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Abstract
Family courts assist separating parents with developing parenting pldahe trildren.
Nearly half of these cases have reported intimate partner violéheds a factor.
Children are harmed by witnessing IPV and thus, need protection. Family ax@uinsa
crisis when handling cases with dangerous IPV. A gap in the literature wiisthow
family court processes influence IPV among the litigants. The purpolis of t
phenomenological study was to use violence typology constructs to understand and
describe the experiences of individuals who used the family courts for panelainsg
when their case contained IPV. Extreme case sampling was used to ensiaoienice
experienced during and after family court was represented in the data.eRourte
participants came from one organization dedicated to identifying and improwiilyg fa
court processes. From a content analysis of textual data, themes were devitope
situated structure which provided a coherent whole of their experiences. Agdordin
the key findings, the participants initially experienced profound feamehand denial at
the first realization they were victims of IPV. Subsequently, they enduletgthy
period where the perpetrator used the court processes to further abuse them, and
experienced some court processes as surreal, cold, biased, and abusiveh&uama
implications of this study may include improving the experience of IPViwgctising
family courts, and increasing the likelihood of developing safe parenting plaiief

victims and children.



Retaliatory Violence After Family Court: Victim Safety Afteamily Court Litigation in
Intimate Partner Violence Cases
by

Donald Richard Froyd, Jr.

M.A., National University, 1999
B.S., University of the State of New York, Regents College, 1996

A.S., University of the State of New York, Regents College, 1990

Dissertation Submitted in Fulfillment
of the Requirements for the Degree of
Doctor of Philosophy

Psychology

Walden University

August 2011



Dedication

| offer my gratitude to the following distinguished scholars in the fieldPvf Dr.
Jennifer Hardesty, Dr. Michael Johnson, and Dr. Joan Kelly for their avaidbiimy
initial questions and feedback. | especially wish to acknowledge the timeaRiesiy
gave to our several e-mail exchanges with respect to the current diredfdh of
scientific investigation and future directions. Her generosity with her bigldiane and
expertise were truly appreciated and helpful to this project. Lastly, dWiel to offer
my deepest thanks to Dr. Fred Wertz for his generosity in providing me witls aigies
works via e-mail, and for taking the time out of his incredibly busy schedule to discuss
the nuances of the phenomenological method of which he has been such a seminal figure

in using for scientific investigation, as well as describing to the scholarlyncoity .



Acknowledgments

| wish to acknowledge my wonderful wife, Rose, who supported me from my
very first flirtation with undergraduate work so many years ago alivthethrough to
this capstone doctoral project. Her incredible organizational giftednesggtakditing
skills, and profoundly important emotional support made it possible for me to complete
this work.

| wish to offer particular gratitude to Dr. Carl Valdez and Dr. Brent Robbins for
providing me with their incredibly important wisdom, guidance, and support throughout
this process. The sage advice offered to me by Dr. Robbins during my liteestiere
will forever remain with me, “Okay, Rick, let’s just slow down and do this thigigtri
As well, Dr. Valdez’ suggestion to include an exploration of how IPV affectshildren
in the literature review has been a very important lens through which to viewums fut
research of IPV and the family courts. Of course, “thanks” simply does refastirily

convey my deep appreciation for them both. Still, | would like to say it, “Thanks.”



Table of Contents

(@4 gF=T o] (=3 g I [ Yo [1 T £ o ISR 1
Background of the StUAY .........coooiiiiiicc e ————- 1
Problem STatemMeNT..........oovi e 6
PUIPOSE OF the STUAY ...ceeeiieiiiiecie e e e e e e e e e e e e e aeaees 7
NALUIE OF the STUAY ...vvveeiiiie i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeesssnnnnnns 8
RESEAICH QUESTIONS ... ..t e e e e e e e e e e e e aa e e e e e eaaaeeeeeeens 8
THEOIELICAI BASE........eieiiiiiiiiie et e e s 9
DefiNItION OF TEIMIS.....iiiiii e e e e e e 13
TS 10T o] 1 £ U 15
LIMITATIONS ettt e e e e e e e s s e e e e e e eas 15
DEIMITALIONS ...t e e e e e e s e e e 16
Significance Of the STUAY ........ccooo i e 16
Summary and TraNSIHION ..........coiiiiiiieeiiiiirr e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeaeaeeeeeeaeesnnnnnns 17

Chapter 2: LIterature REVIEW ... ...cciiiiii e e i s e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e aaaeeeeees 19
INtimate Partner VIOIENCE .........oouiiiiiii e 19
[PV DEFINEA ...ttt e e s e e e 23
RV o] [T o Yot I8/ 0 To ] (oo [P 24

A Review of Prior Research Regarding this Study’s FOCUS .........ccccoevvviiieieiennnnn. 24
Y /Lo ][ g Lot I8/ o To (oo | V2SRRI 38
[ FoTH =T (= I8/ o To ] (oo YU 41
Models of Marital VIOIENCE ...........c.eviiiiiiiiee e 43



A Scholarly Consensus for Differentiation of Violence and Batterer Type.......... 46

Power and Control in IPV

..................................................................................... 47
Prevalence of IPV in Separating and Divorcing Couples..........ccccceeveiiiieeieeeeeennnn. 53
Long-term Perspectives 0N DIVOICE...........cuuuuuuuuuuiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeessesannnnns s e e e e e aeaaaeeeees 56
The Effects of IPV on Child Custody and ViICtimS.........cccocoeeviiiiiiiieiicciieee e 57
A Family SYsStemMs CONIEXL ......ccceeeieiiiiieieeiiee e e e e e e e e 57
The Physiological and Psychological Consequences on the Victims................... 58
The Effects of Witnessing IPV on Children in Terms of Functioning ................. 60
California Family Court IPV SCreening PrOoCESSES ... .ccciiiiiiieeiiieeeeeeeeieiiiicniee e e e e 66
A Lack of Unified Screening ProtoCOIS .............uuvvuiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 67
Possible Screening DIMENSIONS ........ccviiiiieeiiiiiiiiie e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaees 68
A Multimethod Assessment of Cases With IPV ... 69
The Family CoUMS IN CriSIS ....uuuuuiiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e eee et ee et s s s e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeseennnnn 69
IPV and Family Court Parenting PIanS ..o 73
Parenting Plans in the Context Of IPV .........cooiiiiiiii e 73
The Phenomenological Method ..............uuuuiiiiiiiii e e e e 74
A Brief History of the Empirical Phenomenological Method ..............ccccceeveenee. 75
The Uniqueness of the Phenomenological Approach to Research ....................... 76
Summary and TraNSIHION .........ccoiiiiiiieeiii e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeaeeeeeeeeesenranes 77
Chapter 3: Research Method..........ccooooi oo e e e e 80
Research Design and APProach .........cooviiiiiiiiiiiiiicii e e e e e e e 82
Rationale for Use of Qualitative Research Design and Methods ............cccccccceeiieennnn. 85



ConteXt Of the STUAY .....oeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e e e
PartiCipaNntS/SamMPIE. ... oo e e e e e e 86
Role Of the RESEAICNET ... s 87
Setting and SAMPIE .....ccoooieeeee e ——————————— 89
Selection of PartiCIPaNTS .........cooiiiiiiiieeerr e e e e e e e eas 89
EthiCal PrOCEAUIES ... 90
Data Collection and ANAIYSIS........cciiiiiie e a e e e 92
Data ColleCtion TECHNIQUES ........veveieiiiiiieie e e e e e e ee e e e e ettt a e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeennnes 92
Data ANalySIS TECNNIQUES. .......cceeeiiieeeeeeeire s e e e e e e e e e e e e eeees 92
Verification of Trustworthiness/AuthentiCity ...........ccccee e 94
D= U= W [ 0] (=] 0] (=3 7= 11 [ o 96
Dissemination Of FINAINGS .......uuuuuiiiiiii e e e e e e e e e e e e e e as 98
(O T o] (=] gl TS| £ PSP 99
RECTUIIMENT ...t e e e e e e e e s e e e e e ans 100
[DF= 1= W@do]|[=Tox i o] g 1= Ta o BS] (o] =T L= PP 101
D= U= BN g oL £ 102
Participant DemographiCS.........ccooiiiiiiiiiiecrr e 102
The Empirical Phenomenological Method ... 103
MEANING UNILS ...t e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeerannann s 104
Situated Structural DESCIPLIONS ......uiiiii it e e e e e e e e e e 105
Seeing PSYChOIOGICAIIY ......ueeeiiiie e e e e e e e e e 108
Research QUESTION L ... ..coouiii i e e e e e e e e eeeens 108



RESEArCh QUESTION 2 ... e e e e e e e e e e e rra e 123

FEeliNG REACHIONS ... ..ot e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeaeeennnnnas 123

LI 010 == o 1o 1 131
ReESEarCh QUESTION 3 ... .o e e e e e e e e e e e ara e e 136

Family Court Increased the ANQET .........coovvveeiiiiiiiieee e 137

The Abuser Was Perceived to be Using Litigation to Devastate Her
Emotionally and Financially ............cccooeeiiiiiiiiiiiie e 138

Perpetrators Were Perceived as Having No Consequences for Their

MaleVolent BENAVIOL ... ... e 139
General SIUATEO SITUCTUIE .. ... e e 140
The Beginning Of AWAIENESS ......cciiiiiieeeeeieeeeeeeeeir e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 140

Leaving the Intimate Partner Violence for a Different Kind of

VICHMIZALION. ..eee i 142
Un-Reality and ADUSE DY PrOXY ......uuuuiiiiiiiiiie et e e e e e e 142
The System as Disbelieving and INSENSILIVE............ceeiiiiiiiii e, 144
Forget the ADUSE — Are YOU SEIOUS? .....uuuuuuiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeetiteinn e s e e e e e e e aa e 145
The Court is Now The Perpetrator's WeapO.......cccouvveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeceeiienee e 145
Experiences in Chronological Order.........cccooiiiiiiieiiiiiieeeeeees e 149
Moving Beyond ViIiCtiMIiZation ...........ccooviviiiiiiiiiiiiiciee e 150
Verification of Trustworthiness/AuthentiCity. ............cccovvvviieiiiciicice e, 151
SUIMIMIAIY ..ttt ettt e e et e e et e et et r e e eea e e e et e e e et e e e et e e eeaaeeeeba e eeenns 153
Chapter 5: Discussion, Conclusions, and Recommendations...........cccoeeevveeeeeeeeeveeeeeinnnns 155



Interpretation Of FINAINGS ....ccoooi oo e e e e e e 155

ReESEarCh QUESTION L ... .o e e e e e e e e e e e e aara e e 156
RESEArCh QUESTION 2 ... e e e e e e e e e e e a it 157
FEeliNg REACHIONS ......cc it e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaeeeeaannnan 157
LI Lo10To L= = o 1o 1 157
ReESEarCh QUESTION 3 ... .o e e e et e e e e e e a b e e 158
Batterer and Violence Typologies ReVISIted ..........ccceeeeeeiiiiiiieeiicicee e 158
Limitations of the StUAY..........oooeieeiee e e 162
Implications for Social ChanQe...........iiiiiiie e 163
Recommendations fOr ACHON ..........ooouiiiiiie e 166

Narrow the Gap Between Academic Knowledge and Practical Appiicati. 166

Process Cases With IPV EXCIUSIVEIY..........coovveiiiiiiiiii e 167

Establish a Local Review Committee for Complex Cases ..........cccevvvvvvvvvnnnnnnnn. 167

Establish a National Review Committee for Legislation Oversight................... 169

Recommendations for Further Study ............ooovvveiiiiiiiii e 169

RETEIEINCES ...t e e s e e e 174
Y 0] o L= T [ 187
Y o] o L= T [ = SRR 189
Y o] o L= T [ G 195
Y o] o L= T [ I S PPPPRSR 198
Y 0] o L= T LG =SS 201
Y 0] o L= T LG SR 202



Y o] o 1= T [ 204

Y o] o L= T [ SRR 205
Y o] o 1= T [ SRR 206
Y 0] o 1= T [ SR 354
CUITICUIUM VITAIE ...ttt e e e e e e e e e s e es 360

Vi



List of Tables

Table 1. Delineated Meaning Units .........

Table 2. Situated Structural Descriptions

Vii



List of Figures

Figure 1. Flowchart for Data ANAlYSIS..........coevuviiiiiiiiiiiiei e e e e e e e

viii



Chapter 1: Introduction
Background of the Study

The consequences of intimate partner violence (IPV) in the context of family
court litigation can be lethal. Family issues are life changing and @mabtiBecause of
this, a number of men, women, and children are becoming victims of violence during and
after litigation in family court due to a family member’s inability to gddée court
decisions (K. Borders, personal communication, March 22, 2010). A prime example is
from a current, local California newspaper (Elias, 2010) that describedrtimaunity
and political aftermath of a family court judge’s decision not to grantai@sg order
against the father of a child at the mother’s request because the motheditbksfather
to be a danger to the child (Elias, 2010). The father shot and killed the child and then
himself in a murder-suicide while spending unsupervised time with the chiés (Eli
2010). Elias (2010) reported that the father had been using the Internet to blog about his
family difficulties.

Roughly, half of divorcing couples reported IPV in various forms in their
relationships (Ellis, 2008; Niolon et al., 2009). Extreme examples of IPV resultesl in t
death of one or more of the family members (Elias, 2010). Government data has
indicated 78% of this violence comes in the form of aggravated assaults (Smitbl&, Fa
2009). Oftentimes children witnessed this violence (Smith & Farole, 2009), which can be
detrimental to their emotional well-being as permanent physiologiealges occur due

to chronic exposure to this violence (Anda et al., 2006).



Smith and Farole (2009), using a relatively large sammpte3750) from eight
different states in 16 different counties, found the victims of domestic violeses ca
were predominately female (86%) as opposed to male victims (12%). Moreover, the
majority of IPV cases identified the males as perpetrators (84%)h(8niiarole, 2009).
The majority of these cases involved either simple (12%) or aggravatedt §88%0),
while just less than half (46%) of these cases involved prior abuse from the same
perpetrator toward the same victim (Smith & Farole, 2009). Someone witnessefl half
these cases and half of those witnesses were children (Smith & Farole, 20881 At
(33%) of the perpetrators were using intoxicating substances while comgrttie
violence. The victims received an injury in 89% of the cases (Smith & Farole, 2009).
Niolen et al. (2009) indicated that IPV against women costs over 6 billion doilaes a
in healthcare costs and loss of productivity. Ellis (2008) stated that half otiples
separating or divorcing reported having at least one incident of physical @t
75% reported emotional abuse from their partner.

However, scholars have suggested that such government data as noted above
(e.g., Smith & Farole, 2009) may have biases against men (B. Robbins, personal
communication, June 19, 2010). Moreover, Archer (2000) and Archer (2002) explicated
some of the problematic methodological issues with previous IPV resaarakell as
reviews several articles regarding the reliability of governmetat ddany areas of IPV
research, such as which gender is more likely to perpetrate 1PV, theawtstlict of
IPV (e.g., a unified definition, what constitutes “self defense,” and so on),lleasvike

methods of researching the various areas of interest regarding IPM &pjeeck strong
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empirical support. Without strong empirical support, answering the above questions
relies more upon scientific hypotheses, as opposed to confident scientignoger
based upon significance testing of double-blind studies.

Bemiller (2000), argued that rather than protect female victims qgftli®&/family
court processes actually abused these women through legally making the woman
responsible for ensuring continuing contact of the child with the batterer aitting w
ordering other types of contact between batterer and victim that increasek tife
violence. In their qualitative study of ongoing exposure to batterers via thesgsiam,
Shalansky, Erickson, and Henderson (1999) found batterers used child exchanges and
child access via the courts to continue verbal abuse and threats toward the victim,
Shalansky et al. found that this considerably increased the victims’ oversdl of fear,
had negative health consequences, and reduced their quality of life. These findings
support the idea that forced exposure to the batterer vis-a-vis the court akemrtihg
plan is unhealthy for the victims.

Conversely, two studies argued that men are victims of IPV in a gender
symmetric fashion (Archer 2000; Archer 2002). Allen-Collenson (2009) suggested tha
there is a subsequent paucity of qualitative research regarding niareeasperiences of
IPV. Gender issues in the context of IPV are prominent and controversial wi
concomitant energetic debate and no firm resolution having been reached as of this
writing (Allen-Collinson, 2009; Bemiller, 2008; Capaldi & Kim, 2007; Dutton &

Goodman, 2005; Hardesty, 2002; Johnson, 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).
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Scholars, court professionals, and helping professionals working with the family
court processes have called for continued improvement in the methods used to identify,
process, and intervene in family law cases with IPV as an issue (Be20l(8; Ellis,
2008; Frederick, 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008; Ver Steegh & Dalton, 2008).
Additionally, California courts did not have a unified methodology for processwig IP
cases (J. Weber, personal communication, March 11, 2010). Chapter 2 includes a
discussion of current usage of several screening tools, as well as how masy cour
process IPV cases.

Moreover, controversy exists regarding appropriate and safe parentinggolans f
families with a history of IPV (Hardesty & Chung, 2006; Jaffe, Johnston, Crooks, &
Bala, 2008). Other scholars argue women and children remain at risk for vioieéhee i
context of parenting plans (Jaffe et al., 2008). Yet, family courts have continued to
embrace shared parenting plans as being in the best interests of the childremadespi
history of IPV (Hardesty & Chung). It is noted that some of these viewpuawes
ignored the documented existence of female batterers perpetratifey §ypes of IPV
on men (Allen-Collinson, 2009).

Frederick (2008) asserted that family law filings were increggaid the
resources to assist families with these cases were decreasinguriigmg California
financial crisis has caused the closure of superior courts statewide 1raagrb via
the use of furloughs to save money (Judicial Council of California, 2009). Therefore,
Frederick recommended developing or using empirically sound screeningds¢d

assist in identifying cases containing IPV because physical violeas an impact on the



lives of the family members. Moreover, IPV issues were significanghpitant to
judicial officers when making child custody orders in that scholars genaatied
batterers were more likely to commit physical abuse on a child (Jaffe tdoh@sooks,
& Bala, 2008). Chapter 2 includes a review of several empirical studies regéweling
effects witnessing domestic violence had on children.

An initial review of the literature suggested several scholars agreecdedifiation
between types of batterers and types of violence would assist with achievamg a m
focused and nuanced understanding of IPV in the context of divorce, family court
processes, and child custody and visitation issues (Hardesty, Khaw, Chung,i& Mart
2008; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson & Kelly, 2008). However, the use of
typologies in the study of IPV is not without detractors (e.g., Capaldi & Kim, 2(a)
instance, Capaldi and Kim warned that typology studies lacked sufficient eshpiric
evidence to support their general acceptance and appropriateness fdrudmica
Moreover, they expressed concern that typologies would become “...reified” (p. 12), and
as such, become uncritically accepted by rank and file clinicians seekasgi$b persons
accessing treatment for IPV. They argued this uncritical accepténosupported
typologies would, at the very least, keep these clinicians from investigatieg ot
explanatory etiologies and processes of IPV. For example, those sesplaused the
investigation of the developmental processes of each person in the dyad to appreciat
how the dyadic interactions influenced the violence processes (Capaldi & Kim, 2007, p.

11).
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There are several reasons for this lack of empirical support that are beyond the
scope of this project; the reader is encouraged to review the followingsuftcl
supplementary exploration of the myriad issues regarding research probléms in t
context of IPV (Archer, 2000; Archer, 2002; Johnson, 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008;
Straus & Gelles, 1986). To ensure the presentation of a balanced view regssdargh
method controversies and IPV in the context of this study, Chapter 2 revi¢svatiifie
relevant to the empirical limitations of the constructs discussed by this stud

Problem Statement

The complexities of developing effective interventions for families with IPV
acted as a catalyst for some researchers to begin improving sciemdiérstanding of
batterer type and violence type (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworthddunr
et al., 2000; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) in
the context of IPV. These paradigms may also serve to improve scientifistamdiang
of the effects of IPV on victims and children (Anda et al., 2006; Campbell, et al., 2002;
Campbell, 2002; Dutton & Goodman, 2005; Gewirtz & Medhanie, 2008; Howells &
Rosenbaum, 2008; Kracke & Hahn, 2008; National Scientific Council on the Developing
Child, 2010). Lastly, the typology paradigms may show promise in assisting with the
effort to provide meaningful screening, intervention, and other community assistance
the context of IPV (Ellis & Stuckless, 2006; Ver Steegh & Dalton, 2008).

What victims have encountered and endured through experiencing intimate
partner retaliatory violence during and after family court litagatemains unclear.

Several scholars have called for qualitative investigation into the dynafrilR¥ to
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have the experiences told by the participants in rich detail to inform futurtiged@ons
into this issue (Allen-Collinson, 2009; Bemiller, 2008) Scholars have suggested that
gualitative studies have a great deal to offer studies of the family in terelatadmal
dynamics and so on (Gilgun, 2005). The purpose of this study was to address this gap in
the literature using a qualitative method.
Purpose of the Study

Scholars have agreed that the practice of using a “one size fits alfaapgfor
families experiencing IPV who were asking the family courts fas&s®e is no longer
effective (Ver Steegh & Dalton, 2008). The prevalence of IPV in relationéhils,
2008; Niolon et al., 2009) is increasing and there is a evidence that violencenraiter fa
court litigation can be lethal (Elias, 2010). Additionally, scholars have remyaineed
to differentiate violence typologies to assist in improving court prosesset
intervention strategies (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munrok, et a
2000; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008; Ver
Steegh & Dalton, 2008). Kelly and Johnson (2008) provided a violence typology upon
which to begin the process of developing programmatic batterer intervention psogram
(BIP). Kelly and Johnson argued that using a feminist-based curriculum sieh as t
Duluth model (Pence & Paymar, as cited in Kelly & Johnson, 2008) is clinically
contraindicated for situational couple violence because those men do not normally use
coercive controlling style in the context of the IPV. The purpose of this ieadpir

phenomenological investigation was to explore, describe, and understand the



phenomenon of the IPV victim’s experience of receiving batterer retgliatdence
during and after requesting assistance from a family court for childdyusases.
Nature of the Study

The nature of this empirical, phenomenological study was to understand the
experiences of the victims of IPV during and after family court likbiga Textual data
was collected from 14 participants from the study stakeholder, the Califéroiective
Parents Association (CPPA). The textual data was then developed into themes and
situated structures to provide a coherent whole of their experiences. @duapsirpose
of this study was to understand the lived experiences of persons incurringdPV af
family court litigation from a deep and rich psychological perspective, laajive
phenomenological study provided the most rigorous and appropriate scientific
methodology for those circumstances (Creswell, 2007).

