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A generation ago, when family units broke up, father
seldom challenged the accepted practice of children remaining with
mother. Today, custody and access disputes are commonplace. If
they cannot be resolved by mediation, recourse must be had to trial.
In the adversarial system, it is essential that the parties be given
their "day in court"; that they be afforded the opportunity to
present evidence they believe will support their claim. Existing
procedures not only give the parties those rights but depend on
them for all the evidence on which the Court will reach its decision.
While it may be appropriate to depend only on the evidence of the
parties in ordinary civil actionsg, such a procedural and evidentiary
system is difficult to defend in a proceeding in which the Court
is expected to protect the interests of a person who is not a party
to the proceedings. Parties may be unable (more likely unwilling)
to provide the Court with all the evidence relevant to the welfare
of the child. While expert witnesses are now called more often
than in the past, their evidence is often directed toward issues
determined by the interest by the party who calls the witness.
Otherwise, they wouldn't be called. The judge may doubt the im~
partiality of such a witness. Even when objectivity is not in
doubt, the real guestion troubling the judge may not be answered.

A recent analysis reveals that judges complained of inadequate
evidence in 33% of custody cases reported in Saskatchewan between
1971 and 1977. The most common complaint was the lack of evidence
relating to the psychological state of the parties, the psycholo-
gical affect of a change of custody and the home environment.

Family courts have sought to improve the quality of
evidence in custody cases through the use of independent court
appointed investigators. The judges of the Unified Family Court
in Hamilton, Ontario, must rely on personnel of existing agencies
in the cammunity while the Edmonton Family Court and the Unified
Family Court in Saskatoon may call upon the help of investigation
personnel attached to the Court.



In Saskatchewan, the authority to request such help is
contained in rule 25 of the Rules of the Unified Family Court:
25, (1) The court may, at any time during a proceeding,

direct a person to make an investigation relating

to the proceeding in which support of a spouse or

child or custody of or access to a child is in

issue and may receive evidence resulting from the
investigation.

(2) The person making such an investigation shall
file a report of the investigation and the report
shall be served on all parties to the proceedings.

(3) The person making such investigation shall be
a competent and compellable witness.

When an investigation is directed by a judge of the
Unified Family Court in Saskatoon, each parent is invited by letter
(appendix I) to attend an individual interview with the counsellor
assigned to the case. At this first meeting, the parents are
&cquainted with the process of investigation. They are told that
the primary purpose is to assess their parenting ability and their
children's needs. 'The counsellor also explores the possibility of
mediation. If the parties are willing to mediate, the counsellor
begins that process immediately. If agreement is achieved, a
written memorandum of the terms are sent to the parties and their
lawyers and a copy placed on the Court file. The judge may then

be asked to incorporate the terms of the agreement into an Order.

If either party is unwilling to mediate or if the
attempt at mediation fails, the case is put on the investigation
waiting list. Because of the heavy demand placed upon too few
social workers, the waiting period in the Saskatoon Unified Family
Court averages three to five months. Such a wait, unfortunately,
may contribute further to the family's anxiety and is seen by
some as creating a status guo that a judge may be reluctant to

disturb. However, some investigators believe a waiting period may



have some beneficial affect. Pcrties who commenced action impulsive-
ly have a chance to reconsider their position. There is time for
anger to subside. There is opportunity to focus attention on the
welfare of the children rather than on unresolved marriage issues.

A surprising number of disputes are resolved during the waiting
period on the initiative of the parties alone.

If no agreement is achieved by the end of the waiting
period, a letter is sent to each parent (appendix II) inviting
them to make an appointment with the person who will conduct the
investigation. To assure complete neutrality, the counsellor
assigned to complete the investigation is not the same person who
conducted the preliminary interviews or attempted to mediate the
dispute.

The parents are asked to complete a personal information
sheet (appendix III) and return it to the investigator at the
first interview. Each parent is interviewed separately and both
are asked essentially the same questions. The role of the investi-
~gator is explained carefully; that he or she is acting as an
agent of the Court and may be compelled to disclose, at trial, any
information gathered during the investigation. Despite this
ominous warning, investigators continue to be impressed by the
candor of parents. Perhaps their frankness is prompted by the
énticipation that if they don't reveal the information, the other
party will.

The investigator then proceeds to gather background
information including the following key gquestions:

i) Important childhood issues

ii) Former relationships.
iii) Children born prior to the current relationship.
iv) Marital and parental history:

- how they met,
-courtship,



v)

vi)

hcw decision to marry was reached,

what attracted them to each other,

early stages of marriage - problems and
strengths,

number of moves,

external events, e.g. deaths in family, work or
career changes, health problems,

relationship with inlaws and extended families,
pregnancies: - time of occurance, planning,
sharing of experience,

sharing of responsibilities in child care,
milestones of child(ren)'s development,

when did problems in marriage develop:

what were they, why did they occur, what
attempts were made to rectify, how were
children involved in marital problems, how
where "inlaws" involved,

counselling received,

prior separations: lengths, dates and reasons for
reconciliations.

Current separation:

how it occurred,

who initiated - how did partner react,

was it planned or impulsive,

immediate arrangements made for children and
reasons,

nature of contacts between parents after
separation,

considerations of reconciliation,

how each parent dealt with separation,
child(ren)'s reactions,

contacts between child(ren) and other parent,
how were visiting arrangements made,

were the arrangements maintained,

amount of conflict between parents regarding
the children,

other unresolved issues: property, maintenance,
lawyer and court involvement,

their experience with this,

other changes in their life since separation,
e.g. career, family, relationships.

Children:

A.

Needs:

- general description of child(ren)'s personality,
- school behaviours and performance,

- health,

- peer relationships,

- interests and activities,



viii)

ix)

- disciplines and rules,

- schedules and routines, e.g., ask the client
to outline a typical day,

- sharing of discipline between parents.

Relationships:

- children among themselves,

- with each parent,

- with step—parent(s),

- with extended family,

- with step-siblings or half-siblings,

-~ child(ren) 's knowledge and involvement in
custody and/or access issue.

- MOST IMPORTANT: how each child relates
to this parent.

Position towards custody and/or access issue:

reason for issue,

their parenting strengths and weaknesses,
other parent's strengths and weaknesses,
custody and access arrangement of their choice

Preparation for home visit with children:

what do the child{(ren) know about custody/access

dispute,

how will they introduce investigator to child(ren),
opportunity to work with parents around:
clarifying situation for children, bringing some
reassurance for children,

inform parent(s) about purpose of home visit,
parent told that he/she is in control of what
happens during home visit,

encouraged to maintain as much routine as
possible,

everyone who lives in the home is expected

to be there.

