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KEVIN THOMPSON

V.

[THE MOTHER]
KEVIN THOMPSON'S OPPOSITION TO KATHLEEN MORAN'S MOTION FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATIONS


NOW COMES Kevin Thompson ("Father") and respectfully requests that this Honorable Court deny [the Mother's] motion for the parties to submit to and pay for psychological evaluations.


As grounds for the opposition, the Father contends that:

1.
Contrary to the fraudulent claim communicated by Attorney Dow at the July 11, 2007 hearing before Judge Cronin, the Father's motion for relief from the previously ordered psychological evaluations was granted on June 8, 2007.

2.
Rather than wait for the ruling on this motion for relief, the Father believes that Attorney Dow "ill-advised" the Mother to immediately submit to a psychological evaluation. 

3.
If the Mother did already take and pay for a psychological evaluation and is concealing that information from the Court, then the wording in the Mother's motion is deceptive because the order then would only apply to the Father and not both parents. 

4.
Since the appointment of GAL, Brian T. Cuffe, was vacated by Judge Manzi on June 8, 2007, his request that the parties submit to a psychological evaluation as part of his investigation is a moot point.

5.
If the GAL's appointment had not been vacated and if the Court had approved the expense of psychological evaluations, then the costs would have been picked up by the state pursuant to M.G.L. c. 215, section 56A.

6.
Massachusetts General Law Chapter 215, Section 56A states:
Any judge of a probate court may appoint a guardian ad litem to investigate the facts of any proceeding pending in said court relating to or involving questions as to the care, custody or maintenance of minor children... The compensation shall be fixed by the court and shall be paid by the commonwealth, together with any expense approved by the court, upon certificate by the judge to the state treasurer.

7.
This particular law is clear and unambiguous.  It does not cease to exist because family court judges often get away with defying it behind closed doors before litigants who do not know any better and lawyers who know to keep their mouths shut.

8.
Since the GAL asked the Father to assent to a psychological evaluation within the first five minutes of meeting him, the Father suspects that these "evaluations" are likely incorporated into every case regardless of its need.

9.
If the Mother is bringing this motion to the Court as part of her discovery efforts because she believes that the Father suffers from some undiagnosed psychological disorder that would be revealed in an evaluation, then she should be more than happy to pay for such information and evidence.

10.
The only reason expressed by the Mother to justify a psychological evaluation of the Father is her wildly baseless claim that the Father was fired because he does not respect or comply with authority.  

11.
As a former midshipman at the United States Naval Academy and a law-abiding citizen his entire life, the Father has never had a problem with authority.  Since the Mother claims otherwise in her motion, the Father demands that she produce her evidence to prove it.

12.
It is the Mother who sees a psychiatric nurse regularly, who takes Prozac for depression, and who has a history of mental breakdowns and alcohol abuse.

13.
It is the Mother who represented herself for three months between attorneys before running back to court to claim that representing herself was too stressful for her.

14.
But it is the Father who has represented himself from day one in this case; enduring the court-ignored perjury, the gender-biased ignorance, and the law-defying rulings that would have caused a lesser person to crack.  The Father's response to this nonsense is a testament, itself, to his emotional stability.

15.
For the record, the Father will comply with a psychological evaluation provided that he does not pay for it and provided that the evaluation is conducted by a neutral third party, which does not have an ongoing business relationship with either the Massachusetts family court system or the former GAL involved with this case.

16.
That would exclude the agency referenced in the Mother's motion, Psychological Consulting Services of Salem, MA, which has benefited in the past from the business that Attorney Cuffe has thrown its way.

17.
In conclusion, if the family court system sincerely believed in psychology as a legitimate science, then it would start referencing the numerous studies cited in the Father's complaint, which confirm that it is in the "best interests" of children that they have a balanced relationship with both parents.


WHEREFORE, The Father requests that the Mother's motion pertaining to psychological evaluations be denied.
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Kevin Thompson, Plaintiff

KEVIN THOMPSON'S OPPOSITION TO KATHLEEN MORAN'S MOTION FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATIONS

Contrary to the fraudulent claim communicated by Attorney Dow at the July 11, 2007 hearing before this court, my motion for relief from the previously ordered psychological evaluations was granted on June 8, 2007.

Rather than wait for the ruling on this motion for relief, I believe that Attorney Dow "ill-advised" the Mother to immediately submit to a psychological evaluation. 

If she did already take and pay for a psychological evaluation and is concealing that information from the Court, then the wording in the the Mother's motion is deceptive because the order would then only apply to me and not both parents. 

Since the appointment of GAL, Brian T. Cuffe, was vacated by Judge Manzi on June 8, 2007, his request that the parties submit to a psychological evaluation as part of his investigation is a moot point.

If the GAL's appointment had not been vacated and if the Court had approved the expense of psychological evaluations, then the costs would have been picked up by the state pursuant to M.G.L. c. 215, section 56A.

Massachusetts General Law Chapter 215, Section 56A states:
Any judge of a probate court may appoint a guardian ad litem to investigate the facts of any proceeding pending in said court relating to or involving questions as to the care, custody or maintenance of minor children... The compensation shall be fixed by the court and shall be paid by the commonwealth, together with any expense approved by the court, upon certificate by the judge to the state treasurer.

This particular law is clear and unambiguous.  It does not cease to exist because family court judges can get away with defying it behind closed doors before litigants who do not know any better and lawyers who know to keep their mouths shut.

Since the GAL asked me to assent to a psychological evaluation within the first five minutes of meeting him, I suspect that these "evaluations" are likely incorporated into every case regardless of its need.

If the Mother is bringing this motion to the Court as part of her discovery efforts because she believes that I suffer from some undiagnosed psychological disorder that would be revealed in an evaluation, then she should be more than happy to pay for such information and evidence.

The only reason expressed by the Mother to justify a psychological evaluation is a blatant lie.  She would have no idea why I was fired, but defies that reality by claiming that I was fired because I do not respect or comply with authority.  

As a former midshipman at the United States Naval Academy and a law-abiding citizen my entire life, I have never had a problem with authority.  Since the Mother claims otherwise in her motion, I demand that she produce her evidence to prove it.

I find it incredible that the Mother did not avoid this topic like the plague.

I am not the parent who sees a psychiatric nurse, who takes Prozac for depression, and who has a history of mental breakdowns and alcohol abuse.

I am not the parent who represented herself for three months between attorneys before running back to court to whine that representing herself was too stressful for her.

But I am the parent who has represented himself from day one in this case; enduring the court-ignored perjury, the gender-biased ignorance, and the law-defying rulings that would have caused a lesser person to crack.  

My response to this nonsense is a testament, itself, to my emotional stability.

For the record, I am willing to comply with a psychological evaluation provided that I do not pay for it and provided that the evaluation is conducted by a neutral third party, which does not have an ongoing business relationship with either the Massachusetts family court system or the former GAL involved with this case.

That would exclude the agency referenced in the Mother's motion, Psychological Consulting Services of Salem, MA, which has benefited in the past from the business that Attorney Cuffe has thrown its way.

One final comment, if the family court system sincerely believed in psychology as a legitimate science, then it would start referencing the numerous studies cited in my complaint, which confirm that it is in the "best interests" of children that they have a balanced relationship with both parents.
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