Research Questions

The overarching research question for this qualitative empirical,
phenomenological investigation was the following:

1. What was it like to have encountered and endured intimate partner retaliatory

violence during and after family court litigation?

The sub questions were used to explore in rich detail the experiences of each
victim’s experiences resulting in a deeper understanding of the phenomenoeaf batt
retaliatory violence after family court hearings, specifically wvate experiential details
in thick descriptions (Charmaz, 2006; Creswell, 2007). These sub questions were the

following:



1. Describe your reactions to the violent incidents.
2. What are the processes associated with your particular family cigatidi
that exacerbated or otherwise influenced what you perceived to be oeyaliat
violence? (i.e., what things, persons, or rules of the court do you think added
to your trouble and why do you think so?)
Theoretical Base

Kelly and Johnson (2008) provided a coherent typology that differentiates
violence type to assist with improving IPV screening and intervention strateQiber
scholars have offered useful batterer typologies (Holtzworth-Munroe &tSt98¢;
Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000), which provided subtypes of specific categories of
batterers such as the borderline/dysphoric batterer, who oftentimesysropéocive
controlling violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). However, researchers have yet to
investigate scientifically the phenomenon of victims experiencing batttediation
after family court hearings. Chapter 2 includes a review of the schaléidylation of
these typologies.

Kelly and Johnson (2008) differentiated IPV typologies based upon the type of
violence used against the victim in the context of the setting of the violence.aldlly
Johnson argued that the usefulness of differentiating types of violence would dateonstr
value in improving the efficacy of IPV screening tools for family courtesses, as well
as batterer intervention programs. Noting the controversy in the field reghedieger
type, gender issues, and treatment programs, Kelly and Johnson provided useful

typologies while balancing effectively the controversy regarding gerfelm example,
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scholars have viewed IPV as mostly male initiated violence (Bemille8)280d insist

the family court process oftentimes abuses the victim. Conversely, otbarclesrs

(Dutton, 2005; Holtzworth-Munroe, 2005; Johnson, 2005) have questioned the validity of
many studies with respect to issues of operational definitions of domestitcapées

well as the homogeneity of the sample populations. Ultimately, Kelly and Johnson
concluded, “Based on hundreds of studies, it is quite apparent that both men and women
are violent in intimate partner relationships” (p. 480). Based upon the reasoningyof Kell
and Johnson (2008), it seems important to remain aware that women are initiatirsg IPV a
well as men. Consequently, more than one paradigm, or lens through with to view IPV
dynamics was used during the review of the literature.

Additionally, Kelly and Johnson (2008) found that large national surveys most
likely detected a different type of violence than smaller surveys of wanséelters or
medical facilities. For example, Kelly and Johnson defined coercive dorgraiblence
as predominantly committed by males, and their female victims largely peqb tihegt
shelters and sought medical care. Kelly and Johnson hypothesized that laoged nati
surveys likely captured a specific and different kind of violence identifieduzdisnal
couple violence. Johnson (1995) discussed the problematic research and generalization
issues associated with using convenience samples such as women’s shefipasad to
larger, more representative surveys to investigate the issue of IPV. Johnsmhthed
the larger national surveys captured different samples, which in turn, shdfeeeindi
results. Essentially, Johnson argued shelter samples looked at a spegqifeccfam

participants that are not representative of the larger population. Thus, shelter data
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showed that men perpetrate violence more than women because women seek assistance
with these shelters and men do not, thereby not capturing masculine input to the.study(s)
This lack of masculine input to the shelter data sets leaves important datadhmut
analyses thereby biasing the study(s).

Subsequent researchers (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly &
Johnson, 2008) have postulated that the larger national surveys revealed a djfferent t
of violence, situational couple violence, or conflict instigated violence. Those
investigators researchers (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly &
Johnson, 2008) explicated situational couple violence to be different in terms of
perpetrator and victim characteristics, more couples were likely toierpe this kind of
violence, (i.e., Kelly and Johnson) appeared to conclude that situational coupleeviolenc
is more representative of the general population. Johnson (1995), Johnson (2005), Jaffe
et al. (2008), Kelly and Johnson (2008) elucidated a difference between types of
violence; herein resides the usefulness of their models for the present study.
Differentiating batterers by identifying how they employ the usetgpa or pattern of
violence in the context of retaliatory violence during and after family ditigetion
might provide a useful template through which to ensure child safety. Foplexam
identifying patterns or types of violence might assist in understanding aéelgur
identifying, and screening coparents with IPV as a factor in theirsegeéng parenting
plans from family court. Accurate screening of batterer and violence rtyggsissist in
creating appropriate parenting plans, which may minimize the risk of lamimg to a

child vis-a-vis the court orders.
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Kelly and Johnson (2008) concluded that there are four predominant typologies of
IPV. Kelly and Johnson’s work will provide a coherent framework for this diydy
assisting with the exploration of which perpetrator of IPV typology is niketyIto
engage in retaliatory behaviors post family court litigation. The four typcage (a)
coercive controlling, (b) violent resistant, (c) situational couple violence,dnd (
separation-instigated violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Coercive controlling viakence
characterized by the perpetrator, predominately a male (although H#@6] provided
an argument against this assumption), interacting relationally with ttreepgirough the
context of power and control (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). These batterers use one or more
of the following methods or behaviors to enforce power and control: intimidating,
isolating, asserting male privilege, emotionally abusing, blamingymzing, coercing,
and threatening (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). This violence type generally results in more
frequent violence than the other types of violence.

Kelly and Johnson (2008) described the violent resistant type as being
characterized by violence perpetrated by the victims of coercive corgroifues in
heterosexual relationships toward the batterer. These persons are paadlyrfemale
and reacting to feeling trapped; the extreme of this type of violencewsthan who
murders her partner (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Some of the violent resistant persons are
males; however, the paucity of research prevents more specificity regi piece.
Scholarly arguments against the validity of these typologies arenpgdsa Chapter 2.

Situational couple violence happens during an argument or situation in which the

escalation of intensity and emotion erupts into violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Kelly
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and Johnson (2008), argued that this type of violence differs from coercive controlling
violence because it lacks the fixed elements of the chronic relational ayohthe
abuser asserting power and control over the victim. According to Kelly and Johnson’s
(2008) review of the literature, both males and females initiated this typelefce in
similar numbers.

Separation instigated violence is atypical violence perpetrated by a petisor
history of violent behaviors toward their partner. Kelly and Johnson (2008) artitulate
this violence type occurred in reaction to traumatic separation, public humnilfatg.,
service of legal papers at the workplace), walking in on one’s partner having| sexua
intimacy, and so on. The essential elements in this type of violence werektbé lac
history of violence in the relationship and the loss of “psychological control”y(ikell
Johnson, 2008, p. 487). Themes from the textual data analyzed in this study will be
compared to the violence types provided by Kelly and Johnson (2008) to help understand
the violence dynamics of the participants.

Definition of Terms

Anger management class&sychoeducational program designed to teach
participants healthier responses to anger emotions (Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Batterer intervention program (BIPPrograms developed for perpetrators of
domestic violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Largely, these 52-week programs are based
upon a feminist theoretical understanding of batterer behaviors and motivation&Kell

Johnson, 2008).
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Coparents Parents who no longer live together but have custodial responsibilities
for children produced from that union (Ahrons, 2006).

Domestic violence (DV)iolence occurring between intimate partners in the
context of a relationship (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Academics are changingsieenf
this language because domestic violence has specific legal terminolgggtto change
with legislation (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Therefore, social science rdsaarprefer the
use of intimate partner violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Intimate partner violence (IPVYiolence, which occurs between partners in the
context of an intimate relationship (Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).
Oftentimes used synonymously with domestic violence; see definition of domesti
violence for more information.

Perpetrator: This is the aggressor or initiator of violence toward their intimate
partner in the context of IPV (Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Restraining orderA legal injunction to restrain a person from harming another
person (California Codes, n.d.).

Safe exchangd’rograms that provide supervised exchanges of children for high
conflict parents (Jaffe et al., 2008).

Supervised visitatiarPrograms that provide facilities to support professionally
supervised visitation between a parent and a child based upon a court order @affe et

2008).
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Victim: The person who suffers emotional, physical, sexual, verbal, or
psychological harm from their intimate (or former intimate) partner icoiméext of IPV
(Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Violence typologyA coherent explication of violence types providing
differentiation to aid in the understanding of IPV (Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Assumptions

Anecdotal experience with victims of IPV using family courts indicateg t
experienced continuing violence during and after litigation. Finding a sahgble t
included cases with IPV in the context of family court was accomplished through
coordination with a study stakeholder, the California Protective Parents Atssoci
(CPPA). Extreme cases were sought through the stakeholder CPPAr® Ienswould
be represented in each case. Using extreme case sampling provided the dpportuni
ensure the cases were representative of differing levels of IPV) wtogided data for
comparison to the violence typology template offered by Kelly and Johnson (2008). The
participants responded openly and honestly to the questions presented.

Limitations

Schensul et al. (1999) noted that replication may not be practical or possible with
gualitative research due to the unique and changing human beings and their environment.
With respect to construct validity, there is a possibility of confusion regaticéng
constructs of (a) domestic violence, (b) intimate partner violence, and (c)fitngateof
violence, even amongst professionals in the field. This issue was addressed by

employing methods to ensure that the constructs understood by both researcher and
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participant are indeed articulated explicitly to avoid confusion and increageucbns
reliability. Moreover, in terms of external validity (Schensul et al., 1999;hlmoé&
Donnelly, 2007), the intent was to limit the sample to respondents who answered a call
for information from the California court’s Elkins Task Force (please seeniipp8).
These participants met the inclusion criteria of experiencing batetediatory violence
during and after family court processes. However, the results of thistpr@ggaot
necessarily be generalized to the experience of victims of IPV fromgities.
Delimitations

In this empirical, phenomenological study the stories of victims that have
experienced batterer retaliatory violence in the context of using tHer@alifamily
court process were addressed. These participants responded to the Elkins Task Forc
(please see Appendix B) call for submissions to assist the state with impitoifagmily
court process. This study did not collect collateral data such as, copies ofjamesiit
court files, nor statements from ex-partners, or information from a crimmisialry to
assist with data analysis. Phenomenological inquiry did not provide quantitativesdata
found in previous studies of IPV.

Significance of the Study

The purpose of this study was to introduce positive social change by offering a
vehicle for those suffering from batterer retaliation after family tclitigation to make
public their experiences of humiliation using a scientific method. The publicattbeiof
stories will make it possible for scholars, policy makers, users of familysz@and

professionals of the family courts to understand the lived experienceg wictiins that
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suffer retaliatory violence during and after family court litigatione hiope is that
through the telling of these experiences vis-a-vis this project, the above-mdntione
persons can understand and empathize more fully with these victims.

Scholars are working to improve scientific understanding of the dynamiB/of |
by providing differentiation of types of batterers and types of violence (Huoitlaw
Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000; Johnson, 1995; Kelly &
Johnson, 2008) ultimately to make efficacious improvements in family court pesces
and agency intervention strategies. This study adds to the literatpreviging an in-
depth phenomenological description of the lived experiences of IPV victimsingour
batterer retaliation after family court litigation. Moreover, extdntditure lacked the
thick descriptions of the victims of batterer retaliation after fanolyrtlitigation in the
rich detail that constitutes an empirical, phenomenological project (Robbins, 2006;
Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006).

Summary and Transition

Scholars have suggested that IPV is an area of family law that desey@ng
research in order to expand scientific understanding of the types of battel¢ypes of
violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008; Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-
Munroe et al., 2000). Moreover, the increasing number of cases of IPV, combined with
decreasing resources, calls for more efficacious methods of processsg\ith IPV
(Frederick, 2008; Ellis, 2008; Ver Steegh & Dalton, 2008). Some scholars have argued
that current family court processes revictimize victims of IPV dygacedural

inequalities (Bemiller, 2008; Scott & Kunselman, 2007). Another purpose of this study
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was to provide a vehicle for the victims of batterer retaliation in which they ¢elll
their stories with the added benefit of a subsequent scientific analysis thiemes of
their stories. The hope was this analysis would help to uncover descriptiondiatorgta
behaviors along with activating cues of retaliatory behaviors to idghtie batterer
characteristics, behaviors, or patterns that might be amenable to fityipglegly.
Subsequent researchers may find these data useful for future empmiaited studies
of IPV.

Chapter 2 includes a discussion of relevant literature regarding (agbatter
typology, (b) IPV violence type, (c) the prevalence of IPV, (d) currentdér&ening
practices in California state family courts, and (e) defining and operktiogdPV.
Chapter 2 also includes the intricacies of balancing legal rights adfbrydthe United
States Constitution with using risk probabilities vis-a-vis statistedoning in the social
sciences, as well as the important role those two factors play in casegipgesefamily
court with IPV as an issue. Finally the emotional sequela of children giige®V as it
relates to forming appropriate child custody and visitation parenting plarscissed in
Chapter 2.

Chapter 3 includes a discussion of methodology that addressed the research
guestions and includes the reasoning for using an empirical, phenomenologial met
(Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006) with
which to explore the experiences of the victims of batterer retaliatioypathesized that

identifiable patterns of behaviors would emerge from the descriptions of each of the
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victims of retaliatory batterer violence which would be useful in developingmedead
nuanced understanding of these patterns.

Chapter 4 includes a discussion of the results of the study through textual and
graphical display of the interview data designed to facilitate a deegerstanding of
the key findings. This chapter discussed the themes, relationships, anuspzatte
retaliatory batterer behavior supported by the data to present a cohereatantileg of
those patterns.

Chapter 5 includes a discussion of the data interpretation and explored how the
results fit within the overall context of the theoretical framework of theystiitie
findings were connected to the larger discussion of the controversies found in thed body
literature on IPV. The data analysis provided meaningful results, which ware the
shaped into recommendations for use to facilitate positive social chanigessuc
enhancing victim safety during and after using the family courts.

Chapter 2: Literature Review
Intimate Partner Violence

Intimate partnerships contain occurrences of violence between partnéss. Ell
(20028) has reported at least half of couples separating experience physeceadevi
Daily news vehicles have reported on the violence that occurs during enthafily
court litigation in the context of IPV and child custody cases; unfortunatelymsicif
this violence are oftentimes incurring abuse, serious injuries, and even deailgiB
2008; Elias, 2010). The victims of post family court litigation IPV can alsaunéyf

court personnel, as evidenced by the shooting of a judge in Nevada (Miller, Flores, &
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Pitcher, 2010). Current scholarship is focusing on batterer typologies (Holzwort
Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000) and violence type (Kelly &
Johnson, 2008; Johnson, 1995). Research in the social sciences contains elegant
complexities due to human uniqueness; therefore, it seems appropriate to difeerent
between batterer type and violence type in the effort to develop an increased amd nuanc
understanding of the multifaceted dynamics of IPV.

Moreover, scholars have (Arnold, 2009; Bemiller, 2008) criticized current family
court practices for making female victims of IPV responsible for ensuonict
between the batterer and children vis-a-vis a court ordered parenting plaexammple,
when the court awards the mother primary custody of the children, she is then
semiresponsible for ensuring the children showed up for their scheduled visithevit
father. Arnold (2009) and Bemiller (2008) suggested that coordinating visitation via
some form of verbal communication, as well as accomplishing child visitation through
actual physical exchanges, placed the women victims of IPV at increslséaor inarm.
Moreover, Arnold (2009) and Bemiller (2008) argued that because the male coercive
controlling batterer used verbal threats, humiliating language, and otlksrdiyp
intimidating behaviors (e.g., nonverbal threatening body or facial movements)nidle fe
victims suffered chronic emotional trauma for the duration of the parenting plan
(Bemiller, 2008). Arnold (2009) and Bemiller’s (2008) argument is based upon the
premise that female victims were terrorized by coercive-controlliaigsrthat used
threats of physical harm and murder to terrorize and intimidate theirdesiciims

(Johnson, 1995). Johnson (1995) found males who interacted with females used what he
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termed male privilege, humiliating and disparaging language, threatys€ahharm
and murder, as well as the withholding of finances, and so on. Johnson labeled this
pattern of male behaviors as patriarchal terrorism (p. 284).

Scott and Kunselman (2007) found that many victims of IPV in their study did not
or could not receive adequate attention from the court due to accessibility issues. F
example, Scott and Kunselman (2007) found that unrepresented (e.g., attorneys) victim
of IPV did not receive adequate attention from the courts via such measuresras oéf
IPV cases with criminality to criminal courts. Moreover, those investigdound that
the courts were not ordering interventions such as domestic violence treatmeatcgibs
abuse treatment, and mental health treatment to victims or perpetratovs of IP

Kelly and Johnson, (2008) discussed critical issues of recognizing the meaning
and reality of (a) gender in the context of IPV, (b) sampling issues e.g., hatioveys
versus convenience samples of battered women'’s shelters, (c) IPV defindion a
construct operationalization, and (d) how these issues might still creatéyatidi
reliability concerns in previous empirical studies. Gelles (2007) statédhtthe study
of IPV, some advocates misused or misreported social science reseatsh resul
Moreover, Gelles articulated the importance and need for future researctaredre
IPV to portray the data as accurately as possible sans biases, which sdizmatinda
distort data, leaving judicial officers with inaccurate representationarafus empirical
results when making family court rulings.

Since | sought to understand batterer retaliatory behaviors after faity c

litigation, it was essential to define the construct of domestic violenceilitetz
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construct validity. In this section, the current trend of scholars eschewirggim®V in
favor of the term IPV are discussed. The following is a description of thee @tat
California’s legal definition of DV in terms of child custody and visitation. &ttile
legislative language uses the term DV, social science reseatehds to use IPV and |
used the terms IPV and DV interchangeably

Review of the Literature

A search of the EBSCO databases using the parameters of full text andycholar
peer-reviewed criteria was performed and included the following datalfasesemic
Search Premier, Education Research Complete, ERIC, Military and Government
Collection, PsycARTICLES, PsycINFO, SocINDEX with Full Text and Teach
Reference Center. Keywords includddld custody mediatigrdivorce mediation
Family Court intimate partner violengeanddomestic violenceThis search produced
127 articles; four articles provided the theoretical basis (i.e., battetefi@ence
typologies for this study (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Muretos .,
2000; Johnson, 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Government statistical data regarding IPV were found in Catalano (2007),
Rennison and Welchans, (2002), and Smith and Farole (2009). | examined articles
concerning IPV (Allen-Collinson, 2009; Arnold, 2009; Bemiller, 2008), as well as
literature examining the health effects of IPV on women (Campbell €08k,

Campbell et al., 2003; Dutton & Goodman, 2005; Seamans, Rubin, & Stabb, 2007).
Other authors addressed the effects of IPV on children (Anda et al., 2008tzGewi

Medhanie, 2008; Howells & Rosenbaum, 2008; Kracke & Hahn, 2008; National
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Scientific Council on the Developing Child, 2010). A follow-up search of the

EBSCOhost database using the key tedogestic violenganen health andeffects
revealed no studies focusing on the health effects of male victims of IPV.

Literature regarding screening for IPV in the context of family coust wa
reviewed (Ellis, 2008; Ellis & Stuckless, 2006; Fredrick, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008), as was
literature focusing on the use of power and control (Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005;
Johnson & Ferraro, 2000; Dutton & Goodman, 2005) to provide a foundation for the
coercive control element of IPV. An unpublished doctoral dissertation provided useful
insights into court professionals’ views regarding prosecuting domestic \@olenc
(Hartman, 1999). Lastly, researchers who reviewed the process of divorceantthd c
of coparenting were reviewed (Ahrons, 2006; Jaffe et al., 2008), as weresarticle
addressing coparenting in terms of families with IPV (Hardestyh&ng, 2006;

Hardesty, Khaw, Chung, & Martin, 2008).
IPV Defined

The following definition of IPV was derived from the California Code, Family
Code (83044), and included additional descriptors from other recent research (Archer,
2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2009; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005;
Kelly & Johnson, 2008). IPV consists of either a one-time occurrence or achroni
pattern of the following behaviors by one partner toward the other: pushing, garryin
shoving, grabbing or restraining one partner, slapping with an open hand or hithireg wi
closed hand or fist, the pulling of a partner’s hair on any part of the body, dragging or

throwing a partner, biting or kicking a partner (Archer, 2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2009;
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Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). This

definition includes a partner using derogatory names, cursing at, or otherwise using
shaming or humiliating language as IPV(Archer, 2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2@@9; Ja
et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Moreover, IPV
consists of the hitting of a partner on the head, face, breasts/chest, or tHeagemitas
well as choking, strangulation, smothering, and the use of objects to hit a partiar(A
2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2009; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005;
Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Keeping a partner from friends, family, or employment,
disabling the telephone, car, and/or withholding keys, not allowing personal contacts
phone calls, or mail, in addition to the stalking of a person is included in this
definition(Archer, 2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2009; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995;
Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Lastly, demanding knowledge of a partner’s
whereabouts and one partner being actively afraid of the other partner foasory re
constitutes IPV(Archer, 2000; Archer, 2002; Hamel, 2009; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson,
1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).
Violence Typologies

A Review of Prior Research Regarding this Study’s Focus

The IPV controversies Kelly and Johnson (2008) proposed a violence typology
based on a review of the literature (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2003; Holtzwartied,
Meehan, Herron, Rehman, & Stuart, 2000; Johnson, 1995, 2006; Johnson & Ferraro,
2000; Johnston & Campbell, 1993; Leone, Johnson, Cohan, Lloyd, as cited in Kelly &

Johnson, 2008) and claimed to identify four types or categories of violence. | provided a
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discussion of the theoretical underpinnings of the Holtzworth-Munroe and St&84) (
and the Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) studies and discussed the Johnson (1995, 2005)
articles as well. Nearly every one of those authors addressed the cogeested
symmetry/asymmetry debate as well as the controversies withctes the biases of the
existing empirical evidence regarding IPV in one form or another. Fan@&aJohnson
(1995; 2005) articulated the problematic data interpretation issues from the uge of la
national surveys versus convenience samples. Johnson’s contention (Johnson, 1995,
2005; Johnson & Ferraro, 2000) was that the survey types largely determined the
outcome of the data based on sample bias. For instance, Johnson (1995, 2005) explicated
that data from a shelter containing mostly women seeking services froritea she
identified one type of violence, whereas larger national surveys identifiéie@nt type
of violence and were likely more representative of the larger population. Another of
Johnson’s (2005) contentions was that some scholars based arguments upon faulty log
and ignored established science. Johnson argued, “It is no longer scientiicall
ethically acceptable to speak of domestic violence without specifyirtgpbenf violence
to which one refers” (p. 45). Johnson pointed to articles, which sought to test his
theoretical postulations of violence typology, and appeared to garner someampir
support (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2003). | briefly examine that afatée in this
section.

