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PLAINTIFF KEVIN M. THOMPSON'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR TEMPORARY ORDERS


NOW COMES Kevin Thompson ("Father"), the Plaintiff, and respectfully requests that this Court deny [the Mother's] motion for supervised visitation and transfer sole legal and physical custody of the minor child ("The minor child") immediately to the Father in response to the Mother's egregiously frivolous and malicious motion.  Father states as follows:

1.
The Mother has responded with an unethical stunt to every threat to her sole custody arrangement, which she obtained through criminal fraud on the Court. 

2.
When the Father communicated to the Mother that he would be seeking custody of the minor child after the Mother broke off their engagement in May of 2002, the Mother responded by calling the police and accusing the Father of assault and battery.  At this early stage of the case, she still had enough of a conscience to admit two days later that this story was a lie.

3.
When Judge Manzi ordered the maternal grandmother to provide the Father with her tax returns in October of 2003, which confirmed the Mother and grandmother's tax fraud crimes and fraud on the court, the two conspired on a phony story of verbal abuse in a failed attempt to get a permanent restraining order on the Father.

4.
The Mother's motion for supervised visits is her latest, unethical stunt intended to harass, intimidate, and retaliate against the Father for bringing his very substantiated complaint for modification to the Court.

5.
The Father has documented the Mother's abuse in her role as sole custodial parent for three years now and is fully prepared to substantiate this abuse at the June 26, 2007 scheduled trial.  By the time of trial, the Father and the minor child will have waited over a year for an evidentiary hearing on his complaint.  The Father contends that justice delayed is justice denied.  The Sixth Amendment gives litigants the right to a speedy and public trial.

6.
Regarding the Mother's allegations as listed in her motion: 

(A)
The Father stated in his complaint to the court and in his communication to the GAL, Brian T. Cuffe, the fact that the minor child IS overweight because of the Mother's abusive restrictions on his physical activity.  That is the full extent of the Father's "pattern" of referring to the child as overweight.  

(B)
The Father does not deny that he has encouraged the minor child to be health conscious and to value physical activity and exercise.  The minor child has communicated his frustration to the Father that his mother will not even take him out for walks around his neighborhood.  The Father contends that dogs get better treatment than that.

(C)
Expressing his opinion to the Mother and the minor child's doctor that it is irresponsible and, in fact dangerous, to over-prescribe antibiotics for every runny nose and ear infection (which are mostly viral and resistant to such treatment), IS the Father's opinion and he has every right to express such concerns as the minor child's father.

(D)
Contrary to the Mother's opinion, it is quite obvious when a child needs rest.  When the Father has observed his child in a tired or run down state, they have ALWAYS taken it easy.  And since the Father has never received any orders from the minor child's doctor, contrary to the Mother's claim, he has never had the opportunity to defy them.

(E)
The only "orders" the Father has received have come from the Mother, who is a pathological liar.  The Mother has cried wolf many times in the past including a claim on one occasion that the minor child had chicken pox to deny visitation.  If the Court ever allows the Father to present his evidence, then the Court would be aware of this reality as well.

(F)
If the Father gave credibility to every claim made by the Mother, then the minor child would spend the majority of his time with his father "resting."  He will not "enable" the Mother with this controlling nonsense.  The minor child gets more than enough "rest" with his mother, who is too lazy and inactive herself to do anything with him.  The minor child has communicated to the Father that he spends the majority of his time with his mother taking naps, playing passively with his toys, and watching TV.  And he sleeps every night with the Mother in her bed.

(G)
If the Mother was physically active herself, she might understand the endorphin-producing benefits of exercise to physical AND mental health.

(H)
The Mother claims that the Father would not enter into discussion with her regarding refraining from taking the minor child to his swim class.  The Father finds this complaint ironic since it has been the Mother who has complained to her attorney on numerous occasions about the Father's efforts to talk to her and it has been the Mother who has demanded that such communication not take place in front of the minor child.

(I)
Since the Mother will lie about anything that is not documented, the Father has found this "demand" to be in his best interests.  By restricting his communication with the Mother to email, the Father now has documented proof of the immaturity and instability that he and his son have had to endure for several years now.

(J)
Since the Father is aware that the Mother is desperate to come up with something to badmouth the Father for their upcoming trial, the Father quickly identified the March 29, 2007 swim class incident as a potential source of slander.  To protect himself, the Father videotaped the minor child on the day of this incident to confirm that the minor child was clearly well enough to be active.  That was the unanimous opinion of the Father, his friend Alda, and the swim instructor, who was hesitant to have the minor child in his class at first when the Mother called him at the pool site and threatened to involve her lawyer.