NOTE :

Purpose of home visit:

a)

b}

c)
d)

Opportunity to see family interacting in
their enviromnment, therefore be able to
assess relationships as closely as possible.
A more comfortable setting for children:
child(ren)'s bedroom - theixr own turf,
adeguacy of it.

Adequacy of personal surroundings.

Setting in which children are interviewed.



If either parent has a new partner, that person is
asked to attend an interview since he or she, ultimately, may be
a presence in the life of the children. Typical guestions asked
this person are:
~background history: family, former relationships,
children, health,
-perception of present relationship,
~relationship with each child,
-perception of his/her role with child(ren) whose custody
or access is being contested,

-perception and feelings about other parent,
—relationship with their own ex-spouse if applicable.

The parents are asked to suggest other persons whom the
investigator may speak to about the family: i.e., relatives, friends,
employers, ministers, neighbors, -teachers, doctors, etc. They are
asked to sign a release of information form (appendix IV) for any
professional reference they nominate. The parents’'choice of references
is often significant; i.e., all references are family members,
none are family members, members of the other parent's family,
people who know little about parenting. Some references are biased.
They think they have been nominated to do a job; i.e. to praise
one parent and vilify the other. Their comments are not helpful to
the investigator. On the other hand, some references are gquite im-~
partial and maintain focus on the children's needs. Indeed, some
may be quite critical of the parent who nominated them. References
are usually asked:

- How long have they known the parents?

= Which family members do they know?

- In what context?

- Have they seen children with parents?

= General description of parenting styles.

= Would they leave their own children with parent?

~ Specific questions: affection, attention, involve-

ment, discipline, general care, routine and chores,
extra-curricular activities, common interests of
children and parents, nature of relationship between

parents and children.
= Check some information that has been provided by the



parents - ask if reference has been exposed to this,
e.g., reactions to weekend visits.

- Their impressions of children's development: how
they managed separation, changes emotionally and
behaviourally.

— Their impression on how parent is restructuring his/her
life.

~- Invitation of general and final comment
allows for information that investigator was not
suspecting - sometimes telling of reference's bias.

Their responses can often confirm the investigator's assessment or
indicate a need to look closely at some elements and possibly re—
view conclusions already made. The school is a valuable source of
information about peer relationships of the children, activity,
participation, punctuality, behavioural problems or changes, groom-

ing and cleanliness, parental participation, etc.

At the conclusion of the first interview, a home visit
is arranged. The counsellor will use this visit to observe the
interaction between parent and child; +to assess parenting skills,
strengths and weaknesses; to see first hand and in a natural
setting the parent's ability to focus on the children's needs and
to measure the effort and energy put forth to satisfy them; to
discern how appropriate and effective is the parent's control and
discipline and, finally, to assess the quality of the children's
relationship with one another.

To gather a sense of how the family lives and to discern
whether or not the children are oriented to the house, the
investigator usually asks the children to show him around. Approxi-
mately one-half hour is spent alone with the children, the younger
children in a group and the older children individually. It is
important that this interview take place on the child's turf,
usually in his bedroom or in the yard. He is asked about daily

routine in the home, in the school and while in the care of the



babysitter. He is encouraged to express his own perceptions of

the conflict in the home and how it effects him. The investigator
will ask how he thinks his parents and siblings are doing and what he
thinks of changes in the family: i.e., new members and new
routines. The most important source of information is the investi-
gator's experience with the family; i.e., what the members do and
say, how they act in one another's presence and how they deal with
the incidents of daily life. 2ll children over three years of age
are interviewed and the thoughts and fears that those too young

and inarticulate to express themselves are inferred from drawings
they make and games they play at the suggestion of the investigator.
Custody and access issues are addressed directly only to élder
children. Younger children are not asked which parent they prefer
because that question forces them to make a choice they often don't
wish to make. Furthermore, they may well give an answer today that
is different from the answer they would have given yesterday or
might give tomorrow.

The investigator then sets about interpreting all the
information gathered in an attempt to develop an accurate assess-
ment of the family's condition and to recommend to the Court a
living arrangement that will best meet the children's physical
and emotional needs and yet preserve and enhance the child's re-
lationship with each parent. At this point, parents are sometimes
interviewed again, separately or together, to confirm assessment,
to confront some issues, to observe open-mindedness and readiness
to change or to clarify some points that remain ambiguous. The
investigator will express his opinion to the parents and reveal his
recommendations, hoping that it will have some therapeutic value
in terms of feedback on their parenting skills and weaknesses and
pointing out to them how their behaviour is contributing to the
child's difficulty.



The report is then written, a copy sent tc the parents'
lawyers and a copy placed on the Court file. A typical example of
this report is attached as appendix V.

What appears to be a most useful adjunct to the decision-
making process in custody cases is not without its critics. The
Saskatchewan Law Reform Commission sounded a warning in a 1980
report:

"The use of investigation and assessment is a valuable
adjunct to established procedures to permit the judge to adequately
protect the interests of children in custody disputes. 1In principle,
investigation and assessment can be compatible with a proﬁedural
system which adequately protects the rights of litigants, but
there is a danger that a court with power to order investigations
and assessments may come to rely too heavily on its own witnesses,
undermining what is of value in the established procedural frame-
work.,

While critics doubt the fact-gathering capacity of the
adversary system in custody matters, in some contexts it is pro-
bably more effective than a system based on investigations ordered
by the court. The evidence before the court in purely adversarial
proceedings is limited to what the parties seek to introduce in
their own interests, but the system does make it likely that no
relevant and admissible evidence which may be of benefit to either
party is overlooked. Neither judge nor investigator is apt to have
the same concern for thoroughness in particular cases as the
parties and their counsel. The unfortunate results which could
follow are obvious. For example, in a recent child protection
hearing in Ontario, a child was returned to its parents, only to
die as a result of child abuse within a week. The judge frankly
admitted that he had relied on the evidence of a social worker who
recommended return of the child to its parents; the social worker
found that, faced with a heavy caseload, she had not adequately



reviewed the case before testifying. In addition, any curtailment
of the rights of the parties to make their cases as fully as the
resources at their command permit is apt to lead to over-reliance
On experts. Henry H. Foster, Jr. in a perceptive article on
alternatives to the adversarial process indicates the way in which
over-reliance on expert testimony led to a custody order which

proved disastrous in practice. He comments that:

The major reason is the process was not truly an

- adversary one. Counsel for both mother and father
deferred to the experts. Instead of a contest the
proceeding resembled a seminar. Cross-examination
was minimal. Significant facts and circumstances
were never developed. . . . The same sort of contamination
of the adversary process occurred in the famous case of
Painter v. Bannister.There Dr. Glen R. Hawkes, a child
psychologist, was the only expert witness appearing in
the case. Dr. Hawkes and I were later on a panel which
discussed Painter vs. Bannister. . . . There was no
meaningful cross—examination, Dr. Hawkes was permitted
to ramble, and as he put it, he had said "many things
I had not intended to say", and engaged in a free-
wheeling discussion and a lot of conjecture.