Johnson (2005) furthermore explicated agency samples such as those from courts,
battered women'’s shelters, hospitals, and crime surveys which pointed to @lgrartic

predominantly male perpetrated violence — intimate terrorism (p. 45). Howehason
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asserted there were two other categories or types of violence fromdhedata:

violence resistance, which is used by the victim of the intimate terrorissigi that

violence (i.e., self-defense), and situational couple violence, a violence typertbit is
“embedded in a general pattern of power and control” (Johnson, 2005, p. 45). For
Johnson’s (2005) postulations, power and control were the key elements, that defined the
intimate terrorist violence type. Johnson (1995, 2005) viewed power and control from

the relational level as opposed to specific situations. Essentially, Johnson g&08jls

to be saying the relationship centered on power and the use of controllingooghavi
perpetrated predominately by the male against the female (p. 45).

Johnson (2005) buttressed his argument regarding male dominated intimate
terrorist violence based on the Archer (2000) study. Dutton (2005) also used the Arche
data in opposing Johnson'’s thesis of gender symmetry and asymmetry. Johnson stated
that the Archer meta-analysis found males from the agency samples toebkkeipito
be the perpetrators of violenat<£ .86). Johnson also cited data from a British sample in
which men (see Graham-Kevan & Archer as cited in Johnson, 2005) perpetrated 87% of
intimate terrorist violence. Johnson linked the controlling behaviors of the intimate
terrorist to the agency samples, and then linked the larger showing of maldsagiagpe
this type of violence to his category of intimate terrorist. However, Johnsostaled
that there existed a different type of violence — situational couple violenbhasah
identified this type of violence as coming from the gender symmetric stfrdia larger
national surveys which showed females to be as likely to commit violemcales were.

Johnson stated that those surveys caught violence between couples and was more
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representative of the general population. However, in the present studyskdis@
problem with accepting the empirical validity of the Archer meta-analyghsegard to
wholesale generalizability.

Many of the gender symmetry arguments used the Archer (2000, 2002) meta
analyses in some manner to fortify their arguments. This is problematic éastibhe
significant reason: Half of the sample in the Archer 2002 study was coliddegh
school students. Furthermore, the researchers involved in the Archer metasanalys
indicated that this was essentially an issue in their first metasasalyhat one could
consider generalizing the findings of immature adolescents who have nefise Gf
self developmentally to the general population is untenable, especially in the comtext of
controversial debate regarding generalizability. Scholars commordg #tat quasi-
experimental designs in quantitative studies essentially apply to thécsgeaup being
studied and have limited, if any, generalizability to a larger population (Gzaget
Wallnau, 2007; Horn, Synder, Coverdale, Louie, & Roberts, 2009). Therefore, based
upon extant data, one cannot confidently say with any empirical support that #V as
whole has gender symmetry or asymmetry. Rather, researchers, asndionJand
others (1995; 2005; Johnson & Ferraro, 2000; Kelly & Johnson, 2008), must link together
separate, different studies, and make educated guesses with respectrto gende
symmetry/asymmetry.

Dutton, Nicholls, and Spidel (2005) argued that researchers and policy makers,
which championed funding for the victims of IPV (i.e., only women), had prevented the

reporting of female perpetrated battering. They stated, “until veeytige political
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correctness and concerns that reports of female perpetrated abuse migtsediecréing
and other sources of support for female... victims” (p. 2) has essentially prevented
publication of research revealing IPV with female perpetrators. Gthetass have
echoed this assertion (Babcock, Miller, & Siard, 2003). Babcock et al. (2003) did not
provide conclusive and verifiable evidence to support such a claim as joureeiscgj
articles due to the subject being politically incorrect. Moreover, Dutton @teal.a
research intended to support their argument that women committed violencdan @imi
even greater numbers than do men (pp. 3-6). However, Dutton et al. cited the Archer
studies (2000; 2002) mentioned throughout the present study to support their gender
symmetry argument (see previous comment regarding the generaljzatiltiese

studies). Likewise, Dutton et al. also drew from studies of college studentzke

claims about gender symmetry in IPV. A flaw in the reasoning of resgarclkaiming a
particular stance regarding gender symmetry/asymmetrytighénaappeared to be using
a positivist or postpostivist paradigm (Popper, 1998) to advance their argument; howeve
they failed to cite studies that used a clean experimental design. oadditj most of

the studies claiming gender symmetry or asymmetry relied on pelftseand as such,
are subject to self-report bias. The positivist paradigm would likely esataking bold,
conclusive arguments for the generalizability of those studies regarding gende
symmetry/asymmetry. Based upon this review of the controversies, irgppsaarch in
the field of IPV is in need of uncontaminated studies using qualitative investiga
designed to lead to more focused and clean experimental designs for fypineaém

testing of the resulting hypotheses.
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Moving forward from the gender symmetry/asymmetry issue, disagregetent
exists upon similar arguments for violence typologies. However, Johnson (2005) pointed
out that one researcher of a British sample essentially provided empipgalrsfor his
violence typologies (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2003). Graham-Kevan and ARDES3)
sought to test Johnson’s typologies using a sample expected to contain evidence of
intimate terrorism — battered women’s shelters and a prison. Howevhar&iéevan
and Archer developed a new instrument they derived from the Conflict Tactes $Sloay
called the Controlling Behaviors Scale (p. 1252). Graham-Kevan and Archdetepo
the Cronbach’s alpha scores for some of the four item scales were as.48v dhis
alone exposes reliability issues for that study. Yet Graham-Kevan ahdrAR9003)
reported that their research appeared to find support that intimate ten®ris
predominantly male perpetrated and common couple violence was gender symmetric

Kelly and Johnson (2008) proposed a recent iteration of violence typology. Kelly
and Johnson (2008) essentially reviewed the literature and arrived at a gigatiged
version of Johnson’s original four-category violence typology (Johnson, 1995, 2000).
The typology offered by Kelly and Johnson was one of the typologies that waassused
template through which to attempt to understand IPV.

Gender specific versus gender inclusiveHamel (2009) addressed each
perceived flaw in Johnson’s (1995, 2005) theoretical typology citing various authors and
articles that dissented with Johnson’s thesis. Hamel preferred a largepersonal
gender inclusive model of IPV, stating Johnson’s model did not, “incorporate the

impulsiveand [emphasis in original] severe violence characteristic of those with
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borderline personality disorder” (p. 44). Hamel highlighted the fact that Johnson’s

research did find gender symmetry in the form of common couple violence; however,
Hamel appeared to take umbrage with Johnson’s embracement of the feraumiint

of patriarchal terrorism for the severest form of violence. Hamel citedististfrom the
National Violence Against Women Survey (NVAWS) which found that 36% of the IPV
victims were men (Tjaden & Throennes, 2000). Hamel did not follow through with the
analysis of the sample, except to say that some scholars (Straus askdaetein2009)
theorized that male IPV would be underreported in that survey for various reasons suc
as embarrassment and so on (p. 44).

Hamel (2009) presented comparison tables (see Tables 1 & 2 in his article)
denoting the theoretical underpinnings of each model and the concomitant policy and
treatment implications that logically stemmed from each researaldigen. While each
of the authors discussed in this review of the literature mentioned policy atnghs,
Hamel’s charts appeared particularly helpful in placing the importanttaspietreatment
and policy issues and concomitant project funding dollars in a context to apgremia
these issues might have influenced bias in the research(er). A res@athbdield of
IPV made a similar comment when discussing the gap between practiceeardiresn
a personal communication that discussed the gap between research and Herdasty
stated that the gap between research and practice existed for manygatadpkasons,
including competition for research funding dollars (J. Hardesty, personal cooatioin;

April 23, 2010).
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Individual versus systemic views and a movement toward batterer typology.
Hamel (2009) offered a case for envisioning IPV in terms of individual psychopagholog
(p. 46), proximal factors such as socioeconomic influences, type of relationshipgand ag
(p.47). Therefore, Hamel stated IPV consisted of interpersonal, situatodal
relationship developmental issues, and should be viewed holistically in those terms.
Interestingly, Hamel's formulation of IPV appeared similar &ap&ldi and Kim’s (2009)
dynamic systems model of IPV. Capaldi and Kim apparently desired to include
individual psychopathology into their theoretical models of IPV, especratgrins of
the etiology of IPV. However, that thinking seemed to be an extension of thebatter
typology explicated by Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994). Holtzworth-Munroe and
Stuart’s erudite model meticulously explicated a batterer typologyntiatied
developmental aspects of the individual; the psychopathology of the individual; aswell
proximal and distal factors (including relational dynamics, and situatiactars)
thought to have influenced a batterer’s etiology, including attachment jgpylédg§2-494).
Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) made a statement that provided logical
organizational sense in terms of progressive research regarding IP¥teerdrb
typology:

Perhaps an appropriate analogy from the field of medicine is that of caficer: A

cancer patients share a common underlying pathology; however, the features of

each type of cancer vary tremendously, each having its own causes, risk factors
and treatments. Given this viewpoint, it may no longer make sense to conduct

studies that involve comparisons between violent and nonviolent husbands.
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Rather, future researchers should identify subtypes of batterers and themecompa
each subtype with the others and with nonviolent comparison groups.
(Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994, p. 494)

Support for Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart’s (1994) batterer typology model
comes from two later studies, Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) and Eckhardt,
Holtzworth-Munroe, Norlander, Sibley, and Cabhill, (2008). In a study specyficall
designed to test the largely theoretically based batterer typologytafndath-Munroe
and Stuart (1994), Holtzworth-Munroe et al., (2000) undertook an extensive study with
concomitant exhaustive statistical analyses of the different datecteallfrom various
instruments and measures. The Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) analysesdeveal
support for the original three categories of batterers, the (a) generaliyt\aatesocial
batterer, (b) the borderline/dysphoric batterer, and (c) the family origréat However,
the subsequent results of that study comparing groups of violent men and nonviolent men
revealed a new cluster, (d) the low-level antisocial batterer. Thettseof the study
were that Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) compared violent and non-violent men, used
several measures including the Conflict Tactic Scales Revised (CT&as Sdamby,
Boney-McCoy, & Sugarman, 1996, as cited in Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000), included
objective documentation such as police arrest records and court documents, and also
incorporated spouse reports — an innovative aspect not seen in the literaturebth&t/
time. However, the samples were not randomly assigned; the samplasirgatively
small ( = 102 in husband violent group= 62 in nonviolent husband comparison

group), and the use of self-reports were a mainstay of data collectiomwbitttzMunroe
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et al. (2000). One additional criticism is that Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000aegpe

to accepta priori, that men were the predominant batterers (from the same controversial
data sets discussed previously in this section), and therefore, required spegtias
batterers. In this study, | argue that despite this gender bias, theotatdr
Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) and Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) studies are
essential to understanding one aspect of IPV — how men batter women. How women
might fit a particular batterer typology as yet remains unclear.

Eckhardt et al. (2008) provided additional support for the batterer typology
originally presented in Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) and refined in Holtzworth
Munroe et al. (2000). Eckhardt et al. sought to understand why male batterers had such
poor batterer intervention completion (BIP) rates. Eckhardt et al. hyprgldebiat some
of the men were not ready to embrace change, therefore, rendered tha@therite
ineffective. They used the transtheoretical model of behavior change Hibehaska
as cited in Eckhardt et al., 2008) to see if stages of change were meamingful i
understanding the poor completion rates of male batterers. Eckhardt et ahrilsd to
know if batterer type was meaningful in understanding poor BIP completion rates. The
second author of that study was Holtzworth-Munroe, a principal investigatevdaft
the batterer typology studies discussed in the present study. Essdatidigirdt et al.
conducted cluster analyses of 199 participants that took the same measuresyoriginall
given to the participants in the Holtzworth-Munroe studies Eckhardt et al. (2008). The
participants clustered into the same four types Eckhardt et al (2008). HoweverdEckha

et al. found that the generally violent antisocial group was somewhagtsihalh the
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other groups (6%). Eckhardt et al. suggested that the generally violent antisalesl

were most likely not seeking treatment or had more severe criminal issuésignddre
underrepresented in their sample of BIP treatment seeking (or ordered) persons
Limitations of this study were that the sample was largely African Aaremales,
Eckhardt et al. assumedpriori men to be the batterers, and the sample was not
randomly assigned, thereby, limiting the generalizability of tealte of that study.

A precedent for a female batterer typology?Female batterer typologies were
examined in previous research (Allen-Collenson, 2009; Babcock, Miller, & Siard, 2003;
Dutton, Nicholls, & Spidel, 2005) that tended to view the female perpetrated viakence i
terms of women resisting the violence of men with some semblance of self-defense
Dutton et al. (2005) provided a review of literature that examined femadetpsted
IPV. For example, Dutton et al. reported the results of a few studies, onéiénlpa
(Babcock, Miller, & Siard, 2003), that used the male IPV batterer typglapdigm
from the Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) study. Dutton et al. arguethéhat
Babcock et al. study provided empirical support for the position that femaleatterers
as well. In that study, Babcock et al. found two predominant types of femaeebatt
generally violent perpetrators and partner only perpetrators. Babcdck@anhaared 60
women that were receiving treatment for perpetrators of IPV, which irccledbian and
heterosexual participants. The measures were designed to capture speetalaf the
violence including, (a) reasons for violence, (b) proximal antecedents for violent
episodes, (c) general violence, and (d) intimate partner abuse and self-(B&dtsek

et al., 2003, pp. 155-156). One important facet to their study as it related to the IPV
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controversies was that those researchers sought to investigate thistfparadigm of
women using violence for self-defense (see Dutton et al., 2005; Johnson, 1995; Johnson,
2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Using a Likert-type survey in addition to a modified
version of the CTS-2, Babcock et al. found no significant correlation between the use of
self-defense by the female batterers in their study and independent reedisure
perpetrated violence. Babcock et al. acknowledged that a simple frequency count of
violence committed due to self-defense was not a valid way to capture thatiniport
information in light of self-report bias (p. 159). Using the Trauma Symptoms @teckl
the Babcock et al. also sought to understand how, or if, past trauma actenhtexaual
variable in causing violent behavior in their sample. Babcock et al. found that the
generally violent women endorsed more trauma symptoms than partner only women did.
Additionally, experiencing child abuse was not a significant differenceceetihe two
groups. Another interesting finding developmentally, was that generalgnviwomen
indicated having watched their mothers being harmed by males more so tham did t
partner only group. Those authors subsequently hypothesized that female ba#erers
more likely to have learned to be violent through social learning as opposed to the
paradigm of the feminist proffered patriarchal terrorist theory (p. 159). eBsential
observation by the authors provides central support for the position of the present study —
female and male batterers are naturally different. This differeneghiout any type of
pejorative attribution. Male and female differences simply aredhct

Nevertheless, the present study agrees with the statement from Johnson (2005) in

that it seems important to differentiate between violence types when digcli®g since
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it assists the researchers and helping professionals with obtaining fommed and
nuanced understanding of the IPV dynamics (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Rather than treat
each typology (violence and batterer) separately, | attempted to bleaittiver

typology paradigm of Holztworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994), Holtzworth-Munraé et
(2000) and the violence typology paradigm of Kelly and Johnson, (2008) as templates
through which to view cases involving IPV in the context of retaliatory violenceglurin
and after family court litigation. There is precedent in the literature fiog wslence

types somewhat interchangeably (Jaffe et al., 2008); however, thereodlagpear to be

a precedent for blending the two typologies (i.e., violence and batterer tygs)loga
purposeful way in research. However, Johnson and Ferraro (2000) stated, “We believe
that the major advances in our understanding of the origins of partner violencems|

from bringing together and extending the work on types of violence and types of
perpetrators” (p. 950). This study might well be the first to have attempptbdas

blending of theoretical models into one research design. After presenting the
controversies regarding violence and batterer typologies, the followangrisf

presentation of the Kelly and Johnson (2008) violence typology model.

Based upon the above discussion of the literature reviewed by Kelly and Johnson
(2008), they theorized violence typologies that suggested IPV consists oé(aye
controlling violence, (b) violent resistant violence, (c) situational couple viglance(d)
separation instigated violence. The following is a description of each violgrebaged

upon their review of existing literature.
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Toward a possible use for typologiesThough extant research of IPV remains
controversial and lacking of clear empirical support for any particular poséganding
gender symmetry, violence typology, or batterer typology, viewing lPdugh the lens
of violence and batterer typologies may have usefulness in future studie(2005).
For example, child custody mediators can take appropriate safety eefmuhe
children of parents with a history of IPV based upon the type of violence (Jaffe e
2008). The idea being one type of violence may inherently contain more danger for
children than a different type of violence (see Jaffe et al., 2008). Noneftselessin
the research community criticized the use of typologies based on the following
arguments. Capaldi and Kim (2009) argued that certain key issues existed i
understanding IPV — degree of violence versus type, couples versus individual, and
instrumental versus hostile aggression. Capaldi and Kim (2009) opined that eack of thes
areas, if examined closely, rendered the usefulness of typologies inadequate
explaining fully the mechanisms underlying IPV (pp. 4-7). Capaldi and Kim (2009)
argued that typologies are too simplistic to understand violence patternsrbptogde.
Capaldi and Kim (2009) asserted that contextual, situational, developmental
characteristics, and relational factors all combined to influence TR¥refore, Capaldi
and Kim (2009) postulated a different way in which to study IPV, which was through
dyadic observation (p. 8) with a dynamic developmental systems approachdi @agal
Kim (2009) explained, “The approach emphasizes the importance of considestitigefir
characteristics of both partners as they enter and then move through the refationshi

including personality, psychopathology, ongoing social influences (e.g., peer
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associations), and individual developmental stage” (p. 8). Capaldi and Kim ensured that
both persons involved in the violence were evaluated in terms of behaviors, inter and
intra personal deficits, and as well as situational, contextual, and developpuentsilin

the relationship. General Systems Theory practitioners would agre€apialdi and

Kim in their focus on dynamic interactions of many things converging to influence the
individual (Thomas, 1994). However, a contrasting viewpoint comes from the wisdom of
the axiom, “Occam’s Razor” (n.d.) which recommends the use of the simplest of
competing theories.

Violence Typology

For this study | chose the typologies highlighted for their utility in whachidw
IPV using a coherent framework based upon previous theoretical redestralso aligns
with clinical experience. However, | acknowledge that at this stag®&bfdsearch,
extant literature lacks empirical support for the use of these typologies.

Coercive controlling violence. Coercive controlling violence was the type in
which the batterer used power and control to intimidate and manipulate their victims
through such techniques as humiliating, shaming, threatening, intimidatingndplam
minimizing, and denying the violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). This violence type also
included the batterer asserting male privilege and using the children to menipala
victims. Johnson (1995) argued that male privilege derives from earlier ideas of
patriarchal ownership of their female partners. In the context of thig stedearch
guestions regarding batterer retaliatory violence, Kelly and Johnson repmetet/e

controlling violence was associated with serious injury and homicide in soeg cas
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Moreover, Kelly and Johnson reported coercive controlling violence more frequently
resulted in violent incidents. Kelly and Johnson stated women who have separated from
their partners were at higher risk for homicide than are women from ietattonships.
As noted previously, these data were largely based upon crime surveys and lkeaked cl
consensus. In fact, Johnson (2005) clearly articulated that it was possible for women to
use coercive controlling violence. Therefore, Kelly and Johnson (2008) concluded that a
major risk for family courts is the possibility of further violence for theiwistin
coercive controlling violent relationships.

Violent resistant violence. Kelly and Johnson (2008) viewed the violent
resistant violence type as violence, perpetrated by the victim of theveoeoatrolling
batterer. Kelly and Johnson concluded that extant research established thie dfnam
women in coercive controlling relationships resisting that violence with violernteiof
own. Kelly and Johnson pointed out the trend for earlier research to view thisnmesist
as self-defense. However, Kelly and Johnson articulated their preféoenseng the
term violent resistant as opposed to the legal term self-defense becaudefiegains
were subject to change with legislation. The violent resistant category pnigide
meaningful information regarding batterer retaliatory violence aiteily court
litigation, as this type of victim-perpetrated violence might produce moltende from
the batterer in the form of retaliation.

Situational couple violence.Situational couple violence was the most common
type of violence and both males and females perpetrated this type (Kétligr&on,

2008). Kelly and Johnson described this violence as arising out of situations involving
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arguments or disagreements. A key element in this type of violence was tloatarie
partners generally had a deficit in coping skills to manage angetiwdfgc Moreover,
this type of violence contained less severe forms of violence such as pushing ang shovi
(Kelly & Johnson). However, Kelly and Johnson pointed out that this type of violence
lacked the embedded power and control dynamics in the relationship, as thell as
element of fear of the other partner. With respect to batterer retghadlence, Kelly
and Johnson articulated that situational couple violence is less prone to rise over time
This violence type appears less likely to involve batterer retalibtnaviors after family
court litigation.

Separation instigated violence.Separation instigated violence (Kelly &
Johnson, 2008) was violence perpetrated by a partner who had no history of being
violent. Kelly and Johnson described this violence as occurring in the wake of a
traumatic separation. Kelly and Johnson provided an example of a partner arriving hom
to find the house emptied and the children gone (p. 487). Another catalyst for this type of
violence was public humiliation (e.g., served court papers at work), or allegations
sexual abuse of a child, or walking in on a partner having sex with another person. This
violence type lacked the element of power and control as well as the elerfesant of
Kelly and Johnson (2008) stated the partner that is left is most likely to be the s
perpetrated this kind of violence. Kelly and Johnson encouraged the use of screening
tools to distinguish between types of violence to assist with screening fiy. salfes
type of violence might indeed be important to understanding violent retaliation afte

family court litigation; however, the focus of the questions of this study istterdra
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retaliatory behaviors. By definition, the perpetrators of this type of violencenmave
history of committing violence; therefore, they do not fit the picture of ae'twatt
Batterer Typology

Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) stated, “Developing a typology of violent
men would allow a systematic examination of how and why different men use violence
against their wives” (p. 476). Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart also suggested developing a
cohesive batterer typology would facilitate creating more efficadieasment
methodologies for batterers; therefore, the idea of using a rational batferiegy in the
context of understanding the “how and why” of batterer retaliatory violencesseem
clinically and academically important. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart contieihdes
important to consider three major dimensions of classification for battessd bpon
extant literature of that time (e.g., the 70s, and 80s). The first dimension watysever
which they stated positively correlated with frequency of violence Holtzwduihroe
and Stuart (1994). The next dimension was generality Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart
(1994). For example, was the batterer mostly violent with the family only oheas t
batterer violent with others? The other dimension for their batterer typolagy wa
psychopathology and personality disorders Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994). Thus,
Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart’s (1994) typology of batterers included three {g)dke
family only batterer, (b) the dysphoric/borderline batterer, and (c)eherglly
violent/antisocial batterer. A later study designed to test the first &iudd a fourth

type, (d) low level anti social batterer (Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000).
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Family only batterer. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) and Holtzworth-
Munroe et al. (2000) stated the family only batterer was less likely t@ernigaevere
IPV and even less likely to engage in psychological and sexual abuse. Holtzworth-
Munroe and Stuart (1994) concluded the family only batterers were less tikely t
evidence psychopathology or might have a passive-dependent personality disorder.
Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) hypothesized this group could consist of at least
50% of the batterer population.