(K)
Regarding the Mother's reference to the Father's work-related problems, the Father apologizes for nothing and contends that when the truth comes out, it will be the school that is found guilty of workplace harassment in its efforts to run the Father out of the school system.

(L)
The Father has been a target for three years now because he sued the union president for conspiring with the Mother to manufacture evidence against him.  The union president, who has her loyal following and political connections, criminally slandered the Father and concealed pertinent information involving the Mother (ie. attendance issues, mental breakdowns, the results of an investigation into the Mother's claims of a hostile work environment).

(M)
The problems that the Father has experienced since have come from the union president's people, who are ignorant of the crimes that their "friend" committed against the Father.

(N)
The Mother no longer teaches at the school because her individual efforts to run the Father out of the school were unsuccessful and having to see the Father every day was too much for her guilty conscience and the delusional world of denial that she has manufactured to live with herself.  

(O)
The Mother was overheard arguing with the union president at the beginning of the 2004-2005 school year (the Mother's last year at the high school), because the union president had not come through on her promise to the Mother to run the Father out of the school.

(P)
The Mother no longer teaches at the high school so her "theories" regarding the disciplinary actions taken against the Father are baseless.

(Q)
Since the Mother does not observe the Father's time with the minor child, her "theories" about what the Father does with his son are, again, baseless.  

(R)
The Mother's references to what topics of conversation the Father has with his son are none of the Mother's business.  Since the Father is not sharing anything with his son that is harmful to him or critical of his mother, the Mother has nothing to complain about and the courts have nothing that they can legally rule on.  

(S)
What is truly disturbing is the fact that family courts are so biased against fathers, that the Mother and her attorney feel entitled and empowered to come to a court and get a court to mandate the topics of conversation that the Father can have with his son.  And only in a family courtroom is the topic of fathers' rights off limits since it is the denial of parental and constitutional rights to fathers that fills the pockets of the hypocrites working in this system.

(T)
With reference to the Mother's fraudulent claim that the Father does not respect or comply with authority, the Father has no problems with authority.  He has problems with the abuse of authority and will stand up to that abuse and expose it until it ends.  The Father also challenges the Mother to reference a single occasion when the Father refused to "comply" with authority.

(U)
The Mother will learn someday that she will not always get her way.  The Mother has a problem with the fact that the Father has put signs on the highways to publicize the corruption occurring behind closed doors in family court and that the minor child knows about these signs.  The Mother only feels threatened by the Father's efforts because the Father is attacking a system that she has exploited to steal her son's right to a balanced relationship with his father.

(V)
The Father has his own problem with the fact that the Mother is a bitter, miserable woman who abusively restricts the minor child's physical activity, religious upbringing, and social interactions with his peers.  But that is life.  Until the Father can change this reality, he has had to learn to live with it.

7.
The fact that the Mother would pursue such an outrageous and wildly baseless motion has the Father concerned that the GAL has offered to conspire with the Mother and her attorney on this stunt in retaliation for the Father's refusal to "play ball" and allow the GAL to lie and steal further from the taxpayers of this state.

8.
The Father has endured enough phonies in the family court system, who smile to your face while they are plotting to stab you in the back, to identify them.  Father's rights advocates throughout the state have warned the Father about the widespread dishonesty, incompetence, and agenda-driven bias of GAL investigations.

9.
The fact that the GAL never returned a phone message left by the Father two weeks ago (April 4, 2007) and refused to take the Father's two calls on April 11, 2007 or get back to him, not to mention the numerous concerns conveyed in the Father's motion to remove the GAL, have the Father VERY concerned about this particular attorney's agenda and integrity.

10.
The Father reminds the Court that the Mother has a burden of proof to overcome in her malicious efforts to deny the Father access to his son and that proof is not a corrupt GAL who may have agreed to lie for her to discredit the Father.

11.
The Father contends that, unlike the Mother, if given the opportunity to present his evidence, the Father CAN prove among other things:

(A)
That the Mother is a pathological liar, who has committed numerous crimes of fraud on the court, including the lie expressed in her current motion that the minor child was too ill on March 29, 2007, to attend his swim class.

(B)
That the Mother uses the child as a pawn to play passive-aggressive games with the Father.

