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To the Honorable Delegates of the Maryland House of Delegates Judiciary Committee: 

 

HB 1036 is an outgrowth of the Workgroup to Study Child Custody Court Proceedings Involving 

Child Abuse or Domestic Violence Allegations. This Workgroup was created by SB 567. The 

Workgroup was charged with: 

 Studying State child custody court processes for when child abuse or domestic violence 

allegations are made during court proceedings. 

 Studying available science and best practices pertaining to children in traumatic 

situations, including trauma-informed decision making. 

 Making recommendations about how State courts could incorporate in court 

proceedings the latest science regarding the safety and well-being of children and other 

victims of domestic violence. 

The Workgroup’s composition was dictated by SB 567. Among the required members is “one 

representative of a fathers’ rights group.” Unless I am mistaken, it does not seem that such a 

representative was included in the Workgroup or testified before the Workgroup. Also, the 

Workgroup did not have a balance of gender in its composition; rather it was almost entirely 

comprised of women.  In addition, it does not seem that this Workgroup studied the “available 

science and best practices pertaining to children in traumatic situations” as will be explained. 

Training judges who preside over child custody cases involving all forms of emotional and 

physical child abuse is a worthy goal. Unfortunately, however, that is not the only goal of HB 

1036. This bill promotes the indoctrination of judges in a narrow social agenda that discredits 

anything that doesn’t fit into this agenda. I am a father of three alienated children with whom I 

have not seen for three years. My children are among an estimated 66,000 moderately to 

severely alienated children in Maryland. This bill proposes to train judges that parental 

alienation (PA) is “junk science” and that my children’s alienation was fabricated to deflect 

domestic violence accusations, which it was not. The truth is that PA is three times as prevalent 

as autism and there is 35 years of clinical, legal, and scientific research that confirms its 

existence (see attachments). This research also demonstrates the lifelong damaging 

consequences to children from PA that are as great as in physical and sexual abuse. The 
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Governor of State of Maryland officially recognized the existence and reality of PA in 2008 

when he proclaimed April 25th Parental Alienation Awareness Day (see attachment).  

This bill is the result of a Workgroup that from its inception was biased against PA. It did not 

even invite one PA expert to testify before it. Instead, they relied upon the statements of Joan 

Meier. Meier is a lawyer, not a scientist. Her research about PA is replete with factual errors 

and ad hominem attacks. In spite of the fact that these attacks have been answered, she 

continues to promote the same misconceptions and ad hominem attacks when she writes 

about PA. Her watershed study which has captured the attention of the media was not even 

peer reviewed in a North American journal. Furthermore, it was utterly refuted by a peer 

reviewed study in the American Psychological Association journal, Psychology, Public Policy, 

and Law (attached). In that study, every one of the Meier team’s conclusions was scrupulously 

tested by actual scientists. This study identified at least 30 problems with Meier’s research that 

invalidate Meier’s results and conclusions.  

Another worrisome aspect of HB 1036 is the lowering of standards for identifying abuse 

without any mechanism to prevent false abuse claims. This bill seems to propose a “shoot first 

ask questions later” approach in which all other factors are ignored once an abuse allegation is 

raised. It does not allow for the possibility that an abuse claim is fabricated and that a PA claim 

is genuine. Likewise, the bill promotes that courts can use tools to assess the credibility of a 

child witness such as expressive arts without taking into consideration how easily such tools can 

be manipulated to produce the desired result if they are not administered by an unbiased 

independent party. Any admissible claim (whether it is PA or domestic violence) can be misused 

by someone who wants to fabricate an allegation. The answer is not to discredit all PA claims 

and validate all DV claims; rather, judges and forensic evaluators need to be trained in the 

nuances of each claim and how to differentiate between valid and false claims. The Workgroup 

and HB 1036 do not do this. 

It is disgraceful that a Workgroup that was charged to protect MD children from abuse could 

discount the very real abuse of PA (see attached sheets). It is shameful that HB 1036 and other 

similar custody bills are being proposed based upon the findings of this biased Workgroup. 

Judicial training is necessary, but only training that includes the validity of PA and whose 

curriculum is not controlled by narrow special interest groups. Therefore, HB1036 is 

unfavorable in its present form and I urge you to amend it to incorporate the protection of 

children who have been alienated and that the design of any judicial curriculum is under the 

supervision of a diversity of interest groups in order to prevent any narrow agenda from high 

jacking this important training. 
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