Dysphoric/borderline batterer. Their second batterer type is the
dysphoric/borderline batterer (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994). These indisidua
would engage in moderate to severe psychological, physical, and sexual abuse of thei
intimate partners Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994). Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart
(1994) contended this batterer type confined their violence primarily to thiky fam
although some criminality and extra-familial violence might be predéoltzworth-

Munroe and Stuart (1994) argued persons in this group of batterers were “...dysphoric,
psychologically distressed, and emotionally volatile. They may evidence lowedard
schizoidal personality characteristics and may have problems with aluthadrug

abuse” (p. 482). Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) opined these batterer types made
up approximately 25% of batterers from existing research.

Low level antisocial batterer. Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) realized a fourth
cluster when purposefully testing their 1994 theoretical clusters. Hottmvarmroe et
al. (2000) surmised that their later study included community samples of mexioste

treatment seeking men. Therefore, Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) hyatiesat
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the family only type from their previous study was actually the low lavid@cial type
of the current study. The new cluster of the family only type was men with
comparatively less pathology — a new cluster from the community samplesfareethe
family only type scored less on antisocial and violence scales than did thdlgenera
violent antisocial batterers, and somewhat less than borderline/dysphoric types.
Holztworth-Munroe et al. termed this group as scoring intermediate on tlasgs §C
1016).

Generally violent/antisocial batterer. Their last category of batterer was the
generally violent/antisocial batterer (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 198#)tzworth-
Munroe and Stuart (1994) hypothesized this cluster of batterers engaged intentmdera
severe IPV, which included sexual and psychological abuse. These batteedikeler
to have more extensive criminal histories and more extra-familial viokdong with
substance abuse issues. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994)suggested pers®ns in thi
batterer typology were most likely to have antisocial personality disorgesyohopathy.
Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) estimated this group of batterers toisempr
approximately 25% of batterers.

Models of Marital Violence

Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) discussed previous models of marital
violence in the literature. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) divided the moeasl typ
into three groups based upon their level of analysis: (a) sociocultural, (lpersianal,
and (c) individual or intrapersonal. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) explained the

broadest level of analysis was the sociocultural model, which included fenmdist a
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culture of violence theories. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) assumedder the
models that the patriarchal and violent society encouraged the use of violence to
dominate families and women. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart articulated that the
interpersonal models postulated dyadic or family interaction patterns housed this gene
of IPV. Lastly, Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart stated the intrapersoodéls examined
elements of attachment theory (e.g., jealousy and dependency) or cognitiygelgor
attitudinal toleration of violence) with respect to how these phenomena relabeduset

of IPV in relationships. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart explicated theisaecto focus

on the intrapersonal level, as opposed to the broader systems levels mentioned above,
because they were intent on explaining the etiology of marital violence ia térm
differentiating male batterers. Furthermore, Holtzworth-Munroe amaktSstated they
considered personality disorders as descriptors of the subtypes they hypadthesiz

the literature.

Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) explained the lens through which they
viewed the variables involved in the etiology of the male batterer in terms aifafisk
proximal factors. For example, Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart defined distar$ as
emanating from childhood. Distal factors included childhood experiences, gametic
prenatal factors, and interactions with peers. Holtzworth-Munroe and Saiad they
did not observe consistent discussions in the scholarly literature about diste &
their subsequent influence on batterer etiology. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuagdiefi
proximal factors as attachment to others, impulsivity, social skills)@etitoward

violence, and attitude toward women. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart pointed out some
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methodological problems with previous research regarding batterer typologaasy,M
there were problems with sampling (e.g., convenience samples), none of the previous
typologies attempted replications, no test-retest examinations fdoiligtiaf their types,
and a lack of causal modeling to explain why the subtypes developed the observed
pattern of violence. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart argued, “Ultimately, typcajie
batterers will prove relatively useless if they remain descriptive; pbéential

fruitfulness comes from the ability to use them to better understand the aadses
functions of various types of marital violence” (p. 493). This statement offered by
Holtzworth-Munore and Stuart provides support for my argument that typologies must be
applied systematically in family court IPV assessment prosesseder to enjoy the
fruitfulness of this scientifically derived IPV knowledge.

Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) set out to test their previous model of batterer
typology (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994) and reported a particular strendibito t
study was the sampling method. Essentially, Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (200@) eght
men from the community in addition to clinical samples allowing for the posgibilit
generalizing to a wider population. Moreover, Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2068) al
reported using a comparison group of non-violent men. This increased their
understanding of the differences between the batterer and non-batterer. Amalddit
strength of the Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) study was the inclusion of thes wif
reports of husband behaviors in addition to the batterer’s self-report, which served to
minimize self-report bias. Holtzworth-Munroe et al. (2000) reported thedy <o

confirm generally their original hypotheses regarding the distal and pabfactors
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being associated with the three subtypes of batterers. However, Holtinaortbe et
al. (2000) reported the emergence of a new subtype they labeled as low lewelantis
Holtzworth-Munroe et al. stated the family only group of men most likely caone the
community sample and have not been studied in previous research because most of their
samples were clinical samples of violent men seeking or receiving tragttmeomestic
violence. They likened the family only batterer group in their previous study
(Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994) to the low level antisocial group in their subsequent
study (Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000) and the family only batterer in the 2000 study to
be the new group of male batterers captured by their sampling of the community.
Suffice it to say the batterer typologies hypothesized (Holtzworth-Mua@&s:1)
and later tested and analyzed empirically (Holtzworth-Munroe, 2000) provided a
coherent batterer typology for the present study in which to understand how these
typologies may or may not provide insight into batterer retaliatory violemeefamily
court. Holtzworth-Munroe et al. suggested future research on batterer typalsgy m
consider batterer subtypes and how these factors might predict violence.
A Scholarly Consensus for Differentiation of Violence and Batterer Type
Jaffe et al. (2008) articulated what they deemed as an “emerging corigpnsus
500) among scholars about violence types and how they relate to familyasest c
Jaffe et al. (2008) articulated those categories as: (a) abusive-cogtvidlient
relationships (ACV), similar to coercive controlling (Kelly & Johnson, 2008); (b)
conflict-instigated violence (similar to situational couple violence, sdélg &elohnson);

(c) violent resistant; and (d) separation-instigated violence. Jaffecentended abusive
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ex-partners who used power and control (e.g., Kelly & Johnson’s coercive controlling
type, or their own typology of abusive-controlling violent relationships), were paor rol
models as parents and were more likely to be abusive toward the children. Moreover
those authors also argued that batterers who used power and control were lilselytte
court and legal processes as mechanisms through which to continue theiy strateg
exerting control over their victim. One of my interests in this research is battexer’s
use of the court system to control the victim, as it seems to be a form of batterer
retaliation (Bemiller, 2008).
Power and Control in IPV

Dutton and Goodman (2005) stated that scholars have defined IPV as a systematic
set of behaviors of coercive control where the batterer “...asserts his powénever
victim through the use of threats, as well as actual violence. Violence iy sirtgal...”
(p. 743). Dutton and Goodman elucidated that actual violence was a tool or vehicle to
support something akin to partner terrorization, similar to Johnson’s (1995) view of
patriarchal terrorism (see discussion in controversies section). DatldBa@dman
observed the construct of coercive control and the ability to measure this comattuc
not received adequate attention by researchers. Dutton and Goodman cautioned that
solely measuring the number of violent events could not accurately capiure IP
holistically. Rather, they argued one must consider the context of the relati@sship,
well as the social, cultural, and institutional systems in which the batteteficim live.

Dutton and Goodman stated the need to clearly define the construct of coercive control
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because it would assist with identifying subtypes of IPV and assist ingdievknue by

identifying the criminality of these behaviors with concomitant appropreatescing.

Dutton and Goodman referred to earlier works by Lewin (as cited in Dutton &
Goodman, 2005) in understanding a theoretical basis for power and control. Dutton and
Goodman argued, “Coercive power involves the agent’s ability to impose ongée tar
things the target does not desire, or to remove or decrease desired things” (p. 745).
Dutton and Goodman (2005) noted that they believed both males and females could be
batterers in the context of IPV. Dutton and Goodman’s (2005) description fittherfec
with anecdotal experience with IPV in the milieu of child custody mediationclivigal
experience as a child custody mediator reveals that in the majority dfiltheustody
cases involving IPV, it seems one partner attempts to assert power and contttoe over
other partner via the family court processes. For example, in one casedher banted
to make sure the victim had to attend the child exchanges alone. Additionally, the
batterer in that case desired to have the court order the mother to provide him with
weekly updates from the children’s school progress. The batterer did not even know the
name of the school or the names of the children’s teachers. The hypothesis s that
batterer simply wanted to ensure he maintained some form of control over thre victi
Moreover, it appeared to be a strategy for providing an avenue to continue to it@imida
the victim, as he wanted her to be court ordered to report the results of the children’
school progress directly to him.

Dutton and Goodman (2005) noted bases of power could be used to (a) change the

target’s behavior, which requires surveillance, and (b) change the tdrglgt’s. These
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descriptions seemed similar to psychological warfare. In fact, DuttoGaodman

described the ideas of coercive power including negative consequences suc¢img@s bea
the victim for not having the kitchen cleaned or a meal prepared, along wittdiregva

the victim for compliance such as financial support and transportation. An essential
element was the idea that the victim had a form of choice — comply and brdedwar

resist and risk punishment (Dutton & Goodman, 2005). Hartman (1999) cited court
professionals, including judges and prosecutors, asking the questions of why or how the
victims can remain in those types of relationships for such a long time. Dutton and
Goodman provided a possible answer to those penetrating questions when they cited a
college student sample study (Molm as cited in Dutton & Goodman, 2005) which found
“compliance increases over time when the probability of contingent punishsrteghf

(p. 745). Dutton and Goodman defined coercion as containing two parts, a demand and a
threat.

Anecdotal experience reveals helping professionals in the field, such &s cour
professionals, mental health professionals, and medical professionals, arereaifaava
universally agreed upon set of descriptors with respect to the definition of togtool
coercive forms of domestic violence. Moreover, there appeared to be an issuéfiof spec
attitudinal peculiarities still lingering within the legal professiin addition to the
complexities of the legal context of domestic violence with respecatoilif matters”
(Hartman, 1999). Hartman (1999) surveyed 63 court professionals regarding their
attitudes toward recognition and prosecution of domestic violence itself. &artm

followed the history of the American society with respect to the eadgptance of “wife
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battering” to the slowly changing attitude of intimate partner abuse as@ céome

early attitudes seem to extinguish slowly because even in modern societynone ca
sometimes hear the use of a familiar colloquialism, “the rule of thumb.tdprted that
the expression comes from an old English common law definition regarding the size of
the instrument one can use to beat one’s wife (e.g., a twig or branch the size of one’s
thumb) (George, 2007). Straus and Gelles (1986) confirmed the maltreatment of wome
with respect to the historical context just mentioned (p. 466). This medievadattit
appears to be ingrained in many facets of modern society despite the mote rece
recognition that it is a violation of basic human rights to “beat” a person, mamatef
(Bettinger-Lopez, 2008). There is an aspect of disciplining children wbere garental
philosophies do include the use of spanking. California state laws do not appear to
include direct reference to spanking a child. Rather, the several codear@/\éeifl
Institutions Code 300, Penal Codes 11165.4 and 11165.6) specify that no person can
cause injury to a child.

Dutton, Kaltman, Goodman, Weinfurt, and Vankos (2005) provided a brief
review of research outcomes of IPV victims and how the violence affectadrittbe
context of several variables including (a) self-esteem; (b) mentahl{eatt,
posttraumatic stress disorder, anxiety, and depression); (c) and poor body image. The
victims of IPV had poorer outcomes in all of the above-mentioned areas. Moreover,
Dutton et al., (2005) set about identifying patterns of violence, and they examined

whether those patterns correlated with specific outcomes. The data frton Budl.’s
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research are relevant to this study because of their findings regardemggaftviolence
that correlated with re-victimization.

Dutton et al, (2005) used an intentionally biased sample of women from (a) a
battered women'’s shelter, (b) a court docket for criminal domestic violenceg)and (
civil court that handled protection orders. Dutton et al. appeared to be interested in
women victims only. The design of Dutton et al.’s study was to administer
guestionnaires at three time intervals, one at baseline, one at three to four, anwhthe
other at approximately one year after baseline.

Dutton et al. (2005) identified three patterns of IPV. Pattern 1 had moderate
physical violence, psychological abuse with some stalking but slightlsealence
Dutton et al., (2005). Pattern 2 displayed high physical violence, psychological abuse,
with stalking; however, very low incidents of sexual violence Dutton et al., (2005).
Pattern 3 was characterized as having higher levels of physical @pf@sychological
abuse, stalking, as well as sexual violence (Dutton et al., 2005, p. 289). In their study,
Dutton et al., (2005) reported that 61% of the victims of pattern two were mogttokel
report experiencing re-victimization. This seemed to run contrary toehehet
increased levels of violence in all areas, including sexual violence, would bdiciqre
of re-victimization (Dutton et al., 2005). However, nearly 47% of the victims in pattern
three violence (highest reported levels of violence in all areas, including setaace)
reported re-victimization (Dutton et al., 2005). This is nearly half of the tatgllesgh =
406) (Dutton et al., 2005). Dutton et al. (2005) employed the use of several established

measures such as the Revised Conflict Tactic Scales, and the PsychMagreatment



52

of Women Inventory. The design and subsequent use of these scales in the Dutton et al.
study provided added credibility to the researchers’ defined patterns of viotehed:

the instruments captured several nuanced aspects of IPV such as “hatswet€p.

487). This is important, as a trend in the study of IPV is to differentiate typeserice

(Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Dutton et al. (2005) provided data with regard to identifying meaningful patterns
of IPV. However, they concluded no one woman experienced IPV or abusive behaviors
“...in a vacuum” (p. 493). Moreover, they also concluded a woman might experience
different patterns of violence with respect to time. For example, from Duttdnrset
results they hypothesized that women moved from incurring moderate to seleneei
from the batterer over time. It was apparent this stupigori assumed men to be the
batterers. For a discussion on the controversies regarding gender bias,geldbse s
earlier discussion in the controversies section.

Because 81% of the participants were African American women and the sample
was intentionally biased toward women seeking assistance from agenciesaurtbe
the generalizability of this sample is questionable (Dutton et al., 2005). Moreover,
Dutton et al. ignored male victims of IPV in their study (Dutton et al., 2005).

The insidious nature of persons who employ coercive controlling types of
violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008) necessitates a comprehensive listing of the forms of
violence ranging from obvious physical injury to name-calling, shaming, andiduimyg,
to the more subtle forms of keeping a partner isolated from friends or fanailyot

allowing them to have money. Additionally, because society today has differenbfype
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intimate relationships such as marriages or intimate partner’'s cohaiithis study
used the term intimate partner violence (IPV). However, because leges ias well as
previous empirical studies using older terminology | used domestic violence (V) a
intimate partner violence (IPV) interchangeably where appropriate.
Prevalence of IPV in Separating and Divorcing Couples

Ellis (2008) reported 50% of separating couples endorsed being victims of
physical abuse by their former intimate partners, and 75% reported expeagie
emotional abuse from those partners. This is consistent with a study conducted by
Mathis and Tanner (1998); however, their sample size was quite small, as a&ell
convenience sample. Since the above scholars demonstrated, approximately half of
separating couples had at least one incident of DV, it was important to consider
additional data from the Department of Justice. Rennison and Welchans (2002ireporte
that out of the 1,830 murders associated with intimate partner violence in 1998, 3 out of 4
of the victims were women. Moreover, Rennison and Welchans reported that 4 out of 10
female victims lived in households with children (Rennison & Welchans, 2002). Women
were the victims of IPV at a rate of 5 times that of male victims. Schadported
abused women were at increased likelihood of femicide by their abuser duriregisepa
or requested separation (Campbell et al., 2003). | considered these data &l essent
element to this study vis-a-vis the focus of retaliatory violence afiteifyf court
litigation, since the intimate partners were in the very act of sapgratvhile some
scholars suggested collaborative divorce mechanisms such as divorce mediadtion

reduce risk (Ellis, 2008), for this study, | wanted to understand how retaliatorgcaole
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such as that documented by the president of a firm in California specializirghingk
assessments in child custody cases (K. Borders, personal communicatidn2Rjarc
2010) was taking place on a routine basis.

More recently, between 2001 and 2005, a Department of Justice study (Catalano,
2007) reported intimate partners accounted for 22% of the nonfatal violence
victimizations of women as opposed to 4% of men. An intimate partner committed 30%
of the homicides of women, whereas, an intimate partner committed 5% of the homicides
of men (Catalano, 2007). Catalano (2007) reported females between the ages of 20-24
were at the highest risk for nonfatal intimate partner violence. Dpégiefly important
to this study were from 2001 — 2005, where both males and females were at @ great
risk for violence during separation. During the same period, children were predent
households experiencing IPV in 38% of female homes, and 21% of incidents involving
male homes (Catalano, 2007). This was important information in the context of
developing parenting plans during family court litigation for familiedaitistory of
IPV. As noted in a different section of this chapter, witnessing IPV affetiédren’s
brains physiologically. Moreover, approximately 42% of the cases in the s{polyed
the offender to be using alcohol or drugs during the commission of the violence
(Catalano, 2007). Homicide rates for African American IPV victims went downgdur
the referenced time and remained constant for European Americans IPWsvidihe
rates for nonfatal IPV incidents were similar for Hispanic Americatinas and

European American victims. Surprisingly, 40% of females and 22% of maled B2&t
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was a personal or private matter and the reason for not reporting the IPMriGata
2007).

These data are important indicators that IPV is a pervasive and pernicious
problem that results in injury or death to intimate partners, as well as hahitdter.
IPV also negatively affects the health of the victims, especially womeda(At al.,
2006; Campbell et al., 2003; Catalano, 2007; Ellis, 2008; Rennison & Welchans, 2002).
Moreover, family court is the vehicle most of the separating intimategyartise to
accomplish legally their separation, divorce, and child custody matters fr@ateecent
research (Catalano, 2007; Rennison & Welchans, 2002) has established separating
intimate partners are at increased risk for homicide and further violencsedi@ntly, it
seemed imperative to examine relevant case histories of persons who hreeheggde
retaliatory violence after using family court litigation to assist witvettgping a richer
understanding of the human experience of those individuals. This in-depth exploration of
their experience by means of an empirical phenomenological study (Robbins, 2006;
Wertz, in press) might lead to identifying themes and commonalities, windd i turn,
lead to the incorporation of these themes as variables into a future empidyal st
focusing on assessing IPV risk factors for parents using family cogattiln.

However, it is equally important to understand the controversies regarding the
samples that identify males as the perpetrators more often thar$enhalother research
on the prevalence of males versus female perpetration of IPV, (Archer 2000; 2002)

females were as likely to commit violence, as were males. A disoussthis
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controversy is provided in the controversies section. Essentially, most resmaraled
that IPV is happening in relationships at an alarming rate.
Long-term Perspectives on Divorce

For a long-term perspective on divorce, Ahrons (2006) relied upon her
longitudinal study following families for a period of 20 years. Ahrons’ questions
included what impact their parents’ relationship had on them 20 years after thedivorc
Ahron and colleagues identified five different types of coparenting relatipssiies, (a)
perfect pals, (b) cooperative colleagues, (c) angry associategr{dipks, and (e)
dissolved duos. She reported the sample size of 84 women and 89 men at the interview
time and over 60% of the children from that study reported that their parentgettang
along well. Half of the sample reported their parents as cooperative cofieagli&0%
reported them as perfect pals (Ahrons, 2006). Ahrons reported that roughly 10% of the
sample stated their parents were fiery foes and 18% as dissolved duos. Ahrdad repor
no single factor accounted more for the children’s feeling of well-being pastdithan
a continuing relationship between the parents. Ahrons asserted children withatigeper
parents were more likely to desire relationships with extended familylbasamoth
parents. Ahrons reported the children with parents still angry at each otiyglexirwith
loyalty conflicts 20 years post divorce. Important to child custody plans was the
children’s retrospective view of the parenting plans revealed the numbersofvilaya
parent was less an issue than was the parental emotional turmoil surroundhitgithe ¢
exchanges (Ahrons, 2006). Ahrons noted half of the sample of children with high father

involvement 5 years post divorce generally had more meaningful relationstiph eir
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fathers; whereas, children with low father involvement five years post divqroded
worse relationships with their fathers. Ahrons also noted coparents who weie able t
develop a low conflict and stable coparenting relationship maintained high fathe
involvement for children. Ahrons articulated a particular strength of her lminggt
study was looking and asking research questions through the lens of divorce being
normal as opposed to pathological. Ahrons reported that in other longitudinal studies the
researchers viewed divorce as pathological (Wallerstein & Kellitessio Ahrons,
2006). Therefore, under normal circumstances Ahron’s work provided a glimpse of how
the co-parental relationship could influence the feeling of well being farhiitaren.
However, an interest in this study was to understand the effects of batiiataey
violence in the context of the parenting plan and the lived experience of the \aotims
children vis-a-vis the parenting plan.
The Effects of IPV on Child Custody and Victims

A Family Systems Context

| wanted to develop an understanding of batterer retaliation during and after
family court litigation. Therefore, the lens of the examination of thetsfigf IPV on the
victims was the context of divorce, separation, and child custody. Hardesty and Chung
(2006) viewed IPV, divorce, and child custody in terms of family systems theory.
Hardesty and Chung pointed out that change to the family system through divorce
changes relationships, which in turn changes other relationships. Hardesty and Chung
noted these family relationships continuously encountered change by otkersgsach

as the courts, schools, careers, and other community entities. For examplegaipione
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family systems theory (Minuchin, 1974) viewed the family in terms of subsgstem
Minuchin’s (1974) structural paradigm viewed the parents as the executive subsyst
and this system is in charge of maintaining the structural integrity cathigyfand
ensuring the family operates in a healthy and appropriate manner. In divorce, the
executive subsystem must undergo a significant transformation in order toeot-pa
(Ahrons, 2006) the children effectively.
The Physiological and Psychological Consequences on the Victims

Dutton and Goodman (2005) listed many of the effects of IPV on victims. Most
notably, IPV victims were more likely to develop symptoms of PTSD, anxiedtly, a
depression. In addition, IPV was a risk factor for suicide. Moreover, victihfd/of
were at risk for poorer health outcomes such as, somatic complaints, riskss, iine
exacerbated medical conditions (Campbell et al., 2002; Campbell, et al., 2003). These
data seem significant to informing family courts regarding processisgs with IPV as a
factor. For example, Dutton and Goodman provided a succinct erudition of how power
and control dynamics were the essential elements of the process byhehiciterer
sets the stage for terrorizing the victim, reminiscent of Johnson’s pattitaoioaist
(Johnson, 1995). (See discussion of Johnson’s work on patriarchal terrorism in a
previous section of the present study). Therefore, the patriarchalgewha employs
the use of coercive controlling violence type (Kelly & Johnson, 2008) might find the
milieu of family court litigation a rich area for continuing their stpt of terrorizing the
victim and the children (Pruett & Jackson, 1999). The terrorist experiencestih€svi

flee from the relationship with him to the perceived safety of a sheltemamity fcourt,
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as abandonment and rejection. This dynamic fits nicely with the bordeykpétaric
batterer type (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2003.
following authors suggested an essential characterological issue forlinerder
personality organization, which induces rage, is fear of, or actual abandonmlecb¢s,
et al., 2004; Clarkin, Kernberg, & Somavia, 1998; Linehan, 2000). The issue for court
professionals is how to determine which batterer type will continue to use fear
intimidation, control, and violence to act out this rage against the victim (and the
children) in the context of family court litigation.

