Critical Thinking and Commonsense of Shared Parenting

Commonsense Rule

Fact

Commonsense 101
The Intact Family
Rule

If the behavior is not acceptable in an intact family (non-divorced), then why is it
permitted in a divorced family.

Commonsense 102
Probate
Presumption =
Family Court
Presumption

If in probate court there is a presumption of joint/shared custody related to
guardianship, then it should also follow into family court for separating or divorcing
parents. Otherwise, this is discrimination against separating/divorcing parents.

Commonsense 103
Secondary
Education

If an intact family cannot be forced to pay for secondary college or child support for
children, then it cannot be forced upon a separated/divorced family especially where
shared parenting does not exist or the relationship between a parent and their children
has been interfered with.

Commonsense 104
Child Support

$1 dollar does not become $2 in income just because parents separate or get divorced.
We don’t demand that intact families pay for their children, and in fact, give them
assistance when they cannot afford it.

Commonsense 105
Minors Decision
Making

If in an intact family, children are not just allowed to drop out of school, or violate the
law or harm another or steal or disregard/disrespect a parent, then how are the courts
giving children the ability to decide if and when they will see their parent. If children
were allowed to make these kinds of momentous decisions with no consequences, they
would be choosing to not go to school, to stay up all night and to be rude and arrogant
to whomever they please.

Commonsense 106
Healthy
Relationship

If prior to a separation and divorce, the children had a healthy relationship with their
parent, then this should not have changed unless one parent is deliberately impeding
with that relationship.

Commonsense 107
Age of Majority

If we do not allow children to vote until 18, then clearly, they do not have enough
emotional or mental maturity to remove one parent and decide not to visit them.

Commonsense 108
Disagreements
don’t mean
disowning

If every child who had a disagreement with a parent could disown them, no children
would have parents

Commonsense 109
Children are not
resilient

Children are not truly resilient, as their psychological and emotional development is
not fully formed until age 25 and 35. How could they possibly make a decision to
disregard court orders or to disown a parent.
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Commonsense 110
Blocking a
Relationship

If blocking a parent in a marriage from access to the children’s medical or educational
info is not allowed, then why should it be allowed in a divorce.

Commonsense 111
Child’s Refusals

If a child is not allowed to refuse to go to school, refuse to go to a medical
appointment, refuse to do their chores, refuse to be nice, refuse to spend time with one
parent, then why are they allowed to violate court orders for visitation?

Commonsense 112
Family Conflicts

If a child is saying they hate the other parent and this was an intact family, the child
and parent would be in specialized therapy to work through the issue.

Commonsense 113
Family Conflicts

If a Child Support receiving parent can retro-back on child support where financial
information was false, then the same should qualify for a child support paying parent
who has been overpaying.

Commonsense 114

Banning and claiming Parental alienation is not real or junk science because a small
percentage did not respond positively is much like cancer treatment. It might work for
the majority of the patients prescribed a particular type of treatment for their particular
form of cancer. It does not mean that we throw out the diagnosis or it’s treatment
because a small percentage did not respond well. It does not mean that because a
small percentage could not be helped with this treatment, that we toss out the diagnosis
or ban the treatment and remove it from the medical books.
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