It should be noted that Mr. Foster does not attempt to attack the
value of expert witnesses in custody proceedings. But experts are
not infallible, and may appear to the court to speak authoritative-
ly on questions about which there is no consensus in their

profession. As Mr. Foster notes:

The impartiality of most experts is also in doubt. My

good friend, Dr. Milton Helpern, says there is no such
thing as an "impartial expert”. . . . Even a court's
so-called "impartial expert", who is said to be "draped
with the mantle of infallibility" is bound to have a
personal bias, and when the question asked calls for

a political or social judgment or conclusion . . .

usually the expert answgys on the basis of a private rather
than an expert opinion.

(21 "Trial of Custody Issues and Alternatives to the Adversary
Process", in Baxter and Eberts, The Child and the Courts,
Toronto 1968,



There is a place for court-orde:zd investigations and
assessments in the trial of custody issues, but care must be taken
to ensure that the use of investigators and experts does not under-
mine rules of procedure and evidence designed to permit the parties
to test all the evidence on which the decision will be based through
Cross-examination and the testimony of their own witnesses. From
that point of view, such procedures as the informal use of assess-
ment services adopted in the Hamilton Unified Family Court should
be avoided. 1In that Court, a report delivered to the judge may be
read by the Jjudge, but not placed in evidence or parts of the report
withheld from evidence. Such a practice denies the parties an
opportunity to effectively make their cases. The court sﬁould not
have access to investigative reports or other material not in
evidence and subject to cross-examination. The rules of evidence
should be observed in all cases in which a custody dispute comes to
a trial of the issue. Such a requirement is necessary not only to
protect the rights of the parties, but also to ensure that evidence
contained in investigative reports and assessments is thoroughly
scrutinized in the proceedings. Reliance on evidence not avail-
able to the parties, and not subject to cross-—-examination invites
capricious and uncritical decision-makeing.

The usual powers to control evidence in the Hamilton
Family Court appear to have been adopted for two reasons. First,
permitting the judge to determine what portions of investigative
reports should be available to the parties allows him to act as
a sort of filter, preventing irrelevant or highly prejudicial
evidence of little value from being received in the proceedings.
Such a approach, it is argued, avoids consideraticn of evidence
which would encourage unproductive conflict between the parties.
That goal was achieved in the Edmonton Family Court by appointment
of an amicus curiae, a lawyer to whom the investigators report
in the first instance. He can filter the evidence and determine

how much of it should be introduced in the child's interests. The
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Commission doubts, however, whether any filter is required.
Professionals called upon to prepare investigative reports for the
court should be left to determine what is necessary to make an
assessment which will be of value to the court. Support personnel
should be expected to give careful attention to the format and
contents of reports intended for use in the court. If the support
service personnel approach their task with an understanding of the
role of the reports they prepare in court proceedings, there should
be little substantial danger that they will be unable to control
the contents of reports to meet the court's needs. Practice in

the Saskatoon Court supports this conclusion. Reports prepared

for that court are filed with court without any preliminary pro-
cedure. Court counsellors have spent considerable effort developing
a standard format for the report which focuses attention on the
custody guidelines contained in The Infants Ac¢t, and the needs of

the court.®

Despite the concerns expressed, the Commission

recommended:

1. The court should have jurisdiction to direct that an
investigation and assessment be undertaken for the
court by child care professionals, including social
workers, psychiatrists, and psychologists
designated by the court.

2 (al Evidence of child care professionals undertaking
an investigation and assessment for the court should
be admissible by way of written report available
to the parties at a reasonable time prior to its
admission as evidence.

(b) The person who prepares a report for the court
should be available for cross—examination on the
report on the motion of counsel.

(c} Reports of child care professionals designated
by the court should be admissible without proof of
the qualifications of the maker of the report,
unless counsel raises the issue of gualification
upon cross—examination.
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A second problem relates to the status of the
investigator's written report as evidence. Although rule 25 of
the Saskatchewan Unified Family Court Rules provides that the
Court "may receive evidence resulting from the investigation" and
that "the person making such an investigation shall file a report
of the investigation", there is no legislative provision that makes
the report itself admissible evidence in the same manner as written
reports of duly qualified medical practioners are admissible
"without proof of qualification" under section 32 of The Saskatchewan
Evidence Act. The Law Reform Commission recommended that an
analogous mechanism be adopted to permit introduction of reports
prepared by social workers, psychologists, other childcare pro-
fessionals and psychiatrists in custody matters. Todate, no
legislative action has resulted. Failing legislative action, the

Court of Appeal may one day be called upon to address the problem.

The position is not so unclear in Ontario. Section 28(4)
of The Child Welfare Act, R.S.0. 1980, c. 66, gives the court,in
child protection proceedings, a mandate to "consider . . . any
statement or report whether oral or written . . . that the Court
may consider relevant to such consideration . . . .". Yet in
CCAS, Metro Toronto v. T, (1984) 46 C.P.C. 34, Nasmith, J. of the
Ontario Provincial Court, after recognizing "a trend toward a

relatively liberal view about admitting evidence in cases involving
child welfare rather than excluding it for technical reasons or

in borderline situations . . . ." refused admission of a social
worker's affidavit, intended to streamline his evidence, because
such admission might permit hearsay. A similar reluctance to
violate the hearsay rule was demonstrated by the Manitoba Court of
Appeal in Jandrisch v. Jandrisch, 16 R.F.L. (2d) 239, when it
refused to admit part of a social worker's home study report.

Furthermore, admission of a custody report may be resisted
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on the ground that it is nothing more than an opinion of sameone

not qualified as an expert. Traditionally, under the common law,
with the sole exception of expert testimony, opinions by witnesses
are not admissible. Qualifying a social worker as an "expert
witness" is not without difficulty. When the witness to be gualified
is a medical doctor, ié is not difficult to deem him qualified
without an inquiry since all persons who are permitted to practice
medicine have clear and established qualifications. The same cannot
be said for social workers. Determining whether or not a person

who works as a social worker has adequate gqualifications to be
qualified as an expert witness, may be difficult. Therefore, the
Law Reform Commission has called upon the Legislature to @rovide
that where no application is made to require the maker of a custody
report to be called as a witness, the report will be accepted in
evidence without proof of qualification.