In their qualitative study of IPV, Seamans, Rubin, and Stabb, (2007) provided a
poignant, yet disturbing description of the inhumanity and profound humiliation victims
of IPV suffer when they included the following statement from a participanigdn
when a man calls you a cunt and a whore in front of your kids, no matter how young they
were, it does something to you...” (p. 58). Seamans et al. also included a description of a
different victim’s experience with IPV as a child whose mother was anvaitIPV.
That participant recalled watching her mother’s boyfriend holding her upsagawall
by the neck, sparking in her the memory of her own ex-boyfriend doing the same to her
(Seamans et al., 2007). In each of those incidents, she thought either she or her mother
would die (Seamans et al., 2007). . The lack of empathy or manifest disregard for the
autonomy, sacredness, or humanity of the other person by these batterers posed the
concern children might not be safe in a batterer’s care. The terror addadrigim of

IPV must feel at each weekly court ordered exchange must be difficult tdd¢olera
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Allen-Collinson (2009) presented a male IPV victim’s experiences hisrown
personal diary (intentionally written in the third person by the victim to achieve
emotional distance from the material),
She picks herself up and fists him in the face .... He goes upstairs to get out of the
way. She follows, scratches, pokes, thumps and what he hates most now, puts
both of her hands inside his mouth and pulls it open further than it will naturally
go. By midnight he has a blood blister on the inside of his upper lip, a black eye
and scratches to his face. By 3:00 am she wakes him to complain of her
“blindness” as a result of hitting her head on the sofa. She is violent with him
again and he goes to sleep on the floor in the next room in only his dressing gown
(Allen-collinson, 2009, p. 32)
Both genders are experiencing IPV; the present qualitative studiitstou
explore these phenomena in rich detalil.
The Effects of Witnessing IPV on Children in Terms of Functioning
The National Scientific Council on the Developing Child (2010) warned exposing
children to chronic and significant trauma such as domestic violence aciteigd the
physiology of their brains. That group of interdisciplinary scholars artexl kit
exposure to trauma and violence physically affected child brain developmentificspe
centers of the brain (National Scientific Council on the Developing Child, 2010). For
example, exposure to prolonged fearful situations altered the hippocampus and amygdala
and shaped the organism’s fear response (National Scientific Council on thefdhayel

Child, 2010). The amygdala was described as largely responsible for regulati



61

emotional responses to external stimuli, and central to initiating the flidigihor

response (National Scientific Council on the Developing Child, 2010). Whereas, the
hippocampus was described as essential to information processing in terms of the
context, in which learning takes place (National Scientific Council on thel@erng

Child, 2010). Thus, these scholars argued exposure to domestic violence permanently
and profoundly affected children.

Anda et al. (2006) studied the neurobiological and epidemiological effects of
Adverse Childhood Events (ACE), which included childhood exposure to domestic
violence, and found several significant results. For example, Anda et al. reported a
relationship between severity of ACE scores and smoking, substance abuse, and
promiscuity. Moreover, Anda et al. found a relationship between exposures to trauma
such as domestic violence and “hippocampus, amygdala, and medial prefrontal cortex
atrophy...” (p. 180), causing dysfunction which results in problems with mood such as,
anxiety, depression, and panic among other issues. Anda et al. stated thatthere is
“...strong association between causative agent and the outcome” (p. 182). In other
words, chronic exposure to IPV and negative emotional sequela are stroogigtasis
thus, family court personnel will benefit from receiving this informatemform these
professionals as they assess and intervene in family court calséBWis a factor.

Anecdotal experience with one case revealed a mother who complained her ex-
husband took the two young boys for his weekend visits and displayed a bloody t-shirt
(stained with the blood of the mother’s current significant other from a recentahysi

altercation with the father) on the apartment living room wall and told his boys he should
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write the word, “respect” on it. The mother reported the children complainedhiee fat
kept talking about how he hated the mother and her boyfriend to them all weekend.
While the father did not physically abuse either of these children, he forcedahem t
endure prolonged exposure to fearful stimuli as he tormented them with his hate&ul desir
to do harm to their mother and her boyfriend. Anda et al. (2006) would consider this type
of incident an ACE which would be likely to have physically harmed these children’s
brains as described above. The violence type committed by the father in tlaiscsce
appears to fit the coercive controlling type in Kelly and Johnson’s (2008) typology.
Additionally, the mother reported that the father began escalating hiatretahfter the
court raised the amount of child support the father was to pay the mother.

Gewirtz and Medhanie (2008) found a paucity of research regarding event
specifics in children’s exposure to IPV. Gewirtz and Medhanie assertedibsra
growing interest in understanding how IPV affects children in terms of “...|emece,
incidence, and impact of exposure to violence on development ...to develop ... early
interventions for child witnesses” (p. 68). Gewirtz and Medhanie argued thetatare
regarding children’s exposure to traumatic events in the community; howeteeorda
IPV in children’s homes is scarce. Further, Gewirtz and Medhanieexssieat most of
the research on child responses to IPV and children’s functioning used rdivesgata
from years after the participant’s exposure thereby limiting émeiglizability. Gewirtz
and Medhanie reported that the level of exposure to trauma has consistentlegredict

later severity of psychopathology. Additionally, Gewirtz and Medhanie reptirae
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proximity to violence is an additional risk factor for manifestation of trainsatess
symptoms.

Gewirtz and Medhanie (2008) examined 507 cases/families, which included 1,012
children. While the large majority of the sample was African Ameri6&fol, other race
and ethnicity categories were represented in their participantsatdfiimately Gewirtz
and Medhanie found a correlation between proximity to violence and age in that the older
the child, the more likely they were to be closer and/or involved in the violent incident.
Gewirtz and Medhanie found a positive correlation between age and the use of a weapon
in the violent incident such that the older the child, the more likely a weapon was used in
the violence. Gewirtz and Medhanie hypothesized that as the children aged, the more
likely they viewed their role as being that of a caretaker of the victim. How@esvirtz
and Medhanie clinicians found a non-significant (.06) relationship between past
childhood trauma, event-related risks, and children functioning shortly after an IPV
event. However, Gewirtz and Medhanie noted that the regression analysisdor thos
factors approached significance (p. 77). Gewirtz and Medhanie acknowledged the
limitation that they used a sample from crisis calls (e.g., 911) ling@mgeralizabiliy. As
well, Gewirtz and Medhanie acknowledged that 63% of their sample wasrAfrica
American, and African American women are more likely to contact policediegaPV
than are European American women, further limiting generalizab#ityl, the data
regarding age, proximity, and involvement in the IPV event seems to calttioe study

to understand how child involvement in violence effects children’s functioning.
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Kracke and Hahn (2008) argued that the data regarding childhood exposure to

violence is “limited by the historical tendency of researchers and fpyaetis to define
the problem by type of exposure, and existing data is likely to significantly \stidesiee
the magnitude of the problem” (p. 30). Kracke and Hahn reviewed data from several
large surveys, including IPV data reported in other sections of this studyai@ata007)
and arrived at several limitations to these data. For example, Kracke landdparted
the definitions of violence, exposure to violence, and other important descriptors were not
consistent in previous studies thereby limiting their accuracy. Kracke amu &tgued
for definitions that are more specific and better operationalization of théhesriand
factors associated with children and exposure to violence to assist with futlies st

Howells and Rosenbaum (2008) reviewed the literature and cited previous studies
indicating correlations with children witnessing IPV to increased depeesgimptoms,
anxiety symptoms, and aggressiveness. Howells and Rosenbaum surveyed 360 college
students from an introductory psychology class using the Conflict Tacties-Scal
Revised (CTS2), the Beck Depression Inventory (BDI), and the Aggression
Questionnaire. Howells and Rosenbaum segregated two groups, one group with no
experience of family violence and the other group that reported experi¢agiiyg
violence. Howells and Rosenbaum found a correlation between experiencing violence
and depression, experiencing violence and aggression, and depression and aggression.
Howells and Rosenbaum reported the group that experienced the violence was skewed
and those researchers did not transform the data to correct the skewnessré heref

Howells and Rosenbaum recommended caution in interpreting the data. Fupiveseste
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regressions revealed experiencing violence as a significant predidepression. In
addition, depression was a significant predictor of aggression in that samplg.aUs
hierarchical regression analysis, they found that depression acted as ambedved¢en
experiencing violence and aggression (Howells & Rosenbaum, 2008). However, their
study found that children experiencing childhood physical abuse were moredikely t
exhibit the negative outcomes of exposure to family violence than those that Wivess
Yet, Jaffe et al. (2008) suggested that children in the home experiencingelMbie
likely to be physically abused by the perpetrator. Howells and Rosenbaum (Z@08) al
argued that their data indicated children who experienced childhood physicavares
also likely to witness IPV. Of course, Howells and Rosenbaum’s study hadlsevera
limitations such as the use of a convenience sample of 19-year-old collegégsstude
which limits the generalizability to the larger population. Additionallyy tihiel not
transform the skewed data, which affects the statistical accuracygiatlype the area of
significance testing, for example, they violated the assumption of norr{@atayetter &
Wallnau, 2007; Mertler & Vannatta, 2005).

Essentially, the data presented above (Anda et al., 2006; Gewirtz & Medhanie,
2008; Howells & Rosenbaum, 2008; Kracke & Hahn, 2008; National Scientific Council
on the Developing Child, 2010) indicated that children exposed to IPV are moredikely t
struggle with depression, anxiety, and aggression.

This is consistent with anecdotal evidence of high conflict co-parents with a
history of IPV and chronic family court litigation having children with perfance

problems in school. Additionally, children from these high conflict cases witlasPa
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factor routinely required psychological assistance in terms of suppdréregply for
depression and anxiety due to the chronic marital conflict, IPV, and stresgasess with
a change in the family system (Minuchin, 1974). The results of my study provide
additional data regarding children’s exposure to IPV and their functioning in their
psychosocial environments.
California Family Court IPV Screening Processes

Mathis and Tanner (1998) found unscreened spousal violence appeared to result
in typical arrangements similar to nonviolent separating parents. Howiener ttse
mediators in Mathis and Tanner’s study did not know of any prior violence between the
parents as a part of the experimental design, this lack of knowledge typiwadyered
in pre-screening might have promoted the use of safer parenting plan procedhbras s
the use of safe exchanges. Mathis and Tanner (1998) posited that IPV victisr®edppe
more empowered to stand up against the batterer in their mediation study. However,
there is a shadow side of such parenting plan agreements reached inroméditht
those plans are thought to place the victim and children at risk of future harmebimaus
IPV was not accounted for with appropriate safeguards (Anda et al, 2006; Stahl, n.d.).
Ellis (2008) conducted previous research on IPV and divorce mediation and concluded
that mediation can promote safety for separating family members prohietecis
mandatory assessment or screening and appropriate supervision of ris& (Ellis
Stuckless, 2006). Ellis and Stuckless developed the Domestic Violence Evaluation
(DOVE) tool and subsequently evaluated that instrument. Ellis (2008) pointed out that

the DOVE instrument can assist with effective safety and risk managenp@isohs
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attending family court mediation with a history of IPV. Their instrumerdssss level
of risk and matches those participants with an appropriate type of mediation based upon
the assessed risk.

For example, the higher the assessed risk on the DOVE (Ellis & Stuckless, 2006),
the more restrictive measures are set in place during mediation. The matobegspr
progresses from less assessed risk equaling the lowest restrictiationeype, Type A,
for example, a face-to-face mediation. Those intimate partnersedsedse a higher
risk via the DOVE instrument will match to Type C mediation in which signifisafety
measures are in place such as online mediation, or the mediator shuttling betwetn par
followed by one parent escorted to their vehicle post mediation (Ellis & StucRR3S).
Those researchers argued that empirical evidence shows that advpreagatings
increase conflict (Pruett & Jackson, 1999). Therefore, Ellis and Stuckksseal the
appropriate and ethical way in which to ensure optimal safety of the famifpers is
the use of an empirically validated screening instrument such as the DOVE.

A Lack of Unified Screening Protocols

While some scholars are calling for the use or increased use of iefficac
screening methodologies in family court processes (Ellis, 2008; Fredrick, 2Ai68et
al., 2008), researchers found that only half (54%) of the country’s courts had & typ
pre-mediation IPV assessment (Thoennes, Salem, & Pearson, 1995). Moreover, one
professional supervising IPV research for the Administrative Ofoi€éise Courts in
California confirmed that there is currently no unified statewide protocdPior

screening in family courts (J. Weber, personal communication, March 11, 2010). This
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professional cited the complexities of local government autonomy in the context of
state judicial system; complexities not necessarily easilyzabie to encompassing
changes without concerted focus and effort. Moreover, this person delineated a
difference in the use of screening methodologies. For example, this pateoh s
screening for the existence of domestic violence is clearly difftn@ntassessing for the
severity of domestic violence between the co-parents.
Possible Screening Dimensions

Jaffe et al. (2008) recommended viewing domestic violence in terms of screening
for IPV in the context of creating an appropriate parenting plan with the faticree
areas being of importance, (a) potency, (b) pattern, and (c) primary penpgir&04).
Jaffe et al. suggested potency be the primary element first screeietefons of
identifying IPV. For example, they asserted prior severe physicaior abuse
inflicted on the victim is an indicator of a potential for escalated violence .nétte
dimension critical to the IPV screening process was a pattern or conkisteny of the
batterer using coercive control over the victim (Jaffe et al., 2008). Suchveoeocitrol
came through threats, intimidation, humiliation, and other subtle forms of hardssme
designed to exert control over and manipulate the victim. Jaffe et atedsber need for
increased safety measures designed to protect the victims from this kindsef a
Finally, Jaffe et al. recommended the screening include the identificatiqoriohary
perpetrator. Jaffe et al. did not clearly articulate how the identificatiounld be
performed except it appeared they suggested the assessing individual uake clinic

judgment based upon some identifiable characteristics of victims and abusers. For
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example, they suggested that victims may tend to appear somewhat disorgadize
perpetrators may appear smooth, articulate, and organized. Howevert daféated
abusers might tend to minimize any violence.
A Multimethod Assessment of Cases with IPV

Jaffe et al. (2008) recommended the court professionals develop a working
hypothesis about the domestic violence in the family and employ a multimethod
assessment process. The use of collateral resources such as schooltehobérs, s
records, family member reports, police reports, medical doctor, and emergency
reports can all help in determining the credibility of domestic violenegatilbbns (Jaffe
et al.). This type of multimethod assessment to screen for IPV is valgrdimthe
methods used in child custody evaluations to determine the best interest of the child i
the context of a parenting plan and the American Psychological Associatiof]([AP
2009) recommends these methods in their new child custody evaluation guidelines.
The Family Courts in Crisis

This lack of a consistent use of empirically validated IPV screening todls a
methodologies such as that suggested by Ellis and Stuckless (2006) seems incifedulous i
the daily news reports in California are accurate. According to KareteBoPresident
of BorderseMc Laughlin, a firm providing evidence based risk assessments in dii¢dn pr
legal matters and child custody evaluations, the family court is expergeaiter-court
violence and is in crisis:

Over the past year, breaking news has continually reported on events stemming

high risk conflicts from family court that have erupted into deadly events.
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Breaking news: Father kills child and then himself in San Bernardino.
Grandmother shoots daughter and grandchildren in San Clemente after family la
hearing. Thousand Oaks father kills two sons and self at end of weekend
visitation. Ex-husband shoots ex-wife in face and flees with son in Foothill
Ranch. The stories continue nearly daily with critical failures withirfahely
law court. The reality iseveryone knows somedmveho has been affected by the
crisis in family court. (K. Borders, personal communication, March 22, 2010)
Frederick (2008) asserted fewer judicial officers combined with otheinaerl
resources in the face of rising family law filings have presented ariceus challenge
to family courts. Frederick stated that because of the number of familyates c
presenting with IPV as an issue in connection with the harmful effects afiRNe
victims and children, family courts must find an efficacious screening methgdolog
ensure victim and child safety in the context of parenting plans. That scholaatglic
three central areas which are fundamental to coherently addreRSirsgrieening and
assessment. First, Frederick asked what types of actions constitutedicloilesce.
Second, Frederick asked how the court accomplishes the screening and/areagsess
Third, Frederick asked what should be the consequence of a positive screen for DV.
Frederick articulated a crucial element of IPV screening germeeatie focus of the
present study — after court batterer retaliatory violence. Frederckiaied the
difference between covert physical and verbal violence and included nontwiokcive
strategies batterers use to exact revenge on the victim. These cavegies$ consist of

protracted litigation (Pruett & Jackson, 1999) through the family court, expaat
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unwarranted complaints to a child welfare services agency, and implementation of
financial controls (e.g., non-payment of child support, moving monies out of accounts).
Frederick argued that some form of risk assessment should be included indBMrsgr
and assessment tools, which includes overt and covert forms of domestic violence.
Frederick made another important and astute observation when she explicaisk that r
assessment is not a static event. Rather, researchers studyingyif@gted that risk of
violence was dynamic and changing; therefore, family court pracessst use an

ongoing assessment process to address safety adequately. Researcipi@Etedus
sections of the present study (Catalano, 2007; Rennison & Welchans, 2002) provided
credible support for Frederick’s assertion.

Frederick (2008) argued the absence of corroborating evidence in the court file
during the screening process should not “be treated as evidence that the allegations ar
false or the risk low” (p. 527). However, anecdotal experience as a faitymediator
reveals a surprisingly high number of malicious allegations of IPV from egeallvictim
toward the other intimate partner. These allegations of domestic violence, d@ir¢he
accurate, may constitute another type of violence such as situational coupleesimie
separation-instigated violence (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). However, there is alssude is
of false allegations, which is real and the results can be damaging to the plsedgn fa
accused. Moreover, the court considers one innocent until proven guilty under the laws
of the United States. Therefore, the family court is faced with a very cozpte
dangerous conundrum of how to proceed efficiently with highly volatile family matters

while simultaneously ensuring victim safety and observing integrity andexdieeto all
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legal rights. Anecdotal experience reveals a portion of separatingtefradners with
children make allegations of IPV, child abuse, and illegal substance ajauisst éhe

other parent in an effort to ensure they are primary custodial parents ofltiierchi

Some of these parents have later revealed they made the allegations becanesednby
the assistance of child support, food stamps, and to have the children living with them in
order to qualify for government subsidized housing (e.g., Section 8). They did not view
the use of false allegations as improper; rather they viewed theset@badagations as

a survival tool. Additionally, Jaffe et al. (2008) pointed out that there is growing concer
that the consequences of bringing attention and legislation to the issue of domesti
violence also brings the possibility of person’s gaming the system by malseg f
allegations to winning a case in the adversarial court system. Thereforeakissues

(e.g., income, housing, and transportation) are important factors to include immesgess
and screening tools for family court cases containing IPV. While Fredasioked out

the batterer’s use of coercive retaliatory factors, anecdotal expesaggests that

survival factors for both parents play an important role in escalating caarilict

ultimately violence as well.