(C)
That the Mother is a wildly unstable woman, who lacks the maturity to communicate with the Father.  

(D)
And that the Mother has defied the court order regarding visitation on numerous occasions.

12.
The actions taken by the Mother to sabotage the minor child's relationship with his father, including her malicious motion for supervised visits, confirm that she is a very sick woman and unfit to be a sole custodial parent.  The motion is also proof that the Mother does not value the Father's involvement in their child's life.

13.
The Father and the minor child adore each other and their time together often ends in tears with the minor child pleading with his Father to stay longer.  Rather than be happy about this very special bond that her son has with his father, the Mother is jealous of their relationship and focused on destroying it.  The Father contends that this is not normal, adult behavior.

14.
Contrary to the Mother's attempts to alienate the minor child from his father, the Father's actions and decisions are based solely on the minor child's best interests.  The Father always speaks well of the Mother, he shares pictures and videos with the Mother, he remembers her on special occasions with gifts/cards, and he often invites the Mother to join the Father and the minor child for special occasions and activities.  

15.
Despite all the efforts that the Mother has made to punish the Father for their failed relationship, the Father has taken the high road and will always love her unconditionally as the mother of his son.  With that being said, the Father will not "enable" the Mother who, if left unchecked, will turn the minor child into a third-generation casualty of her dysfunctional family.

16.
Supervised visitation will end the Father's relationship with his son.  As a decent, loving father who is as fit as any parent on this planet, the Father will NEVER allow the Court to degrade him or allow his son to see him treated as a criminal.

17.
If this court intends to treat the Father as a criminal, then he DEMANDS that he be accused of a crime and that this case be transferred to criminal court where the Father will enjoy constitutional rights that are denied to fathers in family court, including the right to a speedy and public trial by a jury of his peers.

18.
The Court is legally obligated to resolve cases by the least restrictive means necessary.  Only a compelling state interest would allow the Court to further intrude on the Father's relationship with his son.  See U.S. Supreme court case, Troxel v. Granville.

19.
The Mother has not alleged abuse or neglect in her motion, she is simply annoyed that she cannot control and micromanage the time that the minor child has with the Father.  The fact is that the minor child is never safer or in better hands than when he is with his father.

20.
The minor child's only trip to the emergency room, that the Father is aware of, was when the Mother dropped him on his head.  And the only time that the minor child has been in any kind of serious danger, that the Father is aware of, was when the Mother took off drunk with the minor child to hide from the police.

21.
Legally, the Mother's document is a complaint disguised as a motion.  The Mother is asking the Court to modify the final orders, which requires a service of a summons and complaint for modification on the Father.  The Father originally filed his complaint as a motion, which was denied by Judge Manzi for that very reason.

22.
In the Father's attempts to have his case heard, he has had a motion denied because it was not filed as a complaint.  He has had his original complaint denied because it was scheduled for hearing on a Wednesday.  And he has gone through a continuance hearing, a pretrial conference, and the frivolous appointment of a guardian ad litem to his case, which the Father contends is agenda-driven.  

23.
If the Mother wants a modification of the final orders, which the Father and his son have been waiting to have happen for over a year, then the Mother should have to jump through the same hoops.  In contrast to the Father's complaint, the Mother's motion does not even allege a violation of the current orders.  

24.
The bottom line is that a ruling on the Mother's motion would be conclusive proof that there is a clear double standard in Judge Manzi's courtroom, where relief is immediate for mothers and delayed indefinitely for fathers, or at the very least, this father.

25.
Lastly, the Mother's motion for temporary orders was not timely served and, by law, must be denied.  The motion fails to satisfy Mass. Dom. Rel. Proc. Rule 6(c)(d) where it states, "A written motion shall be served no later than seven (7) days before the time specified for hearing... and three days shall be added to the prescribed period when served by mail.  Since the Mother's motion was mailed on April 9, 2007, it cannot be heard at the scheduled April 18, 2007 hearing.

WHEREFORE, the Father requests a temporary order that immediately transfers sole legal and physical custody of the minor child to the Father as a punitive response to the Mother's motion until the merits of the Father's complaint can be heard at the scheduled June 26, 2007 trial.  The fact that the Mother would file such a vile, malicious motion is proof that she needs serious professional help and is incapable of decision-making that is in the minor child's best interests.








Kevin Thompson, Plaintiff

Date:
April 13, 2007
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