The expert witness problem was side-stepped cleverly
by Collins, J. in Hamilton v. Hamilton, (1983) 50 B.C.L.R. 104
who concluded that a court-appointed investigator under The Family

Relations Act, R.S5.B.C. 1979, is not an expert witness but,

instead, has a unique status:

"In my view, the attempt to characterize Ms. Karnouk

as either an '‘expert' or an ‘ordinary' witness, with
the implication that she would thereafter be con-
strained by the evidentiary limitations of one or the
other accepted class, is misguided. It is true that,
historically, witnesses have been so divided but that
does not prevent the statute from introducing a new
type which does not fit within either category . . . .

I an prepared to accept hearsay from a Family Court
counsellor, because I do not see how she could report
the results of her investigation to the court under
s. 15(2) without getting into it.”
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The same attitude was demonstrated by Cameron, J. of

the Newfoundland Unified Family Court in Ammon v. Ammon (1984),
47 N.F,L.D. and P.E.I.R. 176, who, after admitting into evidence
a written custody report, said:

"... By the very nature of such inguiries one must
expect that hearsay evidence will be tendered or used
to form opinions. The weight to be given such reports
is to be determined by the judge having regard to the
source of such information and the nature of the
allegation.™

CONCLUSIONS:

Despite the concern of some counsel and some judges
about evidentiary problems, custody investigations have performed
a very useful role in the resolution of conflict. Some
practitioners in the Unified Family Court in Saskatoon regard the
process of investigation as more important than the result. That
conclusion seems supported by the fact that approximately 90% of
custody disputes referred to an investigator are resolved by
agreement rather than by judicial decree.
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=8 Saskatchewan Unified Family Court 224k4th AveCnue gouth
= ial Servi Saskatoon, Canada
jmfffz': Social Services Saskatoo
APPENDIX 1
Dear

RE: Yourself wvs.
Qustody/Access Investigation Ordered On
U.F.C. No.

This is to confirm that we have received the order of
The Honourable Justice to do a custody/access
investigation in this matter. We have placed your case on our waiting
list ard will ke assigning it for investigation in due course.

In the meantime, I would like to invite you to attend at
our office to talk about the nature of the custody/access investigation
process and the alternative of mediating your dispute. If you decide
to mediate your dispute, the precess could start almost immediately.

I have arranged for a time to see you on ’
;19 , at at my office. If this is
not a convenient time for you, could you please call me to arrange a
more suitable time. I have enclosed my card.:

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Counsellor

/vb
Enclosure
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APPENDIX 1II

Dear

As you know a custody/access investigation wes )
ordered by this Court on , regarding your
child(ren)

I am writing to advise that I have been requested tc camlete
this investigation and that I am ready to proceed.

Would you please contact me at your earliest
convenience to arrarge for an interview. (My card is enclosed.)
I have enclosed a Personal Information questionnaire regarding
you and your family. I would ask that you fill in the form
ard bring it with you to your first appointment.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Counsellor

Enclosures
cc
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T APPENDIX TII
PERSONAL, INFORMATTION
I. INFORMATION ON YOURSELF
Name:
Your Present Address: .
Telephone: Home = ; Work =
Name and Address of Place of Employrent

Educational Background:
Present Profession, Trade or Occupations

Religion: Date of Birth: S = o ¢

Location of Birth: : ‘

Your Parents

Mother (if living) Father (if living)
Name s . Name:

Address: 2Address:

- Age:' Age:

Your Brothers and Sisters
Name Age Address




II.

INFORMATION ON YOUR CURRENT S

* % *.*-* * *x * * ';--* * * *‘* *;* e P el W A e PO S

POUSE OR COMMON-LAW PARTNER

(Fill in this section

only if it applies to you)

Name:
Address:
'I’eleph)ne: Hame - ; Work -
Name and Address of Place of Employment : : ; gesn

Educational Background:

Present Profession, Trade or Occupation:

Wi?;aligion :

" Location of Birth:

Date of Birth:

Circumstances under which you met this present spouse or cammon-law partner:

Length of Your Courtship:
Date of Your Marriage/Cammon-Law Union:

Does Your Spouse or Camon-Law Partner have children fram previous

- relationships?

- — Names.

Ages

Location

e




kR k k k ko x k kK k k k k k k %

III. YOUR PREVIOUS RELATIONSHIPS

A. Name of Parent of child/ren involved in the custody and/or access dispute:

Circumstances under which you met the parent of the. child/ren involved
in the custody/access dispute:

L
7 " Length of Courtship With Parent: 1
777 pate of Marriage or Cammon-Law Union With Parent of child/ren Imvolved '
in this dispute: 5
- " Residential Addresses While Married to or Living With the Parent of
Child whose custody and/or access is being disputed: ;,
2) S §
== _3T_-._ | —§
Separation fram the parent of. the child/ren involved in this dispute: - F .
(LJ.st all separations that have occured in your relationship with the !
parent of the child/ren involved in this dispute -— Please indicate I’
dates and duration). ,
1)
""" 2) . -
) 3) =
4) | z
6)



.}_
- . L
Page 3 i
~ B. Other Marriage(s) or Conmon-law Unions: (to wham and dates) F
- 1) i -
2)
:
o X k¥ * X k ¥ k¥ kX k ¥ ¥ kX k¥ k X * * *k *x * - :
III. CHILDREN
A Children Involved in the Custody and/or Access Dispute:
Name ) Date of School Attended & Name of
Birth Grade Teacher
1)
2)
et s
= 5 ——
- 5)
6)
Children of Other Relationships (please specify which: wlationship)
Name Date of Relationship
== ' Birth -
) 1) >
3) B
- 4)
5)



Name Phone No. Relationship
_—
e i P
j ¥
e ey e e e . %
. =8
miesEa— i
:
b
Xk kK Kk K Rk K kKK I kKKK ;
V. lawyer Acting For You In This Matter:
Name:
Firm:

IV. List people wham you think should be contacted.
provide information on yourself and/or the child/ :
is being contested. These may be people of the cl
relatives, physicians or other professicnals, etc.

********************

- e e e

s

*

These people should be able to
en whose custody and/or access
ergy, friends, neighbours,
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APPENDIX Iv

AUTHORIZATION FOR RELFASE CF INFORMATICN

TO WHOM IT MAY QCONCERN:
RE: vS.

Custody/Access Investigation :
S Ordered by a Judge of the Unified Familv Court

I, the undersigned, hereby consent to the release by
“you, of any information concerning myself, that may be in your

» posséssion to the Counselling department of the Unified Family Court.