Glass et al. (2009) conducted an exploratory study to identify differencesdmetw
Hispanic American women and non-Hispanic American violence. Glass 206@9)(
indicated that Hispanic American women were more likely to experienced sex by
the perpetrator to control the relationship. However, Glass et al. (2009n=alithat
Hispanic American women were more likely to view sexual intercouraedasy of the

matrital relationship and thus, something not negotiable. Meaning, these women might be
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less likely to report forced sex as IPV. This is important information foihyfaourt
IPV screening and assessment processes in that these victims mayepairtieg IPV.
IPV and Family Court Parenting Plans

Parenting Plans in the Context of IPV

Jaffe et al. (2008) articulated how differentiating type of violence leztwe-
parents is essential in formulating a safe and appropriate parenting plaret daffe
argued that prior research examining the effects of parenting plans oemhéldked the
specificity of a differentiated type of violence. Jaffe et al. statedithited the ability to
use confidently past research in the context of IPV. However, those scholargesigges
by using differentiation of violence type (Johnson, 1995; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) in
envisioning parenting plans one could make certain hypotheses regarding who might be a
more appropriate parent based upon some of the relevant research. Subsequerdty, Jaff
al. pointed out how high conflict parents may require some type of mechanism to prevent
conflict instigated violence. Jaffe et al. elucidated perpetrators of tiomiedence are
more likely to be abusive to children. As well, Jaffe et al. opined parents whoetguti
used violence to resolve conflicts were poor role models for children. Jaffessaited
abusive parents were more likely to undermine custodial parenting as wsd &smily
court litigation as a coercive tool with which to continue harassing and abusing the
victim. Jaffe et al. pointed out the increasing self-representation oftibtseers who

can then bully, intimidate, and instill fear in the victim through cross-examination



74

The Phenomenological Method

| wanted to understand the lived experiences of persons encountering IPV during
and after family court litigation. The majority of the research reviewehlis
investigation focused on empirical studies attempting to establish typofogi€y/.
Though this work critically assessed those positivist inquiries into typsdpgender
symmetry/asymmetry, effects of IPV on children, health consequengegiofs, and so
on, even questioning the generalizability of their findings, nonetheless those works
provided an essential foundation for understanding violence dynamics between intimate
partners. It was argued that the quantitative studies cited in this refviber literature
do, in fact, generalize nicely into practical application for use in the faoilgt milieu.
Yet, it seemed the understanding of the violence dynamics between intimatrgpa
lacked an essential “psychological understanding” (Robbins, 2006; Wertz, 1983; We
in press) of what it is like for the victim of IPV to live through this phenomenon. For
example, Wertz’ (1985) scholarly erudition of the lived experiences of vidimi®lent
crime provided the literature with an exemplar of how the intricate and numanrplirsti
and explicit structures of psychological experience, when rigorously awldiyam a
phenomenological paradigm, can add immeasurably to a richer and fuller umdiegsta
of a phenomenon. | sought to ascertain if the specified violence typologies can be
applied in a practical manner extending theory to practice in the famityrodieu. A
gap exists between the theoretical understanding of batterer and violeese ty
(empirically derived) and how these typologies can be usefully employdtktd

positive social change in family court processes assisting familté life-threatening
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violence. Therefore, | chose to use a rigorous phenomenological method {jgaalita
paradigm) to investigate and achieve a richer psychological understandiegli®¥t
victims’ experience during and after family court litigation. The hopleatthe
gualitative inquiry produced useful data with which to compliment and further extend the
existing knowledge base in the context of family violence.
A Brief History of the Empirical Phenomenological Method

Wertz (in press) traced the history of the phenomenological method to a logician
and mathematician, Husserl, who actively contributed to the psychologicalddyay
base at the turn of the 2@entury. Amedeo Giorgi (2008), one of the original members
of the “Duquesne Group” (B. Robbins, personal communication, November 11, 2010),
argued that Husserl was the creator of the method despite the current trendttothefer
phenomenological method as the Duquesne Phenomenological Research Method
(DPRM). Responding to a critique of the method by another scholar, Giorgi was careful
to ensure that the method was accurately traced back to its beginnings and credit
bestowed to the actual founder/creator of the method [Husserl]. Giorgtedlithat the
method came to be referred to as the DPRM largely because he used and refined the
method while on faculty in the Psychology Department at Duquesne Universitygi Gior
explained that many of the students and faculty employed the use of the method during
that time, hence, the method became known as the DPRM. Another important issue
made clear by Giorgi is that he did not necessarily agree with some of idteownarof

the phenomenological method used by all of those students and faculty.
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Wertz (2006) provided additional insights into the beginnings of the

phenomenological method when he explicated the movement of early European thinkers
interested in the phenomenological paradigm to the United States after Word War
Wertz noted that Adrian Van Kaam emigrated to the U.S. and founded a doctoral
program in Phenomenological Psychology at Duquesne University (pp. 394-395). Wertz
credited Giorgi as having had a significant impact on the development of the
phenomenological method by formulating and articulating the researblodoéigy
because “this enabled empirical, scientific (in an expanded phenomenologs=)l se
research to address the full spectrum of psychological subject matter5jp.\8@rtz
further explicated that the phenomenological research method has a histaipsé
collaboration with existential philosophers such as Heidegger, Sartre, arehddBdnty.
The Uniqueness of the Phenomenological Approach to Research

Scholars employing the use of the phenomenological method seek to focus on the
lived experience of the person (Wertz, in press). Wertz explicated tdigisfeatures
of the phenomenological method as created by Husserl. The “phenomenological
attitude” (p. 172) consists of two epoché’s, [suspension or abstention of influence] from
(a) the natural sciences and (b) the natural attitude. Wertz pointed out that the
phenomenological researcher will set aside scientific theories and otheaslatell as “
‘bracket[ing]’ prior knowledge of the subject matter [which] allows the rebea to
attend to what Husserl called the lifeworligéljenswelt and to freshly investigate

concrete examples of the phenomena under investigation” (p. 172).
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The researcher who is “bracketing” or suspending prior knowledge of the thing
such that the pre-understood knowledge of the object does not shape the researcher’s
perceptions of the phenomenon, approaches the phenomenon being studied. Thus, the
bracketing allows the object, and its many implicit and explicit featurgsesent itself
to the researcher for appreciation as free of influence (or bias) as hurossilyi.
Wertz (in press) explicated that the methodological procedure’s goalteséxtend
science into the realm of subjectivity” (p. 173). Wertz argued that investigato
subjectivity must have a unique method of inquiry. Two additional procedures for the
phenomenological approach are known as “intentional analysis” and “eideticisihalys
(Wertz). Intentional analysis focuses on how the experience flows and what is
experienced. Eidetic analysis is a form of appreciating or recognimngssence of a
thing. By using a technique of imaginative variation, the researcher can understand
diverse aspects of a phenomenon under investigation appreciating not only the specifi
object, but also variations of the object so long as the fundamental essericpresstit
in the variation(s) of the object. The phenomenological method and philosophical
underpinnings provided a scientifically rigorous (Giorgi, 2002; Wertz, in pres)agpr
congruent with investigating the lived experiences of victims incurring IPMgland
after family court litigation. Additional explication of the methodology aad i
procedures is provided in chapter 3.

Summary and Transition
In this review of the literature, | examined relevant research regattien

agreement among scholars for the need to define adequately IPV, differeinteiee
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type (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008), and

differentiate batterer type (Dutton & Goodman, 2005; Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart,
1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000; Johnson, 1995). Moreover, | explored the
prevalence of IPV in separating and divorcing couples (Catalano, 2007; Ellis, 2008;
Rennison & Welchans, 2002) which included dramatic statistical representation of the
pervasiveness of the issue.

| also discussed the controversies regarding gender symmetry/asyrantet
research bias as well as IPV research methodological problems-@xlenson, 2009;
Archer 2000; Archer 2002; Bemiller, 2008; Capaldi & Kim, 2007; Hamel, 2009;
Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Johnson & Ferraro, 2000; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). |
discussed the negative psychological and medical effects upon the victinvsafdP
noted the significant cost in terms of healthcare dollars (Campbell et al., 20@ppell
et al., 2003; Dutton & Goodman, 2005) as well as the strain IPV has upon the dwindling
resources of the court system (Ellis, 2008; Frederick, 2008). | discussed the negative
physiological and psychological effects of IPV on children in terms thtabrain
density changes, endocrine system changes, and the resultant emotionalfsegue
these measured changes in physiology (Anda et al., 2006; National ScientifiglGaunc
the Developing Child, 2010).

Literature regarding the phenomenological method was reviewed whichdlefine
the method (Giorgi, 2002; Giorgi, 2008; Robbins, 2006; Wertz, 1983; Wertz, 1985;
Wertz, 2006; Wertz, in press), traced the history of the method, and brieflysdiddbe

unique essential features of the phenomenological approach to scientifi@eiv@st
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The established prevalence of IPV in separating couples combined with data
indicating increased likelihood of violence during separation (Campbell et al., 2003;
Catalano, 2007), has caused scholars to recommend the use of an empiritdikyedta
screening instrument (Ellis, 2008), or multimethod screening protocols élaife 2008)
in order to improve the safety of the family members during and after family
litigation. However, it was noted that the complexity of local and state jugicigocols
prevents a statewide uniform IPV screening protocol at this time (EIDS, 2d@ffe et al.,
2008). Additionally, families with IPV as a factor that present to fanatytcgenerally
require assistance with child custody. Scholars argued that active sgriserniPV is
necessary to address and ensure the safety of the victim and the children. However
researchers have agreed that IPV is an essential issue in child aagedylue to the
significant numbers of separating couples reporting IPV, and they have #ugeenore
research with focus in specific areas must be added to the literature to imprabdityur
to understand, identify, and intervene effectively with families strugglitiy V.

Lastly, | focused on batterer retaliatory violence during and aftahfaourt litigation

due to the increased likelihood of violence escalation during this time (Campbell et al
2003; Catalano, 2007). Chapter 3 includes a discussion of the research method, sampling
strategies, descriptions of the participants, data collection and analysadsedata

storage and security issues, as well as ethical considerations wiith t@gaychological

research.
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Chapter 3: Research Method

Many researchers specializing in divorce and child custody issues haee agr
that a one-size-fits-all approach to understanding and designing efficatienvemntions
for families experiencing IPV is not effective, and continued effortegearch this area
must differentiate between batterer type and violence type (Holtzwauthiee & Stuart,
1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000; Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).
Scholars and professionals in the field of family court litigation have idehttiigt there
are positive correlations between families with IPV as a factor ima@paprocesses
and increased violence (Catalano, 2007; Dutton et al., 2005; Jaffe et al., 2009; Smith &
Farole, 2009). Moreover, other professionals in the field have indicated thairtihe f
courts are in crisis especially due to documented episodes of violence and @eath aft
family court hearings (K. Borders, personal communication, March 22, 2010). Others
have reported that batterers are likely to use family court litigation &aaso retaliate
against the victim (Jaffe et al., 2009; Pruett & Jackson, 1999). Scholars have studied
batterer violence from the batterer’s perspective (Babcock et al., 2004yvbidtiz
Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000); however, there have been
issues of reliability with self-reports of the batterers along withithigations of
retrospective recall. Yet, those studies have provided useful information for
differentiating batterer typologies using quantitative research methods

In pursuing and extending the use of these typologies in the context of family

court processes, it is argued that researchers and psychologiststemugt &t
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understand the unique lived experiences of human beings in the richness and depth of a
psychological understanding (Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005).

Using the empirical, phenomenological method by means of the lens of
psychological understanding (Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005) provides an appreciation for
the way in which the victims experience the situational aspects of the violEnedPV
scholar expects to find terror, profound hopelessness, and deep shame (the
phenomenological experience of the self, as withessed and described by the self)
described by the victims of the coercive controlling violence perpetrator. Tihetra¢or
of coercive controlling violence will likely minimize the violence and blame tbeni
for “egging them on” (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008).
Alternatively, victims of situational couple violence (which likely includes botinpes)
will perhaps express grief, guilt, embarrassment, and possibly angergesiiebing
their experience of arguments which became physical due to poor anger martageme
skills by both partners (Kelly & Johnson, 2008). The empirical, phenomenological
method of inquiry provides meaningful and useful frames through which to further
understand and develop specific constructs associated with the typologidS@uiiater
guantitative study. The victims describing anger and guilt over argumenisibec
violent are not necessarily in need of a treatment that spends a significant afrionat
on identifying and addressing elements of patriarchal terrorism (eedduluth model).
Rather, these people might respond best to an anger management treatmentlsitategy t
addresses identifying the cognitive distortions, which lead to thinking ocsléist®

increased anger (Weisinger, 1985).
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The empirical, phenomenological method (Robbins, 2006; Robbins &

Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006) posits that researchers using the
method to investigate human behaviors achieve a more refined understanding of tha
phenomenon using this psychological frame or lens. This psychological andéangtis
an attempt to appreciate the dynamics within the “self” of each brattevectim prior to
undertaking a quantitatively oriented study. The empirical, phenomenologiteldnet
was used to capture the more subtle and complex “human” information contaihed in t
batterer and violence typologies for comparison with the consequent human behaviors
expected by the typology theoretical underpinnings.
Research Design and Approach

A need existed to study the psychological and behavioral processes involved in
batterer retaliatory violence from the experience of the victim, d$othe victim to
develop a rich understanding of the phenomenon. Further, researchers need to
understand better, how institutional processes influence batterer reyalialence in an
effort to provide data for future research, which promotes and enhances safle¢y fo
victims, court professional personnel, and the batterers themselves. | sougimitoeex
the psychological experiences of victims of IPV in the context of familytdibigation.

Robbins (2006) discussed his approach to psychological events in terms of a
phenomenological research paradigm. Robbins articulated the dialeatioeggpin
terms of the subject-object dialogue between the researcher and the partcifd).
Robbins explicated the central and unique understanding regarding phenomenological

research as the method itself directing the “...ways in which the phenomega bein
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researched may show itself” (p. 17). Essentially, the researchsuispsons and
preconceived ideas are not understood fully in a holistic manner in the beginning. As
well, the method’s history and epistemological underpinnings also contribime \Wwat

in which the researcher scientifically examines the phenomenon. Robbids “ttete
phenomenon cannot appear as something to be understood unless it is first approached”
(p. 17). This circular interaction between researcher and phenomenon is a way in which
to enter into the “hermeneutic circle” (Heidegger as cited in Robbins, 2006).

Robbins (2006) described the hermeneutic circle as a forestructure, or initial
understanding of something and how it might change, akin to a portal through which to
begin the interpretation of the phenomenon. Robbins likened the inquiry to a circle with
the forestructure as the “forward arc” (p. 18). As the researcheragtiten with the
phenomenon proceeds, the interaction between subject-object allows for a deep and
profound appreciation of the structure of the phenomenon and in so doing, the
circumference of the circle is appreciated, and ultimately leads tteekeeback to the
forestructure. In phenomenological research, the phenomenon is also shaped by the
researcher’s investigation but ultimately leads back to the entry point. Roldniesl ar
that for the hermeneutic circle to be properly employed, the method must beg‘pliabl
enough to be molded to better fit the phenomenon under investigation” (p. 18). Robbins’
hermeneutic circle seems similar to the interpretivist position takemagn@z (2006) in
her work using the grounded theory method where she asks questions, collects data,

writes memaos, reinterprets the meaning, and then arrives at more questslfama

the interpretivist process.
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| explicated the forestructure in the literature review, which provided a
preliminary understanding of IPV in situations, and IPV in terms of peogle (goes of
batterers). | attempted to extend the lens or theoretical models of undexgtantiince
types (Kelly & Johnson, 2008) and batterer types (Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000) to
meaningful use in family court litigation processes. However, in the review, |
highlighted the controversies regarding the use of IPV typologies K &pKim, 2007),
as well as the issues regarding gender symmetry/asymmetry, androlgirical support
for any particular position from previous IPV studies. Therefore, in this sulescribed
a rigorous qualitative approach which allows the batterer and violence tygmtogi
reveal themselves through rich human descriptions and subsequent scientific &alysis
the purpose of moving from the theoretical postulation to the practical appiicalihe
empirical, phenomenological method fits with this purpose because the particigaat
describing their experiences with IPV and family court processes.

The following exploratory research questions guided the study:

1. What was it like to have encountered and endured intimate partner retaliatory
violence during and after family court litigation?

The sub questions were used to explore the experiences of each victim’s case
resulting in a deeper understanding of the phenomenon of batterer retaliatargeviole
after family court hearings, specifically to provide case detailsich tlescriptions
(Charmaz, 2006; Creswell, 2007). These sub questions were:

1. Describe your reactions to the violent incidents.
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2. What are the processes associated with your particular family cigatidi

that exacerbated or otherwise influenced what you perceived to be oegaliat

violence? (i.e., what things, persons, or rules of the court do you think added to

your trouble and why do you think so?)

Rationale for Use of Qualitative Research Design and Methods

A gap in the literature existed with regard to specifically studyingreatte
retaliatory violence after family court litigation. It was impottéo address this gap
because of documented death and violence of victims of IPV after familylitigation
(Elias, 2010; K. Borders, personal communication, March 22, 2010). In this project, |
conducted an empirical, phenomenological inquiry (Robbins, 2006; Robbins &
Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006) as opposed to an ethnographic study
because ethnographic researchers are interested in learning aboujrooy ar culture
experiences a phenomenon (Creswell, 2007; Schensul, et al., 1999). Whereas, the design
of an empirical, phenomenological study (Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005;
Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006) allows for the poignant description of the parents’
experiences as they interacted with the court in the context of having IPfdaseran
their case. For example, | explored the experiences of victims of IP\hatnoed
batterer retaliation after family court litigation.

Using the grounded-theory tradition for this study might have facitéte
generation of a theoretical understanding of what mechanisms are involvekiarbat
retaliatory violence and why these mechanisms produced the result. Ch2006) (

preferred viewing interactions between human beings through the lens of the grand
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theory symbolic interactionism. Charmaz stated people think about their reasons for
taking the actions that they do, which provides rich meaning in the doing of those things
However, in this study, | sought to understand the dynamic of battereatatali
violence in the context of family court litigation first. A grounded theory stunlylavbe
a logical progression of the continued study of this phenomenon.
Context of the Study

Participants/Sample

| sought between 10 to 15 participants who were self-identified victirnattdrer
retaliatory violence after family court litigation. These paraaifs came from persons
that responded to an invitation to participate in a statewide court improvementsproces
referred to as the Elkin’s Family Law Task Force (see Appendix B)erSchet al.
(1999) described at least two considerations for selecting the sample sizetatigeali
research: (a) saturation and (b) pattern variation. For example, the sangplee
adequate to provide enough information to achieve saturation of relevant indormat
regarding the research question(s). Thus, saturation in this contexttimeagsearcher
can learn nothing more regarding the research focus by interviewing additiona
participants Schensul et al. (1999). Moreover, there must be sufficient information from
the sample to present nearly all types of variation in patterns regardirggéaech focus
Schensul et al. (1999).

Robbins (2006) argued that because of the depth of analysis in qualitative studies
not associated with quantitative methods, a sample size of six or less is normal.

Moreover, Robbins stated that because of the considerable amount of textual data and
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subsequent analytical management of these data, more than six participantssbecom
impractical for the researcher (p. 30). Thus, the recent call for input felkeh®lders
identified by the Elkin’s Family Law Task Force (see Appendix B) providegrbsent
study with a unique opportunity to obtain a sample of participants meeting thissstudy’
inclusion criteria, as well as qualitative rigor criteria.

The Judicial Counsel of California directed the creation of the Elkin’s lpamil
Law Task Force to perform a comprehensive review of family law procedndesiles
(see Appendix B for the subsequent goals of that effort). In doing so, they sought input
from stakeholders in the system to provide them with input upon which to conduct their
review and evaluation. They included family law litigants as stakeholdergrinvide-
ranging research parameters. The self-identified stakeholders @utlibaly had
difficulty with their cases and subsequently provided the task force with inpteér,
because of the sheer volume of input the submission requirements could not allow the
participants to share their stories in rich detail. While those extreres lsad the
important and positive opportunity to inform the administrators of the judicial sygtem
their stories, there is no scientific analysis of those profoundly meaningfarhstories
with which to further inform the administrators or the scholarly literatueeldiess this
gap in the scientific literature by providing a scientific analysis ofé¢ktial data of the
participants life stories.

Role of the Researcher
| am a family court mediator and practices as a child custody mediator in

superior court in California; | had thoughts, theories, or personal philosopatesdre
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taken into account during the evolving data collection phase. Creswell (2007@assert
that qualitative researchers generally use interviews to gather tteir@aarmaz (2006)
articulated that qualitative methods are simply tools; the researamrstegemain
perfectly neutral or unbiased, and researchers are necessarily shapeid dwn lived
experiences. Charmaz noted that many graduate students and reseakeheasebn
in-depth understanding of the problem they choose to study. Therefore, Charmaz
suggested using this knowledge as starting points from which to launch the inigestiga
similar to Robbins’ (2006) construct of the forestructure. However, Charmat thate
the data should cause an adjustment in the lenses through which the researchkeviews t
data, and result in a subsequent refining of the collection procedures. Thidastsimi
Robbins’ explication of the dialectic or circular interaction between relseaand
phenomenon. In the empirical, phenomenological method, the role of the researcher is
unique and active in the data analysis procedures (Robbins, 2006; Robbins &
Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006). See this study’s Data Collection and
Analysis section for an in-depth explanation of my active role.

| employed the use of in-depth interviews and participant written descispdif
the phenomenon for data collection. | was the only researcher conducting tpéin-de
interviews and taking field notes in addition to recording the interviews. Additiohally
was responsible for creating all flyers, consent, and confidentiality foettexs of
cooperation. | was responsible for obtaining all equipment and supplies needed to
perform the study (computers, printers, copiers, backup power supplies, computer spare

parts, audio and video equipment, copies of materials, note-taking materials, and so on).
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Lastly, with the guidance of the dissertation committee, | also was résigcios
ensuring that all participants were eligible to participate in the stedyek as
responsible for ensuring adequate protection of all materials in locked awebpas
protected locations.
Setting and Sample

Selection of Participants

The self-identified participants for this study met the following inclusion
requirements: (a) experienced batterer retaliatory violence during afidofamily
court litigation, (b) sought assistance from the court for child custody anegudrg
parenting plan, (c) volunteered to inform that Elkin’s Task Force of theiruliffigvith
their family law case, or (d) have been referred to this study by one of the othe
participants (i.e., snowball sampling [Creswell, 2007]).

| interviewed 14 participants who provided thick and rich descriptions of their
experiences. This number of participants is accepted as normal by distinguished
researchers experienced in applying this method (e.g., Robbins, 2006; Robbins &
Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2008)reover, | sought to collect data
regarding batterer retaliatory violence during and/or afteiyasourt litigation; these
participants met this requirement. | used a purposeful method of samplingemhext
cases (Nastasi, Moore, & Varjas, 2004) with subsequent snowball sampling from

participants who knew of other participants meeting the inclusion criteria.
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Ethical Procedures

Legal and ethical issues addressed in this study are (a) voluntary padicipfati
the participants, (b) informed consent, (c) confidentiality, (d) right ofqiaaimts to
withdraw from the study, (e) a statement about known risks associated witludyis s
and (f) expected benefits of the study. In essence, any research inveiwiag h
participants must take great care to protect the physical and emotiohlaéinglof the
participants during the study (Creswell, 2007; Trochim & Donnelly, 2007. For exampl
| sought approval from the Walden University Institutional Review Board ([RiB) to
recruiting participants or collecting data. The IRB approval numbef02-84-11-
0344643 with an expiration date of January 31, 2011.

| sought verbal information from the participants and did not have any type of
experimental procedure or intervention; therefore, the likelihood of any harmgaowoni
the participants was minimal. The participants might have experiencedismomfort
when describing their experiences negotiating with the other parent in thatioredi
room, or describing their experiences receiving batterer retaliatemfamily court
litigation. However, the chances of harm coming to the participants from thevatoel
minimal. | used my professional private practice therapy office located @alifernia
Central Valley for data collection, as well as a University of Phoeassobom for the
interviews conducted in Sacramento, California. Interviews were also cotduete
major hotel board room for data collection conducted in San Diego, California. Each
participant chose the data collection location according to his or her convenience. |

requested each participant to provide their home address to facilitag¢hkation of
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mileage reimbursement. The rate for reimbursement was based upon normal gavernm
travel expense, for example, 44 cents per mile. The participants werecadsiegr
$25.00 to purchase a meal during their trip my office. Additionally, | offered to provide
the participants with the names of at least three appropriately liceresedl mealth
professionals in their county if they experienced an emotional crihighé re-telling of
their family court ordeal during the interviews. | would be able to assigidrticipants
with processing their discomfort and provide additional treatment if necessaeyl am
a licensed mental health professional.

| kept all data confidential through secure record keeping practicegasgword
protection and locked storage cabinets or safes. Additionally, steps to proteenntits i
of any individual in the study with regard to the verbal transcripts were be & giac
other words, steps taken such that no linkage between the person and the data can be
made by the words used.

| contacted the study stakeholder, Ms. Connie Valentine of the California
Protective Parents Association via e-mail to enlist her support in dissemitied study
invitation. A follow up meeting with the stakeholder took place to further coordimate
dissemination of the study invitation. Members of the organization then contacted the
researcher via e-mail for the screening and consent form delivery. Therstitation
and the consent forms contained the researcher’s contact information.

| used the assistance of a transcriber to transcribe accurately theesadbngs
of the interviews, and this person signed a confidentiality agreement to #msuoeeords

are kept confidential (please see Appendix F).
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Data Collection and Analysis

Data Collection Techniques

| employed the use of in-depth interviewing and participant written géecrs
(Charmaz, 2006; Creswell, 2007; Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins
& Parlavecchio, 2006; Schensul, et al. 1999). Charmaz (2006) noted that interviews
begin with open-ended questions in order to become more conversational. However,
Charmaz recommended choosing questions carefully to cultivate the reflectibas of
participant, because she stated that these interviews are not interrogsiiioesver, |
used an iterative process with the dissertation committee with respeaniad the
guestions, since Charmaz noted that it takes great skill and practice to fonsefale
guestions. Charmaz noted that the participant’s comfort takes precedenceioyer |
data” (p. 30) in her research practices. | used the same frame of reterensare a
respectful experience for the participants.
Data Analysis Techniques

Reading the descriptions entails the idea of becoming “empathically cednect
with each participant’s description” (Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006, p. 333).
Empathically connecting by the researcher is facilitated by nsinggone’s self into the
first-person description of the participants’ experience. Robbins and PaHav€2006)
contended in so doing, perhaps the researcher might experience the “unfolding worlds of
the participants” (p. 333). An event the phenomenological researcher strongg tiesir
take place in order to obtain the thick rich description of the experience on more than one

level.
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Delineating the meaning units consists of identifying sentences or phinase
depend upon each other to “stand as a distinguishable moment” (Wertz as cited in
Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006). These units can vary in length. A word processing
program provided the ability to allow the cutting and pasting function of text into
separate documents.

