the bleeding hearts in this system are unable to grasp the concepts of tough love, moral fortitude, and standing up for one's convictions and so Attorney Dow has taken advantage of that ignorance.

8.
And for the record, I have been requesting more time with my son for over a year and it was [the Mother] who refused your suggestion, Judge Manzi, to mediate and my request for over night visitations without a reason.

9.
If Attorney Dow wants to play the "selfish parent" card, then two can play that game.  Maybe, [the Mother] can explain to the Court why she turned down a $20,000 U.S. Savings Bond in Patrick's name as an alternative to paying the $8,606 attorney fee extortion order.

10.
Attorney Dow tried to play the "he only wants custody to get out of paying child support" card to badmouth me at the trial.  This blew up in her face when I proposed 50/50 joint custody with the added condition that I document my child-related expenses each month and deposit the difference between the amount I spend and the amount currently ordered into a college fund for my son.

YOU WANT TO TALK ABOUT HARM TO MY SON...

Let's talk about harm to my son.  Let's talk about the harm to my son that has been caused by the ruling in this court that handed sole custody to a wildly unethical, immature, and unstable woman.  

A ruling that rewarded the Mother for contempt of court orders, lies under oath, perjury in legal documents, and false allegations.  All committed in a court eager to believe whatever she said.

A ruling that has condemned my son, unless I can change that fate, to becoming a third-generation casualty of his mother's dysfunctional home.  

The Mother has abused her position as sole custodial parent since the day this court handed sole custody to her. 

Here is just some of the nonsense that I and my son have had to deal with on a regular basis thanks to the incompetence of this court:

Court-ordered visitation depends on what mood [the Mother] is in that day.

She unilaterally cut an hour from my visitation each day with the frivolous excuse that she now gets out of work later.  

Since [the Mother] does not bring our son to work with her, I asked why I could not simply pick our son up from where he is staying while she is at work.  She literally ignored the question and walked away.  This is her response to ALL questions.

She screens her calls and does not pick up when I call, she does not return my messages, she has blocked me from communicating with her through email, and she has refused to accept certified mail.  She immaturely avoids all communication with me despite the fact that I am always cordial and polite to her.

BTW, all of these actions are in contempt of the court order from the trial, which mandated that "the parties shall communicate by email and in writing related to issues involving the child, unless otherwise agreed between the parties."

The only calls that do occur are when the Mother calls me at 6:30 in the morning or shortly after I have left for work on court-ordered visitation days to tell me that I cannot have our son that day.

She falsified documents at day care where my son now attends a couple of half days a week by enrolling him with her last name despite the fact that my son's legal last name is Thompson.  

She pulled the same stunt at her pediatrician's office which could have dangerous consequences in an emergency since his social security card and medical insurance are listed under my last name

She has sabotaged numerous activities that I have planned for our son.

-
my son missed out on a Lowell Spinners baseball game

- 
he has missed numerous family events and special occasions

-
most recently my son will now miss half of his pre-paid swimming 

lessons, because his mother will not give me my son until 3:30, the time the class begins and an hour after my court-ordered visitation is scheduled to begin.

I will reference only last week to give you an illustration of who I am dealing with.

When I returned our son last Monday, I asked if I could have him an extra hour on Thursday to take him to a high school basketball game.  She ignored my question and walked away.  I said, "Excuse me. I asked you a question.  Can I have Patrick Thursday for an extra hour?"  She signed and said, "I guess so."

Tuesday I received an email from her saying that she changed her mind and did not want me to have our son until 8:30 because his bedtime is 7:30.

On Thursday, I came home an hour before my time with my son to a message.  The message from [the Mother] was that I could not have our son that day because she would not be home at 3:30 to give him to me.  She said that she would call me when she got in to talk about giving me my son on Friday.

When she did not call by 9 PM, I called her.  She did not pick up and I left a message on her answering machine to call me about getting Patrick for Friday.

She did not call back and I called again Friday.  I left a second message for her to return my call.  Again, I did not hear back from her.  I tried her mother, she did not pick up the phone either.

I called again Saturday and again did not get a return call.  Same story on Sunday.

When I returned home from work on Monday, I had a message from [the Mother] telling me that I could not have Patrick until 4 PM, because she had a meeting.

When I went to pick up my son, I politely asked her why she did not return my calls.  Her excuse was that she just changed from Verizon to Comcast.  I told her that the answering machine picked up and I left messages each time after the beep.  She said, I don't want to talk about this now and closed the door on me.  I also taped this exchange since I am not going to be the victim of another false allegation.  In fact, I have decided to tape all exchanges with her from now on for my protection.

What makes this custody case so bizarre is that I am a fitter parent than the Mother by every objective measure imaginable.  One hundred out of one hundred people who actually know the two of them would give custody to me if they had to make a choice that did not include the option of 50/50 joint physical custody.

Unfortunately, I am already seeing the effects of the Mother's parenting on our son.  She coddles the child and limits his physical activity to the point where it is only a matter of time before she turns him into a enmeshed, inactive, miserable, medicated little boy. 

Since [the Mother] is a social recluse who spends very little time outdoors, our son spends the majority of his time with her sitting in front of a TV watching cartoons, playing passively with his toys, or taking naps with her.  Our son tells me that he also sleeps most nights in her bed.  

She does not challenge him or expose him to other children and she has ignored my suggestions to put him in legitimate daycare full-time.

[the Mother]'s overly indulgent, lax parenting also threatens to convince our son, as it did for his mother, that the world revolves around him.  

When I have our son, I encourage him to interact with others and develop his self-reliance and social skills.  I also make it a priority to have him outside so that he can get the healthy exercise and fresh air that he does not get with his mother.  It has been a struggle because it is not a part of his everyday routine.  We will go on walks and within fifty yards I start getting the complaint, "Daddy, I'm tired, pick me up."

My son gets more exercise, mental stimulation, and social interaction in the ten hours that he has with me each week than he does in the other 158 hours of the week with his mother and grandmother.  I take my son fishing, bowling, ice-skating, swimming, sledding, to the beach, the movies, amusement parks, museums, libraries, the park, sporting events.  We sing songs, we dance, we act silly, we play hide and seek, we go on hikes, we play tag, we put together puzzles and read together, we play catch, we fly kites, and we ride bikes.

The Mother and maternal grandmother will argue that our three year-old son is doing just fine in their care.  I would agree that our son is hanging in there and he has certainly benefited from their care and guidance in some areas, but I would also argue that his current "all-around" well-being has less to do with his mother and grandmother's efforts and more to do with my efforts to deprogram their attempts to raise a clingy, needy child.  It is becoming more and more critical that I have more influence in my son's life before it is too late.

My persistent efforts in and outside of court to fight this corrupt system will never end until I have changed the system and modified my son's custody arrangement.  I have no choice.  I love my son too much to let the ignorance and incompetence of this court ruin my son's life.