I understand that this information may be used by the
invesﬁc_:}ator in formulating recammendations to the Court

- —— - _.___concerning custody of, and/or access to my child(ren). - _

It is further acknowledged that a photocopy of this
release shall be sufficient evidence of the contents of the

of the original and shall be binding as against myself.

Witness: Signed:




APPENDIX V

CULHTODY RIFPORT

Unified Family Court No. @B o’ 19{8

NAMi, OF MOTITER

NAME OF FATHER

CHILDREN

ot e s ¢ ]

Address: 527 CYlR Way, Saskatoon

T'elephone:

o T SRRy

Occupation: Dlet;an, Dlrector of Food Services

Lducation: DbLachelor of Science,
: Huaman Ecology
Professional Dietian
Birthplace: Dauphin, Manitoba
Date cf Birth: May 31, 1953

Religion: Roman Catholic

vemme DR - GIRER
Address: QOJM Street EB®, Saskatoon

Telephone:

Occupation: Pedologist, Aquculture
Canada, @RS s m
Soil Survey Unit

Education: Hachelor of Science, Agriculture
Jniversity of Manitoba, 198

Master of Science, University
of saskatchewan, 195

Birthplace: Virden, Manitoba
Date ¢f Birth: December 25, 1951

Religion: Roman Catholic

1)

T E- d.o.b. May 29,

1877. Wlth mother in Saskatoon and
attending grade 1 at 5¢=$-~ﬁ@iElementary
Echool.

2) “w_ L— d.o.b. October 13,
1¢78. With mother in Saskatoon and

attending kindergarten at

Elementary School,




NO'T'l:  Blfective Scptember 16, 1983, the children will be residing

with their mother ir Dauphin, Manitoba.

SOURCES O LNLORMA'YTLION

1)

o)

6)

7)

11)

12)
13)

r Em: 3 individual wffice interviews; 1 home visit.

W GRS J::m: 3 individual olffice interviews; 1 home visit.

Kigeolelials CERRES : 1 visit in mother's home; 1 visit in father's
hone.

pIEEER = l visit in mother's home; 1 visit in father's
home.

CEETUNY ', friend of the 49~ 7 | family: 1 telephone

conversation.

Gl A, 'SR !ricnd and co-worker: 1 telephonc

conversation.

N VSRR, @R 's fricnd and co-worker: 1 telephono
conversation, .

DR AEEE, WBEEER's frienc¢ and work supervisor: 1 telephone
conversation. ‘

s RN, VR 's friend: 1 telephon€ conversation.
'1‘- M-, long-time friend of the Lﬂ Family: |

telephone conversation.

MY S, <ER and UgR's babysiiter: 1 telephone

conversalkion.

br. E. A. H. L{§l, Farily Physician: 1 telephone conversation.

Mrs. ONJEBR ., K@R's kinderga: “en teacher last year: 1
telephone conversation.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

PEEEN and WEEESA met at University in 1973. They courted

for 10 months, and were married by mutual consent in August of 1974,
This was the first marriage for both of them.
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During the first stages of the marrla-e__‘ @ worked

in the So0il Survey Unit at the EOUEEEENGES St AR Yoy -

7R completed her University ecucation and worked part-timc to
supploement their income. WO sitoles that his job requiroed Chatl
for the months of May throuyh Seplewmber inclusive, that he be out
of town in the field Monday througr Friday, but that he was home on
the weekends. WSS workced in town the balance of thoe year and
Slales that he was home every night . He wmaintained the same work
schedule throughout the 7% yzars U ab he and PSR were warvied.

FPENER dcescribes f2elinqg: of loneliness and unhappincess
wilh W' = cabscnce [rom bhe hom: related to his job doemands.
Additionally, P felt tctal responsibility to care for the
children, particularly as she claims that during the latter stacges of
the marriage WAlE®R was uninvolved and disintercested with hoer and
the children. P@E® statecs thal when WESE® was home he was not
interested in social pursuits with her, and that disagreements
often resulted between them. '

WEEM® stalces that during the marriage, he was nol
completely aware of the pressures or problems in the family. WlsEe
feels that he did not understand the prcklems as his conficence
and commitment to the marriage overshadowed the issues. 1In
retrospect, Wammme describes the marital problems as being related
to the following: disagreenent between he and PANEEN about planning
social activities; tension Letween them when together that was
unsatisfying for both of them; misunderstandings of each others'
needs; and mlslnterpretatlon of teacing that daeveloped into
contentious issues which precipitated conflicts between them; financizl
pressures related to buying a new house; and the strain on the
marriage and family as Wi completed his Masters Degree over a
five-year period. WAlESE states that he was involved with his
children as much as possible on weekends, but that his job restricted
his energies and availability to ihe children,

PGEER® states that the children were often attention-
seeking and difficult to manage, as they missed their father. She
indicated that the children underwent a process in reaction Lo the
laock of contact with their father, whereby they distanced themselves
from him and pursued other activities.

Problems and tensions escalated between PSR and
WgEme until TFebruary 1, 1962, wher WEEEEB moved out of the lamily
home. 'This was the first scecparation in the marriage and Warren
felt that a short separation would have "curative benefits”
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for the marriage. lle sought personal counselling at the Catholic
Family Service Bureau for personal issues related to the break-
down of the marriage. Wamsss maintains that his intent was and
Las always been to recoenciloe wilth rgl. Ry o L hoe
children remained living in the moktrimonial howme, and |G
continued to work as the Director of Food Services at the

Since the separal.ion, WENERS's access to the children
has remained a contentious issue beilwcen he and PN . rEEXE
contends that WemmmE® does not adequately care for or supervise
the children, as she claime that they have been sick whan Lhoey
returned from visits with WSl as he is negligent in attending
them, and that on one occaision, o@P had a minor injury and W
did not inform her of this, Communications between the parents
have remained strained and'difficult, and animosity has arisen
between them when trying to discuss planning for the children.
Additionally, PEESE8 feels that at least initially, WEEEES ' s
personal activities took precedcnnce over his involvement wilh the
children, bub thab more recently, this ig chanyinyg and he is doiny
more with them. PZESES states that she has attempted to accommodate
VR 's visits by planning and preparing the children, but that
Wl ic inconsiderate by not informing her ahead of time of
his changing plans not to see the children for a scheduled visit
due to a personal or work rommitment.