Organizing the meaning units is the next step in the process. The mearsng unit
are organized into existential categories. These categories perhapsludlé themes of
time, body, space, others, things, and language. These categories are considered
“...essential constituents of human being-in-the-world” (Robbins as cited in Robbins &
Parlavecchio, 2006). Robbins and Parlavecchio (2006) argued that these givens do not
vary even though content might change with the unfolding or experiencing of the event.
Tracking changes in the existential categories allows for appoecand notice of the
participant’s world transformation (Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006, p. 334).

Robbins and Parlavecchio (2006) described the process of seeing the meaning
units psychology as being a unique phenomenological approach to experiential data
analysis which seeks to obtain an empathic and deeply connected understariging of t
participant’s world. World, in this context, is understood as the way in which the self
interprets and interacts with others and things that are important to them. diigaéss
element at this stage in data analysis is the researcher’'s move drgsyatiologically
from a position of empathic attunement with the participants’ material tdlexike
perspective that sees through a given participants’ description towamgblitsit

structural features” (Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006, p. 334).
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Seeing psychologically facilitated constructing situated structi@sdriptions for
each participant’s transcriptions. This began with identifying the obtaumses, which
moved to identifying more obscure and embedded themes. Each situated structural
description was created from molding the meaning units and existentiadresagto a
narrative from the world of the participant.

General themes were identified as themes appearing in all of the narraihis
was performed by using the process of “imaginative variation” (Robbins &weadhio,
2006). This process requires the researcher to speculate if the phrases, themes,
distinctions, etcetera, could be different if absent or dissimilar from thativarwithout
somehow altering the psychological reality of the individual.

The general situation structure was developed from the general thehees. T
general situation structure was a combination of the general themes indtall Ge
whole (Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006). This provided a “balanced and coherent”
description of the whole.

Verification of Trustworthiness/Authenticity

The words (a) reliability, (b) validity, and (c) and trustworthiness arsings
from Charmaz’ (2006) recent text. Rather, Charmaz chose to identify &ag tat she
believed were important for qualitative research, (a), credibility (b)inadity (c),
resonance and, (d) usefulness (pp. 182-183). Essentially, Charmaz described gredibilit
as a process of achieving intimate familiarity with the setting and topictiae range of
people observations contained in the data. Charmaz also mentioned credibilitydnclude

categories that cover a large area of empirical observations. Charroazetes
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originality as new insights, new categories, significance, both theoratidadocial, and

if it challenged or refined current ideas and practices regarding that toptber-ur
Charmaz stated that resonance included concepts such as making connectioms betwee
large institutions with individuals when the data indicated, and whether or nargeff
deeper insights into the material. Lastly, Charmaz related that usefignermation

that the study might produce that people can use in their everyday lives. Chsmaz
stated usefulness entails the idea that the study will produce furthecheisgarests in

other researchers.

Conversely, Schensul et al. (1999) appeared to honor both traditions, positivist,
and ethnographic research by understanding the importance of the conceptbititiyrelia
validity, and trustworthiness. Schensul et al. (1999) also mentioned that thegdbelie
there were two principal ways that ethnography differs from positiviadpganms; (a) the
researcher is an instrument, and (b) implausibility of rigid laboratoryaler{f. 273).
However, Schensul et al. (1999) then provided succinct definitions for each of those
criteria.

Schensul et al. (1999) provided concise instructions for ensuring the qualitative
researcher could adequately address the areas of validity, reljamlityrustworthiness.
Schensul et al. (1999) took care to address validity in terms of internal, cgrestidic
external validity. Essentially, the qualitative researcher must §ctnahsure what they
say they are measuring, they must be measuring what the research g)estan(
measured, and those measurements must stand up outside of the researched group. In

essence, it seems these concepts and constructs must ensure the resecuchiely a
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perform the research, and do so such that other researchers can closelthiollow
methods used and possibly replicate the study and arrive at similar conclusions.
Whereas, Charmaz (2006) seemed most concerned with exhaustively docurhenting t
processes the researcher uses and arriving at creative, intuitive, andaseiusions
with social value or social change implications. Furthermore, Charmaz egppearace
high value on the artistry of the language used to relay the results of heatyealitork.

| used member checking to ensure the following criterion were addressetisn te
of (a) reliability, (b) validity, and (c) trustworthiness in this study. ftember check
consisted of delivering the final data analysis of the situated struitteraes as well as
the general situated structure to the participants for review. | askedticgpats to
provide a brief written response to my analysis and the responses of those that desponde
were included as an appendix. The questions in this study employed the use of the
definition of IPV as noted in a previous section. Therefore, the constriRY afids
operationalized using that definition. The time of batterer retaliatiorbeiltlentified to
ensure during and after court retaliatory violence were accuratetgyeuft
Data Interpretation

Robbins (2006) articulated the need for researchers to first consider the means of
data collection and subsequently envision how they will interpret the data (p. 19).
Robbins used the protocol analysis method as developed by Giorgi as cited in Robbins
2006). In Robbin’s study of joy, he combined the Imagery in Movement Method
(Schneier as cited in Robbins, 2006) to assist overcoming what he viewed to be a “mild

criticism” (p. 20) of protocol analysis; essentially an issue of stgiertknt memory
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and recall (p. 31). Robbins argued that his mild criticism of protocol analysis wés that
relied upon participant memory of past events. | agree that memoryisexatbmplex
process rife with difficulty regarding “objective truth.” Pope (1998) providedradite
argument regarding “recovered memory” controversies and the issues lafitgBad
verifiability of those memories in a forensic setting. Robbins provided a sound argument
for the importance of state of mind in participant recall of past events. Howecaude
the participants were extreme cases and had presented their chsdslkints Task
Force, it is possible that the significance of their traumatic life eventudosgguent re-
telling of the event through written form for the task force will have regduit their
moods being reacquired during the telling of their stories. This dynamic may have
provided more clarity to their memories of the events. However, because of thenprof
trauma involved in violence between human beings and the possible subsequent
psychological distress (e.g., posttraumatic stress disorder [PTSDpiaed with that
violence, | did not use the Imagery in Movement Method because the possibility of the
participants’ experiencing psychological decompensation or reactivatiorSé PT
symptomology from the depth of that type of recall.

| used the data collection method employed by Robbins and Parlavecchio (2006).
Participants were asked to write a brief description of their expergrafaqcurring IPV
during and/or after family court. They were also asked to write, in tloegdsybody
sensations, thoughts, images, and feelings that emerge during the watiegsar They
were also asked to describe or report metaphors that best fit the essexpezioheing

that IPV. Each participant was offered to be left alone in the interview room fgetem
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the task. None accepted that offer preferring me to remain in the roonn.th&fte
participant completed the narrative, they were instructed to read the naarative
whenever they paused, to elaborate on what was being stated in as much detail as
possible. |invited them to use their own words for detailed descriptions, and to use
sounds, metaphors, or other types of communicative gestures when words fail. A
research assistant then transcribed the narratives and interviews ysisanal

| ensured the participants’ perspectives were provided a prominent place in the
written report via my own “rich description” of the participants, and tastefigigved
direct quotes into the written study from the textual data (Creswell, 2007; Schetradul
1999). As well, this study used member checking to ensure the participants had the
opportunity to clarify or voice disagreement with the analysis.

Dissemination of Findings

Creswell (2007) stated he agreed with previous researchers regarditifityhef u
imagining one’s audience reading the study as it is being written. Tdissisful frame
of reference and this method was used as well. | viewed the professiomaigly
working in family court such as judicial officers, administrators, and mediasottse
interested consumers for this research. Moreover, scholars studyimnget®e also
included as interested consumers. Mental health professionals workingmiiiesa
with IPV as an issue and lay workers helping at women'’s shelters and’siativocates
were also targeted consumers for this research.

Additionally, the Association of Family Conciliation Courts (AFCC) might be

interested in a synopsis of the outcome of the study. The California chaptgoigaof
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interdisciplinary professionals invested in assisting families. y,abire are separate
organizations for each represented profession in family court divorce and childycustod
processes. For example, some child custody mediators are attorneytradgudges,
others are probation officers, and still others are mental health professitheirs.

unique professional organizations may possibly be interested in my study.

There is a diversity of practitioners in the field of child custody litigation
therefore, it may not be possible to ensure all parties will find the restifts ctudy
relevant. Alternative means of disseminating the findings of this study might be
volunteer to speak on public radio or other public programs designed to inform people
regarding family and divorce issues. Another alternative procedure might erttoof
write an article for professional organization’s magazines such as thecAme
Association for Marriage and Family Therapy (AAMFT). Lastly, as timetioning head
of the state government, the office of the governor of the state of Califorsiprasdded
a synopsis of this study. Chapter 4 includes the details of the participanimeaotyi
data collection procedures, data analysis methodology, and how data were handled and
stored securely. As well, data verification processes and how accuracy atydadtlaé
data were ensured are explained.

Chapter 4: Results

Researchers have suggested that IPV was present in the relationshgvs/of
separating intimate partners (Ellis, 2008). Many of these segamatimate partners
used family courts for assistance with creating appropriate pargaéing that facilitated

rich and meaningful relationships between the children and both parents. Studies have
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documented how children and parents fare in the context of coparenting relationships
(e.g., Ahrons, 2006). Scholars have documented how IPV between coparents influences
parenting plans (Bemiller, 2008; Hardesty & Chung, 2006). Still other részarcave
documented how the court system can re-victimize the victims of IPV (Berdi008;
Hartman, 1999; Shalansky et al., 1999). However, what has not been documented in the
literature is the influence family court processes (e.g., court-ordetieagiéntions, child
custody evaluations, court hearings, and so on) have on the violence dynamics of the co-
parents. The results of this study provides an initial step toward filiagép in the
literature by providing an in-depth exploration of the phenomenological expesienc
persons encountering IPV in the context of family court. | conducted interoieivs
participants who provided their experiences of encountering IPV in the confexbibf
court in detail. This chapter includes the details of the participant reentit data
collection details, data analysis methodology, and how data were handled and stored
securely. As well, data verification processes and how accuracy ditg giitne data
were ensured are explained.
Recruitment

The CPPA assisted with identifying the participants by using a brdazlcaail to
the association members. Initially, 20 participants responded to the invitatideersi
participants scheduled interviews. Two participants failed to show forsitteaduled
interview appointment. Equipment failure made two of the participant’'s data
irretrievable. Thus, data from 12 participants were analyzed in this Jtoeyglata

collection period began March 5, 2011, and ended April 23, 2011. Several (five) of the
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participants indicated financial difficulty with traveling from Sacesmo, California, to
my private practice office in the California Central Valley for the itgtale interviews.
Therefore, | sought permission to modify the existing Walden UnivdRByapproval to
allow for data collection in Sacramento, California, on April 16, 2011, at a Univefsi
Phoenix classroom. In the same request, modification was also requested talatalec
in San Diego, California, on April 23, 2011, using a conference room at a large hotel.
The IRB granted permission for the modifications via e-mail on March 24, 2011.
Data Collection and Storage

Upon arrival to the interview, each participant was given a Walden IRB approved
informed consent form for signature (See Appendices C and D). These kplaised
data collection procedures, as well as other important information including eanti
remuneration as noted above. Additionally, this form explained to the participant that
they could discontinue the interview process at any time, and that thegadidn was
strictly voluntary. Upon completion of the interview, the participants were gedwthe
following: (a) mileage reimbursement, (b) a copy of the consent, famoh(c) a $ 5
Starbuck gift card. Participants traveling to the private practiceeditated in the
researcher’s home city were also provided $25 for meal reimbursement.

Each interview room contained three microphones used to collect the audio from
the interviews. The participants were provided instruction in the protocol analysi
method (Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006),
which consisted of me asking the research questions and the participantstheiting

answers to the research questions on a sheet of paper. The participatitenvasied
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to read back what they had written on the paper. When the participants encountered a
natural pause during the read back, they were asked to expand upon the point they just
read, or, verbalize the thoughts in their mind at that particular moment. Thisgwaes
duplicated for all three of the research questions. A research assigteofiegsional
transcriptionist) then transcribed the interviews verbatim and the datstoszd
electronically on a Toshiba laptop computer having double-password protection.
Data Analysis

Participant Demographics

Twelve of the 14 participants reported demographic information. Tapes from two
of the interviews failed making their data unusable. Two participants didlmttfthe
second page of the questionnaire — this was likely unintentional. The missing data we
identified as missing in the PASW Statistics 18 program used to generatsdhptole
statistics to ensure accuracy of the results. The ages of the repartingpants i = 11)
ranged from 35 to 551(=47.09, SD = 7.52). The number of children each participant
had ranged from one to founE 2.17, SD = .835) Just over half (58.3%; 7) of the
sample § = 12) reported having two children. The level of education (in years) ranged
from 12 to 181h=13.83, SD = 1.95). All of the participants reported having IPV as a
factor in their relationshipn(= 12); however, one participant reported having IPV as a
factor in seven relationships. Children witnessed the violence in 10 of the 11ngporti
cases (83%). The gender of the sample consisted entirely of femalestySwe
percent of the sample reported their ethnicity as Caucas@g), 16.7% reported being

Hispanic 0 = 2), and 8.3% reported using the “other” categary (). Participants
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reported having family court matters heard in the following Californiates:
Sacramento County (33%,= 4), Tulare County (16.7%,= 2), San Luis Obispo County
(8.3%,n=1), San Diego County (16.7%3= 2), Alameda County (8.3%,= 1), Placer
County (8.3%n = 1), and Santa Clara County (8.39%; 1).
The Empirical Phenomenological Method

The empirical phenomenological method as developed and refined by Giorgi,
(2002, 2008), Wertz (in press), and further described in the following literatabdbifi,
2006; Wertz, 1983; Wertz, 1985; Wertz, 2006; Wertz, in press ) was then used to analyze
the data. Figure 1 provides a graphical representation of the phases and flow of the
analysis. Eidetic analysis was used during the initial phase of the ealgbytcess in
order to understand the individual essences of the experience. | read and re-read the
transcribed interviews several times with a deep compassion or absorbedydiopidu
participants’ experiences (Robbins, 2006; Wertz, 1983; 1985; 2006). The goal was to
become immersed into the first person descriptions of the experiences of vidusddi
(Wertz, in press). | intentionally set aside scientific theories lgkbtiag, as best as
possible, previous knowledge of the subject matter in an effort to capture the tifeworl

[liebenswelt(Wertz, in press) of the participants.
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Flowchart for Data Analysis

| Researcher Performs the following Tas*ks

Researcher reads interview (Psychological Analykthe Individual Hdiographic)
Immerses one's self into first person descriptibthe participants' experience

Demarcates Meaning Units
Identifies phrases or descriptions which requireleather to be
understood as a single moment

Organizes Meaning Units
Judges which constituents are relevant for the tiiese.g., existential
categories such as time, space, body, etc.

Regroups the Relevant Constituents (Situated $traidDescriptions)
Moves obscure themes into more meaningful categappreciates the
temporal coherence of the data provided by theigipgnt)

Appreciates the Units Psychologically (Seeing Psiadically)

A unique phenomenological approach to experientéa analysis that
uses an empathic and deeply connected understanélithg participants'
world

Identifies General Themes (Psychological Analysithe General Nomothetig

Imaginative variation is used to consider if theroeslistinctions could be different without
altering the

psychological reality of the participant.

Articulate a General Situated Structure
Combining the general themes into a gestalt or perffitewvhole — a balanced view of the whole

Figure 1. Chart adapted from Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006; Wertz, 1985.
Meaning Units
Following those readings, the subsequent meaning units identified in Table 1 were
delineated using a word processing program (Microsoft Word):
Table 1

Delineated Meaning Units

Research Research Research
Questionl Question2 Question3
Meaning Units Victimized Fearfulness  Increases abuser’'s
anger
Discounted Powerless No consequences for
abuser

Isolated/alone Denial Devastation
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(emotional/financial)
No Protection Need
Protection
Not Believed  Questioning
Self
Surreal Felt Frozen

Cold System Felt Ashamed

Family Law
Unique

Situated Structural Descriptions

The meaning units were then organized into existential categories to provide
context for the analysis (Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins &
Parlavecchio, 2006; Wertz, 1985; Wertz, in press). All of the participants reported
numerous litigation incidents with family courts. Additionally, rather than askore
guestion, | asked each participant three qualitative research questions orghdinef
existential categories were determined by the research question, asidppmseecific
kind of temporal or spatial category. Each meaning unit was organized in relatioin to the
lived experience in the context of interacting with the family court fdd chistody
litigation. Thus, the existential category will be in terms of distinguighat@ments
(Robbins, 2006; Robbins & Goicoechea, 2005; Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006; Wertz,
1985; Wertz, in press) in the perspective of either of the following: (a) ititeyatith

professionals working for the family court, or (b) interacting with the eb@eneral
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themes were then formed from the meaning units. Each situated structurigtid@sc

was created by shaping the meaning units and existential categoriesamtatave from

the world of the participant. General themes were identified as themesiagpeall or
most of the narratives. This was performed by using the method of “imaginative
variation,” (Robbins & Parlavecchio, 2006). This process required me to specuiate if t
phrases, themes, distinctions, and so on, could be different if absent or dissomilénd
narrative without somehow altering the psychological reality of the individieble 2
provides a listing of situated structural descriptions:

Table 2

Situated Structural Descriptions

Research Research Research
Questionl Question2 Question3
Themes Family court Fearfulness  Family court
(Situated experiences increased the anger

Structures) were surreal

Feeling alone Felt frozen The abuser was

and isolated perceived to be
using litigation to
devastate her
emotionally and

financially
Not feeling Felt ashamed Perpetrators were
believed by perceived as having
the courts no consequences for
their malevolent
behavior

Perceived the Felt powerless
courts wanted
them to forget
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about the past
abuse and
move on

Fear of calling Denial
attention to
one’s self

Experience of Questioning
courts as a self
cold system

Perception Fight back
that family

law differs

greatly from

criminal or

civil law

Perception Need to
that the courts protect
want to keep children

you in the

system

Loss of Made the
Money decision to

(expensive) leave

Perception Some cultures
that the court accept

does not violence
protect

Feeling
victimized by
court and the
abuser
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Seeing Psychologically

Each of the themes is presented below after being read with deep empathy and
psychological connection to the participant’s world. In this section, | intenifonal
provided liberal inclusion of the participants’ textual data to support the themds a
honor their lifeworld lfebenswelk in the sharing of their stories.

Research Question 1

“What was it like to have encountered and endured intimate partner retaliatory
violence during and after family court litigation?”

For research question 1, all 14 of the participants provided their experiences in the
form of a “present moment experience.” In other words, they reported theesqeeais
if they were in the moment during the telling of the story.

Family court experiences were surreal.Many of the participants indicated the
experience of interacting with family court as being surreal in tefrasbizarre nature or
unreality. This indicated a tone or overarching platform from which to begin thesgroc
of analysis.

Participant It was just, it was like being in a, you know when you go to a

carnival and they have those mirrors where everything is all distorted.

A different participantlt was surreal; the surroundings around me were very
surreal during that point in time. Confusing. And, I didn’t know if | was coming
or going with my children through the system. It just felt like a vicious cyude a

when was it going to end.
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Feeling alone and isolated Another theme was the experience of being alone
and isolated while being observed and judged negatively.

Participant You FEEL ALONE. You feel like basically you are an actor, on

center stage, and the spectators hate your act.

Not feeling believed by the courts.Uniformly, all of the participants indicated
the people in the family court system did not believe their version of the eventgihetwe
the co-parents.

Participant You are humiliated, you are stripped naked of your rights as an

individual, your feelings are not validated, your evidence is not taken under

consideration, the gravity of your situation is diminished.

A different participantWe went to court and in court; | found it to be very odd

that they didn’t believe anything | said. They wanted to see proof, and then OK, |
understand that, so let's set another hearing and let me show you what | have.
And despite the fact that he did do time in jail, none of that really mattered in the
judge’s eyes. All they cared about actually in mediation, and in front of the judge,
was that dad have an opportunity to raise this child. And, | agreed with that but |

didn’t want my child to endure the same kind of pain and suffering that | did.