WSEER rcfutes PZEEER's claims of his inadequake care
of the children. He states that their illnesses have been
coincidental during his visits with them, Further, he claims
that he is actively involvad with the children during visits,
and that soon after the separation, WERER's limited access LO
the children was imposed by Py, as they did not have a formal
agreement between them regarding access. For approximately
seven months subsequent to the separation, WilllER's access Lo
the children included one day each weekend, alternating Saturday
or Sunday from 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. This schedule was scot
out by PEEEES, and WEEEEP agreed so as not to increase conflict
between them. During the summe: of 1982, this schedule became
Unacceptable to WESMS. @S ond WSS attended counsclling
services with SyEEQEy DEZ¥, a former counsellor at the

, and W' = access was increased to include
every other weekend from Friday at 5:30 p.m. to Sunday at 7:00 p.m.
with Wllll# being responsible for transporting the children to
and from visits. WGl hos reyularly visited on this schodulye,
and has periodically increased the length of the visits coinciding
with special occasions.
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CURRENT STYUALTION

PAEEE and the children continue living in the matrimonial
home. Sho has supported hcf elf and the children, and has
continueu ko maintain the nortuﬁg\ paymenlt on the home throuyh
income from her jOb NP ic » dietian and works fulltime at
the BRGNS NEENR as Lthe director of TFood Services.
AdstionnI]y, in ordcr Lo maintain herselflf and her childron,
she has taken part-time seasonal work. '1s addiLlonqL work includoes
Leachlng cooking classes for the gh g MlESENS , one siX-week sessior
in each the-spring and fall, totalling 12 nights, 21 hours each
night, She also works pcrlodicaliy al Lthe SGESESCERNEEETNIED o
ocne week in the fall teaching a Cooking Skills class. PR
states that she has a babysitter who comes to the home to
accommodate caring for the childran when she teaches night classes.

The family home i3 a three-bedroom bungalow that is
clean, well-organized and comfortably furnished. The children have
their own bedrooms which aroe cowmfortably furnished and equippoed
with their toys and belongings.

Effective September 16, 1983, however, NSNS plans to
move to Dauphin, Manitoba, as she has accepLed a position as
director of Dietary Services with the Dauphin General Hospital.
Plllll states that the income for the new job will be a substantial
increase, and that she will not need several jobs in order to
maintain herself and the children. She has plans to purchasc a
home in Dauphin, Manitoba. At present, she has enlisted the
assistance of her parents who live a short distance from Dauphin

in Pine River to find her accommodation until she purchases a
home.

EEEER is not involved in any other relationship at this
time. -

WSS has continued to work as a pedologist for
Agriculture Canada in the Soil Surveys Department at g I
AERNENETES . He maintains his field work schedule out of
Saskatoon during the week Lhroaghuut the summer months, but is
in town during fall through spring. He states that there is a
possibility to negotiate his travelling so that he may work only
in the city. In July of this year, Wil purchased a two-bedroom
bungalow in Saskatoon. The home is clean, well-organized and
sparscly furnished with used, but functional furniture. 'Tho
children do not have bedroon £urnlture, although W plan& to
purchase bunk beds for them. A= the ‘mowent, they sleep in WEESESRE's
bed, and he uses a hide- a—bad

WS has not established another relationshlp at this
time, and he lives alone.
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Yhe children have continued Lo see their father every
other weekend from Friday at 5:30 p.m. to Sunday at 7:00 p.m.
They appear to be coping well with their parents' separation, and
they look forward to sceeing their father for visits. Generally,
they scem to have adjusted guite well Lo their parents' separation,
and have not demonstrated any specific behavioral or emotional
changes.

RELATIONSHIPRS
P ond VWS

PN -2nd WANMNMR have b:zen separated for 19 months,
and the two are at very different stages of resolution with respect
to their separation. PUEEEB continues to feel anger and mistrust
of WeNmMR, and this is primarily related to her issue that he
does not inform her of his re-scheduling visits or other incidents
involving the children when they are with him during visits. She
contends that she is responsible Lo make decisions on her own
without information from W/eaelf, and feels blamed by him for
resulting conflicts between them. Additionally, she believes that
she is or/er-accommodating to assist Wegll® regarding visits with
the childrxen, and he does not reciorocate with basic considoerations
or recoygnition of her efforts. Pyl feels further antagonized
by Wammms® for such things as returning the childrens' soiled
clothing after visits without having washed them.

WESEEE has been deeply hurt by the separation and very
much desired to have reconciled with Pj8, but does not have much
hope that this will happen. Esscenlially, WaSEESE fccls that AT, ' :;
issues with their marriage were rcason enough for a trial separation,
which incidently he felt would be good for their marriage, but
not good enough for a permanent szparation. WeN fecls that there
is considerable confusion between them about their expectations
ol the marriage. He believes that he may have cmbittered bl
against him after the separation when he talked to P&mm's

friends about clarifying their marital problems and respective
positions.

It is clear that '@ has been emotionally separating
from Wangl for some time, end is.much more resolved about the end
of the relationship than is Wgmeme. Although W@l continucs to
struggle and accept that the marriage is over, he is boeginning to
gain more perspective on his circumstances and is beginning Lo
reorganize his life. PSEEEN is more structured and settled about
the separation. Their relationship remains strained, and conmunicatic-
between them is very poor as a result of hurt, disappointed and
unresolved feelings, Unfortunately, discussion between them is kept
to a minimum to avoid conflict, but this has the uhdesirable rosull
of misunderstandings which in turn affects the children in a
negative way. That is, the children are aware and saddened by the
ongoing tension between their parents. '
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PEEZ and the Children

MR and Lhe children have a very posilive relation-

shiip. The children are very comfortable and relaxed with Lheir

mom. They approach her freely and easily and PP is appropriately
responsive to thewm. While with tleir mother, the children speak
Frecly and casily aboult thzir dad withoul any lear ol roprisal

From her. Mother and children talked about enjoyable expericnces
together that reflect PEEEE's active involvement in all orcas of

the children's lives. She aas cortrol over the children, aud

Lhey are appropriately res.oclful of hor.

Wone of the reference pcople contacted expressed any
concerns about PEIREE as a mother. She is perceived as a
responsible, caring and conczernecd parent. Her children arc a
top priority to her, and she was perceived as adequately
attending of all of the children's emotional and physical needs.
Relferences who know PN ond the children well state, Lhat she
has been sensitive, understanding, and Has actively assisted Lhe
children with their adjastment to the martial separation. PAERES
was perceived by co-workers +5 ko 2 reliable, stable employee.

Wesmam® and the Children

Vi 2nd the children nave a positive relationship.
The children appeared e€qually conmfortable in WERESR's home as they
did in their mother's home. 1The children engaged their father
easily and WHEEESR demonstrated a parental boad with his children.
The children shared enjcyable times spent with their father in a =
way Lthat reflected the importance of their contact with him. it
was interesting that while W was responsive to both
children, D@ demanded his attention through considerable physical
contact. In part, this is related to the separation, and WGl 's
diminished availability to the children, but in my view, morc
attributed to the difference in social skill level of the two
children. That is, KERSSSSEEES's dominant nature overshadows Dan's
more passive presentation, resulting in XUEEEEEES more readily
beiny attended by adults, and in this case, her father. While
this behavior was exhibited to an extent in PEIER's home, she
(CEST8NR) controlled this dynamic more equitably. WAESEEE has an
awareness of the children's need levels, but could be more
active in controlling this hehavior for future consideraticns,
vis a vis, WD continuing to develop and maintain strony, secure
relationships with both chi..dren.

References who know WEEESE and the children reported
that duriag the marriage, VISEERE® was not as involved with the
children as RANENW. Referonces felt, however, that WEEEES was
& good father to his children, and the children eXpressed positive
anticipation of seeing their father for visits, and that since the
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separation, WEENER has drawn closcr to and has become more
involved with the children. GCzne:ally, he was perceived as o
pbaticnl, conceruned and caring parcnt by those who know him well.
One reference who has often seen WesmEB with the children since
the separation felt that the children were competitive For his
altluention.

WSS was perceived by his supervisor as a stable,
conscientious, and responsidle zmpioiec.

The Children wich LFach Othexr

The CUJ® childran get along quite well together,
although there is some compztiticn between them for pareantal
attention. KB is generally more gregarious znd cpen and has
good social skills that enable her to meet her needs. Her
stronger character dominates her younger brother that in somc
instances provides potential for rivalry between Lthew,
particularly if Dme is vulnerable and feeling the need for
recognition by significant people around him. Most remarkably,
KMR's nature is exemplified by her tendency to speak for D&
when questions have been directed to her brother. Dem requires
more individualized attention in order to balance the inequitable
nature of the children's personalities.

These youngsters uvere described by references as
generally healthy, well-behaved and well-adjusted c¢hildren.

THE CHILDREN
NI

KEEEEE. is an a:tractive, out-going girl who is now
six years old. KW is a friendly girl who established a rapport

quickly and easily with the interviewer. She openly shared her
thoughts and feelinygs about her family situation.

The teacher who taught Kl in kindergarten last year
states that K@} made a pos:.tive adjustment to the school. She
was seen as a happy child who was always regular and prompt to
school. K@B did well in her work, and she developed and maintainod
many positive peer relationships. She was always neat and clean
in appearance, and comported herself appropriately in class.
K@ did not talk about her family problems with the teacher, and
reportedly, she did not exhibit any remarkable emotional or
behavioral changes in class throughout the year.

VER



= 9 -

The teacher reported that both parents were actively
invelved in school-related activities, for example, parent-tcacher
interviews.  XER is oxpeclcd Lo do well in grade 1 this yoear .

i

Developmentally, (@ is a typical girl for her age.
She enjoys appropriate interests and activities with peors and
her parents,  KEB Lhas a leadership character., She is a bright,
verbal child with good language ond comprchension skills.

While she is coping with her parents' separation, she
continues to be troubled with thom being apart.  She has
rudimentary understanding of her parents' separation inasmuch
as she knows that her parents were unhappy, sometimes fighting
and could not get along. Wiile shc says that she knows thatl it
is unlikely that her parents weuld get back together, she docs
not see why her dad needs his own house as "mom's house is big
enough for him", Her three fantasy wishes about her family reflect
her troubles and those most commonly expressed by children of
scparated families, Yhalt 14, her lirst wish was that her Latlhior
would return home, her secoad wish that everyone would get along

better, especially her mothzr and father, and her third wish was
that she could see her dad nore of:ten.

Generally, KEB has adjusted well to her parents'
separation, and this process has heen enabled by maintaining
positive contact with both parents, as well as by mother's honest
and appropriate responses to KEB's questioning of the family
situation. There is also evidence that mother has fostered and
encouraged the relationship between the children and their father.
Father has responded appropriately to engage K@® in a way that
reassures her of his ongoing prescace and involvement with her.

K@ is a healthy child as revealed by regular medical
check-ups with Dr. RIS .

D s

5 DEl8 is a good-lookiny boy who will be five years old
in October. He is a big boy for his age, and as a result of his
size, there is potentisl for him to be treated as more mature

than his years. Both paren:s are aware of the potential for
frustrating situations for Dgi.

D@ is a more reserved child, and much less easily
engaged than his sister, esvecizlly in a group setting. That is,
he responds more easily on a one-to-one basis. This is particularly
significant for the parents to know and continue to respond to,
given the stress of the separation and the difference between
the two children's personalities. : -
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D@ is the most tiroubled of the two children in regard
co his parents' scparation. In short, he tries not Lo Lhink about
the family situatian, as this is rellected in his thoughts and
feelings which were not as access.nle as were KEB's. It has been
noted that at times, D@ is "wondering or troubled", but docs
not sharce hig thoughts in a dirccl way. lle covers up his feelings
as protoection of feeling hurt and reportedly gives answers oul ol
anger and frustration that reflact his true feelings about his
family. There are several indicators that suggest DE's troubles,
and the fact that he misses his dal. LEmotional and behavioral
changes have been noted prior to visits with his father where
DM} becomes more quiet and letharglic, as well as his resulting
anger when he does not wvisi. with is dad during the week. In
the context of DEB's experitnce, i is my belief that he is
painfully reminded of his pi.rents' separation and the short time
that he has with his father that causes him the obvicus trouble,
'urther, he is reportedly more enthusiastic and enjoys sponding
more time with his Father or exteonded visits.  Dan needs wo o
individualized attention fc¢:r security and reassurance, especially
from his dad.

Like his sister, (48 doe: not feel that his parents
will get back together, and he relys on his mother's explanations
to cope and understand the f‘amily w¢ircumstances.

D@ is a typical child in terms of his interests and
activities. His language slills are good for a boy of his age
when he chooses to express liimself. His speech is characterized
by a lisp, and it may be incicated that the parents could consult
a specech patholoyist in order to assist Dgg with controlling his
impediment.

Generally, DS i= a hcalthy boy with the exception of
allergies related to a sensitivity to food additives. Illis
condition has been specificelly diagnosed most recently, and the
problem is now controlled by diet. A well-controlled diet clinminatces
the. chemical and dyes found in processed food from "fast" lood
outlets., D@D reacts to his alleryies with headaches, vomiting
and swelling.

DR is beginning kindery:rten this fall.
DYP's babysitter reports that he is a happy, well-behaved

and active youngster. She did no: have any specific concerns
about DEB. '
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FUTURE PLANS AND POSITION OF EACH PARENT

R

Until recently, PEGEBER had plannced Lo remain living
in the matrimonial home in Saskatoon., However, she recoivod
Juby ol fer with the bauphin General Hospital in Maniloba Lo Lake

the position of director of Dietetics. She had made several
job applications in an effort to szcure employment that wouid
increase her income and allow hos Lo spend more tiwme with Che
children. After considerations ol the effect of the move on Lho
family, she decided to take the job in Dauphin and to move
there on or about September 16, 1983. She has been in contacl
with the school regarding errolling the children, and hasg plans
to purchase a home in Dauphin. She has relatives nearby to
assist her with relocation. " In addition, materhal and paternal

grandparents are accessible, as Davphin is a short distance From
' Family, and a half-day drive from WO ' aniily.
P& feels tnat she has been adequately providing

for the children's emotional and physical needs since the
separation. She maintains that she has been primarily responsible
in raising the children throughout the marriage and subsequent

to the separation, and she sces no reason why that should change.

PEESEEE has concerns about WEEEE®'s capabilities in
caring for the children related to poor supervision, not anticipating
the children's needs, and pcor nutrition related to taking the g
children to fast food restaurants, which she feels provides
poor nutritional food, and also affects DE@R's allergies. In
general, she doubts that Wysmwms® ic capable of meeting the
children's needs on an ongoing basis,

If RS is awarded permanent custody of the children,
she states that she would participate in W@gBEWe's access, as
she intends to travel to Saskatoon every other month, and would
tragsport the children to hii home for the weekend. She feols
that WEBg®'s access should continuie every other weekend, if
he is willing to drive to Dauaphin. Additionally, P&IEEES feels
that Christmas and Easter visits with the children should alternate
between the parents, and tha: W& could see the children during
the summer when his holidays would oermit.
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W cLatces thatbt he will continuce lTiving in Lhe
two-boediocom home that he has purchased in Saskatoon. lle plans
to continue working fulltime in & permanent position with
Nriculture Canada in the Zoil Surveys Section alt @& R
S ey, - He states Lhat e works B:30 a.m. to e 30 ..
Ll s hours are Klexible:, and that while he will conlinue
Lto do some travelling, it will not be as often as in the past.
That is, from May tc Septenkcy, hc mayv spend approximately flive
woeeks of Monday to Thursda oulb of Lown.

e |

. but

W' s position regarding custody of the children is
related to his concern tha: he does not see his children as often
as he would like because o the conflicts between he ancd D ERESER.
Warren reacts to PEINER's innuendc that he doess not care
adequately for the children during visits, and he fears that
this reinforces a negative message to the children that they
should not spend time with him. I‘further, WGERE is concernoed
that Pgllll® does not spend enough time with the children, as she
has other work commitments outside of her job at SRR
GBS VBB states that if the children were in his custody,
that there would be less tension bhetween he and PeEEEg , and that
he would have more input into the children's lives than he has
now. WHEBEE qualifies the above statement saying that he does not
(uestion PyllllMR's decisions regarding the children, bulbt would

like more involvement as he feels Ctotally excluded from decisions
now. -

Sy - A e e ey

WEEEEE states that if he was awarded permancnlt custody
of the children, that he would arrange for a permanent babysitter
during the times when he was out of town, as well as to care for
the children after school until he arrives home from work. W&y
feels that if the children were in his custody, that PEIEER ' <
access to the children would include every other weekend and
Limes during the week as necgotiated between them. He feels that
Christmas and Easter visits should alternate between the
parents, and that PGB 's access to the children in the summer
would include as much time as her holidays permit.

INFORMATION FROM REPERENCES

Cenerally, references had no concerns about the parenting
capabilities of either parent. Those references who know the
CPEES family well, state that since the separation, Wempmsm 's
involvement with the children has increased, and that he is more
active and involved with them. The children were generaily
seen as well-adjusted, and several references felt that their
adjustments were largely the result of PEEEE's efforts to
explain and attend their needs around the separation.
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NSEEEEMEN'Y

AND RECOMMENDAYI:INS

1)

2)

3)

4)

Since the marital separation, P{EEEN has had
custody of tha children, and WEEEE has madniainoed
regular access. Yhe children's physical and
emotiocnal nezds have been adequately met, and
parcntal efforts have assisted the children with
Lheir adjustmenl Lo Lhe Family broeakdown.

Ongoing tension and conflict between the parents

is a result of different stages of resolution abhout
the end of the marriage, as well as residual
disappointments and injustices suffered during

the relationship. Primarily, poor communication
and misunders—:andings between the parents continue
to be the sou.cce of access probklems.

Plﬂiﬂi has been emotionally separating from WE
for some timey anfd is more resolved aboul Lthe end
of the marriagqe. WQEEER continues to [eel hurt and
has very much wished to reconcile with PEISERE. Ile
is realizing that this is not likely going to
happen, and he is beyinning to reorganize his life.

The children are very bright, generally healthy
youngsters who are coping with their parents'
separation. Both children miss their father, and
their concern abeout seeing him infregquently

will likely hecome more acute with PEEEEER and

the children's relocation to Dauphin, Manitoba.
1The children maintain positive relationships with
both their parents.

PR is the parent who has maintained the nost
constant presence in the children's lives in the
past, and all refercnces attest that she is a
capable, competent mother. WIHEEEER's lack of
involvement with the children in the past is
primarily related Lo his job demands, particularly
during the summer months, References who know the
family well, however, report that WEElE® was not
as attentive to the children during the marriage
as he could have been, and that the children wcre
disappointed about that. With the separation,
WD has become much more actively involved in
the children'tc lives, and references regard him

as a caring, concerned parent.
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It is my considered opinion that there are

no contra-indication- to the presenlt custody/acceass
arrangenmnent, and { would recomnend that the
children should remain in PGSR 's custody.

The move to Dauphin will require the expectablc
changes for the children, but I belicve thaol

Lthey will make Lhe adjustment withoulb serious
consequences with the continuitv of caretaking

by their mother., If Pl is awarded permanent
custody of the children, WS should be

assured of regular and generous access. The’
considerable distance between Dauphin and
Saskatoon will encumber access arrangements.
Should the children remain in PEEE' s care,

both parents are urged to support and foster

a positive relationship between the children and
their father as a priority.

Ressectfully Submitted,

Counsellor

_JATE: Septembar 22, 1983