A different participant...and the immediate process began with a TRO and him
being lead out of our house by the police, which | just felt that bricks had been

lifted off my shoulder. This followed with a few weeks of; | think it was three
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weeks of no contact, by court orders. He was not allowed to contact, e-mail me,
the children, or myself. | used that time dealing with the emotional repenssissi
of the children explaining why this had had to happen, why this was the best for
the time, for them. And then, all turned around completely the day he had
retained an attorney. And, once he retained an attorney, we went back to court
and | was accused of lying. | was accused of twisting the facts. | dawKtlthi
had ever been in a position, personally or professionally, where statements that
were given were just not considered fact. I'm a nurse. | report data, bahavior
etcetera, to physicians, hospitals, administration, other nurses, and | had/gust ne
been in that situation at all. 1 was strongly pressured to remove the protective
order or they would try to take the children away from me... that was always the
threat. They would try to take the children away from me because | was not the
parent trying to share the children...and would lose the order.”
Perceived the courts wanted them to forget about the past abuse antve

on. Many of the participants were told to simply forget about the past verbal and

physical abuse in order to move forward with a parenting plan.
Participant She [my daughter] did tell me a couple instances about ...another
time we did go to court because stepmom had been hitting her with a fly swatter
and pinching her. And so, we went back to court we were in front of
commissioner . And commissioner ___ told me that | was jealous
because he had remarried and those were the words that he used. | mean that she

used, that | was jealous that he had remarried and | needed to get on with my life
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and stop making these allegations against dad and the step mom. | just felt
completely like somebody had slapped me and left me standing there. | was just
wowed. | don’t understand. Cause, she just basically said that | want you to
remove all the fly swatters in the house and nobody is to be pinching the child
anymore. And so, my child ultimately was protected, | mean no custody or
visitation changed, it continued the way it was. He was reprimanded for pinching
or hitting her with a fly swatter, but, at the same time | was being toldpatst

get on with your life, get over it kind of thing.

Another participarntlt was like, they didn't listen to, they didn’t care that he had
done anything before. They kind of like pooh-poohed it. Like, what he said was
more important than the evidence that | had. That's what | found that was so
horrible was that it didn’t matter who | was dealing with, was that theg\ael

what he said rather than anything that | could have brought them. You know, |
had police reports, | had the police report where he had been to jail you know, it
was like; it was like none of that mattered anymore, because that wadt’past.
almost like, it’s like, every time that he did something it was like, it vkas it

was a fresh start. We’re gonna start from just what he did just right now.

A different participantl’ve done so much to try to empower myself and not be
involved with anything that has to deal with...with domestic violence...and all

the work that I've done to keep my son safe and myself safe and to, to know how
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it was that | got involved with such a person. But even though | keep saying I'm
not a victim, the family courts keep us together making me his victim, still. And,
the family courts continue to to victim me, so to speak. I'm you know, we can’t
co-parent, we can’'t do all these things together because of the, the abuse,we have
that he, he abused both of us. And, the abuse that he gave us was mental, verbal,
um, emotional, and he physically abused, sexually abused both of us. And, they
want us to get along great, just have a good time, you can get together at parties
and everything. And they still, they can send him to class for anger resolution and
all that, but when he doesn'’t think he’s done anything wrong, and it was all my
fault and everything else, even the psychological evaluations, all saysimere i
remorse, he doesn’t feel that there was anything wrong. But somehow the courts
just keep looking at me like I'm just the person who’s noncompliant.
Fear of calling attention to one’s self.Participants expressed a fear of negative
consequences if they were to call attention to themselves. They appeareeviothely
had to be very careful about appearances so that the judge or other family court
professionals would not judge them on behaviors or words taken out of context.
Participant | didn’t present the email because | didn’t want to call attention to
myself and | knew that both those judges knew this woman very well and then
would say, oh, that is the litigant that caused all these problems. You know what
| mean?
Experience of courts as a cold systenParticipants reported that their

experience of family court is like interacting with a system thabld and impersonal.
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The general feeling of most of the participants was that interacting withytstem” was

like dealing with an impersonal thing that did not foster some modicum of personal

dignity for the court and the participant.
Participant So the family law facilitator who helped me was an attorney, she was
a bar member and she was very, very nice and very helpful. But, it was difficult
to see her because in [deleted] County it is very different from here [tefers
different county]. If you need to see the family law facilitator, you havme up
outside the courthouse before 8 o’clock in the morning, and they only see the first
five people in line. | am not kidding you. They only see the first five people in
line. So, | would get up in the dark, you know, and put on a coat and hat and
gloves so that | could be one of the first people...and it took me about three or

four tries before | got to this gal.

A different participantl wrote that | see the family court system as a big silo in
which the petitioner, me, is a cow and each time | go to court, and I've seen it
before too, that um...I feel like 'm being milked, in a sense, that, um, | go to

court, and um, you know they, they...we sit there for a couple minutes. They do
their so-called rhetoric and they nod their heads, uh huh, uh huh. And then, we
get sent out and we go back...the back door to so called...barn doors so to speak.
And, we go to graze. Which | interpret that as getting fat again, moreyraode

then to come back again. And so, | just see this as a big circle. You know, come

to the silo, and we’ll pretend that we’re doing you justice, and uh, oh no you have
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to come oh we can continue with this. | mean the legalities of the things

that, oh no, we can't talk about that now. That's another issue. Come back and

we’ll talk about that. Oh! You have to have a motion for that. And, you know the
courts...they only see...they have these certain papers, and this is kind of what |
was talking about. They only look at what is on...at what is on the dock and that
is only what is put forth in front of them of what they want to see. And, you
know they don’t even have a clue you know what. They only see a very minute
prospective of who we are and what we've been through.

Perception that family law differed greatly from criminal or civil law. One
participant offered an astute observation of how differently the codes and &aws ar
interpreted and administered in the family law milieu as opposed to a crirourél ¢

Participant When | was, when | was the uh, worked for the police department

and when | did these _ reports for [deleted] county for this probation

department, you know the penal code is pretty cut and dry, the health and safety
code, and the vehicle code, you know those things all make sense to me. And, |
dealt with those most of my professional life and it is, you knowthe _ code
and you pretty much figure out what you can and can’'t do on the road. Family
law is such a departure. And | later learned even to this day | learn through the

that the family code is, I think | mentioned to you, its just because

there such broad discretion there the family code...its just a suggestion, but its

frustrating.
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Perception that the courts want to keep you in the systenMany of the

participants expressed the feeling that the courts keep them in the $ystaancial

reasons. Most participants expressed a degree of frustration with the amtomet of

money, and inconvenience the court-ordered interventions cost them.
Participant | feel like I'm in quick sand...the more that | try to get out, they, the
more that they want you in there. They want you to be engrossed. They don’t
want you to be healthy. They want you to stay there ‘cause they know. THEY
know! Me, a mother, who’s been through domestic violence, and has been
fighting for her children for years and years. They know that she will do
anything. And, they know that that is somebody that's gonna stay in the system
and she will find whatever she has, every last penny to keep it going. Not because
she’s keeping it going because she’s keeping it going, the courts make it kee
going. Because, again, you've got to pay your attorneys, got [to] file papers, it
goes round and round and round. You know, I've spent $80,000. And you know,
even to, the problem with that is that, even though you're divorced, it still isn’t
finished. It's the custody. Then after you get the divorce, then you have the next
level. You have the property settlement, then, you have the next level of custody.
And that’s the one where they love...they love that because children stay...a
certain...cause they know that from whatever age you separate to the point the
child is 18, they can have a hand on those kids, and once you are in the system,

they will not let you go.
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Loss of money (expensive)Several of the participants mentioned the issue of
spending large sums of money on litigation and/or related costs such as thetdpy, chi
custody evaluations, and so on. Additionally, finances were used as a way to “punish”
others as well.

Participant And then my ex husband had done a lot of things to me, the financial

thing, the uh...actually caused me to lose my business, the one that I did the

industrial machine tools and the house that | lived in. He would say under his
breath, “uh you better get your wallet out.” Uh, you know, meaning that he was
going to make this expensive, and uh, | didn’t know what he meant at the time

because | was self-represented.

A different participant“Um, so then, eventually J___ had it set up so to where
there was garnishment sent to his parents, because he was working for his parents
at the time. And um, so they were sending child support, and that was a big
hardship, and he didn’t want that. So, he quit working for his parents and he
started his own business. Well, when you are self employed they don’t garnish
your wages, and so it was up to him to make the payments. He wasn’t making the
payments. Eventually, a contempt case was filed against him, and so he got on
welfare. He has another child, an older teenage daughter, and so he was able to
get on welfare.

| spent over a quarter of a million dollars of my settlement case.
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Perception that the court does not protect.Some participants reported family
court personnel as making them more vulnerable to the abuser. The idea ofgoréoecti
self and children is a strong theme throughout the data. Indeed, the majoritseof the
participants reported experiencing the family court as exacerlibgrgpangerousness of
interacting with the abuser vis-a-vis the parenting plan.

Participant: Uh, someone had told me about the “Safe at Home” program, which

is run by the secretary of state and — well uh it's a program for qualifiechsict

of domestic violence. There are different levels of service. What one of the

things that they do is they give you an ID card, it's a state ID card wiithiteotis

physical address, and your mailing address is with them. And then, theyire-m
to your home, uh your mail. And then there are other things, depending on the
severity ... the district attorney’s office does intakes for that, and if youfygual
then uh, then you have whatever it is that you have with them. And | wanted to
make a fresh start here.

Now | am in the court room and explained to the judge that | was in the “Safe at

Home” program and the judge said to me, first of all | never heard such a thing,

(even the poster is in room 201. And, if you just look to the right its right there).

The judge said she never heard of this thing and if you want to see your child you

will be giving him your address, end of story, you pick. And, the judge said, “I

am going to give you”... | forget how many days, 10 or 15 days... “and then we

will be back here and you decide what you are going to do.”
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But anyway, the “Safe at Home” program told me to bring an advocate with me
from the DA’s office, and so | did. And, when we approached the bench and
went to sit down, the judge looked at the advocate and they must know each other
because you all see each other in the hall ways, and looked at her like a
cockroach, “What are you doing here?” And, the advocate explained what her
reason for being there was and the judge looked at me and said, “I'm not buying
your victim nonsense...” and ridiculed and humiliated the gal from the DA’s
office. It ... wasn’t the one that helped me originally, but it's some cute little
blond girl who was almost in tears when she walked out of there. She said she
couldn’t believe it. And she will discuss this off the record; she won’t discuss it
on the record.

Anyway, so | gave my current address so | could continue to see my child.

A different participantl don’t want to be a victim but, somehow the court

continues to keep us together to some degree, and continues to have us co-parent
for the sake of our son. So, | have to tolerate his phone calls with fuck-yous at the
end of our phone conversations, or you know, um...and if he gets mad he ends the
call with such words, and what | mean by such words, by calling me trash, piece

of garbage, you’'ll never amount to anything. Um, and | mean, and | still have to
take these phone calls because we are supposed to, that's coparenting.| So, | stil
have endured these, these statements all the time. But that's because the court

wants us to co-parent, talk on the phone.
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Feeling victimized by the court and the abuserOverall, most participants

reported a feeling of being victimized by the court processes and the atnpetr

domestic violence. Most of the participants reported feeling as if theyalvased by the

very governmental court system that was supposed to be protecting them.
Participant: One judge, it floored me, one judge when was, the person was shown
our copy of the affidavit for the search warrant for the computer, [garbled] and the
judge, um, children sexually explicit poses, uh, that judge to me it was at a case
management conference, it wasn't at a hearing, and so neither myself, orsdad wa
there. But, | believe, according to the cannons of ethics, that this person has the
ability to make a change right then and there. Instead, that judge saidt‘l don’
want to be part of this case anymore and passed it on to another judge.” Um, that
broke my heart, but that was also the same judge that removed her from me and

uh, gave dad full custody of the child and put me on supervised visitation.

A different participantThe first 3 years was believing in the judicial system at
first for about 3 years. Severe abuse occurred during this time to the point of |
lost all hope in getting a fair venue to the judicial point. The next 3 years, the
abuse was perpetrated via the legal system failing and prohibiting, or protecting
my children, allowing my abusive partner, ex and his family, to use the judicial
system that continued abuse with extensive legal means. Then the following 3
years, the next 3 years, | spent a lot of time self-analyzing. Bezohusy

financial background, | actually went to the court and pulled several files and did
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some excel spreadsheets and kind of drew my own conclusions what was really
going on. Cause | had, you go from believing to not believing and you want to
know why. So, | was in the why phase. | wanted to try to figure oug this

really as bad as | think it is?’ So, by pulling the documentation and doing my
own analytical research, | came up with my own answers. And then that's when |
started to get into that action phase or the anger phase.

So I'm being financially devastated as well, stressed to the max. Oouittle f
psychological, | was put in with a counselor that | was ordered by the cauift tha

| didn’t see him my kids would be taken away. All through the court system there
was always that threat. If you didn’t pursue or do what they exactly tethgre

was the threat of losing your children. And of course, what does a mother do?
You know it's like the carrot at the end of the stick. So, on the fourth
psychological, the psychologist got very abusive in the office. He took a
notebook out of my son’s handghecause we’re all traumatized we learn to

write things down...so...when we go to where we need to talk about it, we
could)...like this [motions how the psychologist ripped journal out of child’s
hands]...and he took the tablet, ripped it in half, threw it in his face, stood up and
kicked my briefcase across the room.

Interviewer The psychologist did that?

Participant Responds Backres. And I got up, and got my briefcase, and
grabbed my two children and started walking out. And the whole time he’s

screaming at my back, “if you don’t stay here | will write a bad report and y
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will lose your children.” Come to find out, | did some research on this
psychologist. At the time, he was under probation and wasn’t supposed to be
seeing anybody, for abusing a private client. But yet, this is the psychalegis
judge insisted | go see. So, when | went back in the courts and | got reprimanded
for walking out of the office...and | told the judge right to his face, I finally

realized what was going on. | said, “You sent me to a psychologist that needed a

psychologist.” And he [the judge] just sat up there and laughed his tail off.

A different participantUm my son comes, when he’s at the house, he locks the
doors and the windows and he always feels like, he himself always feels because
he [father] said, you know, one day you're [the mother] gonna be swimming in a
guarry and no matter all these things...we keep bringing to the court. I'm always
gonna be part... I'm always gonna be his victim. But, mostly because of the
family court is making me be his victim. They still want me to be his victim,
through orders, coparenting, and there’s no way you can actually tell parents,
somebody that things...you know, that all these things are ok...to beat somebody,
to abuse somebody, to sexually molest, take my child...and the courts calls it...
What | don'’t get is that the court says it's not what, well we don’t condone his
behavior what he’s doing with your child, but we don’t see it as sexual abuse
because it was just lack of knowledge of permissible types of touching. That's
what the judge said! And | have the transcript where he says that, but now when |

brought that out, | opened to the court because the judge’s wife was opening up a
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child abuse center. It's [the transcript] no longer in the court’s file. Ittakaesn
away. But, | have three copies of the original transcripts that | havelsprea
out...not at my house. And, the judge feels that... “No, he never said that.” But
lack of knowledge of permissible types of touching, said to me, that means we
should excuse him for what he did to him...and that everybody that sits in jail
right now that did the same thing to other...to children, it was just lack of
knowledge...they should be out. And they don’t see it as sexual abuse.
...Oh he was playing with them [son’s testicles], and he said he kept doing it, and
he [the judge] said, “Why did you do it?” and he [father] said, “Because | knew he
liked it.” And I like, “How do you know your son liked it?” And he goes,
“Because he got a woody. And he got this erection and you could see his little
erection coming to life.” He would go in to detail and to me somebody that could
talk about something like that and it's not sexual abuse it’s just you know, as...
his dad actually talked about stuff like that he did with another child. Um, the
psych eval said that his... there was a scale, or some kind of a testing that
they gave us and it showed that he [father] is capable of committing sexual

crimes.

A different participantYou know, suddenly there’s intimidation involved... and
the way things would just change rapidly, you know, overnight. Oh, you’re great,
you’re the most awesome mother. You know, subpoena me into court. This is

my first monitor, “subpoena me in to court, you know, I'll go in and testify that
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you should be seeing your children every day.” One week later, screarttiieg at
top of his lungs in the San Diego Quail Gardens “you’re kidnapping your
children. I'm calling the police. I'm calling the children’s father.” &ming! |
had people coming up to me asking me if they wanted me to call the police on the
monitor.
Research Question 2
“What were your reactions to the violent incidents?”
For Research Question 2, the participants consistently provided their expsrie
in two distinct categories, (a) feeling reactions, and (b) thought reacfltnesfeeling
reactions were organized into present moment experiences. The thougbhseaete
organized into a linear decisional process.
Feeling Reactions
Fearfulness. Participant The next time was during, within you know,
quite a few periods, almost like a clump, in succession while | was pregnant. We
had just moved to America so this friend, these best friends, our best man at the
wedding, had come to stay with us with a girlfriend whom we’d never met. They,
she had a lot of issues in regard to alcohol and they wanted to party a lot. So they
got really drunk. Of course | was 6 months pregnant and wasn't really into that
we were living in a little tiny place that’s probably the size of this offiSe it
was, they were being really loud. | was tired. | told them, “could you be quiet?”
And he actually attacked me in front of them. [ think he was pretty embatrasse

about it. Then he literally made them pack their bags. He drove them to the
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airport, dropped them off at the airport, came back and told me it was my fault
that I'd ruined their vacation and that he had to take them to be dropped off at the
airport. Of course, which | really felt that it was my fault. | meand,Wwavas

horrified that he’d done that and of course, you know, he told me he had to do it
because of me. Obviously, it was all my fault. That friend didn’t actuallydalk t

us for 2 years and my...he made me write them a letter apologizing.

Felt frozen. Participant | felt trapped. My reactions were frozen. A lot
of the times | would just end upbecause he really didn’t really know what to do
because things were so off the wall he just would [participants stops talking
Well, I'll never forget the time | was in my garage folding laundry awhshing
machine and dryer. And | was locked in the garage. And | knew | was frozen.
But | continued to just fold laundry.

Interviewer Asks:He locked you in the garage?
Participant responds backYeah. So | knew at that time...l knew | was just
frozen when | didn’t react to try to escape. 1 just continued to fold the laundry

like nothing happened.

A different participant And [he] just continued to interrogate me, following me
everywhere, screaming at me... Then | walked into the living room, and | was
probably as close...as | am to you, just standing there listening to the tiaade,

| know about him. When he gets drunk, he just rambles. He’s an evil drunk and

so | tried not to engage, but, so | honestly did not see it coming. Never thought
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that he would actually attack me. And, he said out of the blue, again, | don’t
know if it's necessarily out of the blue because, | mean, he had actually did it. |
mean obviously, he’s drunk, screaming, you know volatile. He said I'm so tired
of your shit and hit me in the mouth. Struck me in the mouth. And I felt the
blood trickle down my face and in disbelief that I'm bleeding. | can’t believe
bleeding. And so, | turned around to leave to get away. He grabbed me by, we
were, the way our house is, is out on the living room kind of like the hallway. So,
it's off the kitchen and then our son’s room would be butting up against the little
entryway for, so it's the entryway that would separate the living room and then
the boy’s bedroom and the kitchen is off to the right of that. So, | turned around
to like, go around that to get away from him, and he grabbed me by the neck and
started choking me. I'm almost 5’4" at the time | was 120 Ibs. He is 6’1" and
that time, probably 230 poundsso. obviously [he] over powered me...grabbed,
started choking me. You know, enraged, drunk. | could feel, | could feel him
really choking me and | remembered things going through my head. Am | gonna
die? And I'm gasping for breath. And I'm like, I'm calling out, and I'm calling
for my son’s name. I'm like, Help! AndsoJ___ comes around the corner. He’s
6 years old, and he, the baby at that time was only 3. And that's a whole other
story.

Felt ashamed. Participant | was ashamed that I, that | stayed with him

and it got to this situation...
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A different participant...Because of my background working for a police
department in a major city as a civilian employee, | felt that Ilvedier than
that...being a victim of domestic violence. | was in denial at first and then
ashamed for letting it happen to me because it happened more than once.

Felt powerless. Participant: | remember the first one as though it was this
morning, but it was back in October 4, 1994. We were invited to a party by a
friend of mine who was an attorney. When | was getting dressed | recall my
husband who, my husband was somewhat edgy about what | was wearing. He
said to change my clothes. |didn’t. he took his hand... grabbed my neck and put
me up against the bathroom wall. He was choking me. 1 felt my life slipping
away by his grip. He said, “Never ignore me and do as | say.” He took nsy dres
and cut it up in pieces and made me wear a turtleneck. This was the beginning of
the hell | was about to endure. From cut up dresses, checking on my phones,
throwing the used condoms in my face. Forcing me to have sex with him when |
didn’t want to. Um asking me to buy make up to cover up the bruises. Cleaning
food off the walls, threats of throwing me into the quarry and making sure my
body would not surface or else putting me through the auger at work where he
used to work as a brewer operator where they would burn just wood and stuff like
that through the auger and it mulches it up and he would always threaten me
about putting me through the auger. By this | mean, my feelings were that eve
time that an incident happened it got to the point that | never knew if | was going

to be if | was going to be alive.
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| was so numb at times that | just, | don’t remember, | can’t even think about the
feelings, when you say the feelings of how | felt, | mean, | was so nusraaft
while, like I said | didn’t feel it anymore. And that’s why | think somesme
staying with him probably at the time, knowing now that, because with the family
courts | have to relive it all the time. And with him | was always numb. 1 didn't,

feel anything, | didn’t.

A different participantHe would break things and | remember one time in
particular we were at Target and he went to open his truck door and the door shut
and smashed his finger and he got so mad he took about 20 steps backward and
ran toward his truck as fast as he could and bashed in the side door with his foot.
| was like, Oh my gosh! One time he dropped a call on his cell phone and he
threw his cell phone so hard it busted out the dump truck window. Those are the
kind of things, so it wasn't physical abuse towards me but it was lack of impulse
control, those kinds of things. He did at one point in time... my dog got in a fight
with his dog, we have animals, separate animals prior to the relationship, and he
got my dog and put her in a headlock and punched her about 5 times as hard as he
could in the head. All the time my kids are seeing this. You know to the point
where my dog pooped all over herself and it was just horrible. And you know,

I’'m thinking in my head, you know he’s got some issues (laughs) and uh but uh,

um the relationship continued.
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A different participant ...So he raped me. | had, before | had my two children, |
had miscarried twins. And I, when the first one happened and the doctor said no,
one is still alive, so he put me on bed rest. Well that one passed on basically 3
months in. And | had to go in for a D&C. So | went in for the D&C and | got
home and | was on some pretty tough drugs but | was awake and my then husband
said that | looked sexy... | had a D&C...that | looked sexy and he proceeded to
rape me and | was crying. | was going like this [making hand geksargag, “I

just had a D&C!” And he went on and did his thing. And | remember getting up
and going to the toilet and wiping all this massive amount of blood and going
back to bed.and he went out and fell asleep on the couch. So, that was the
actual rape, and of course, | was asked why didn’t | report him. Well | was a
newlywed...and you know, | came from a good family. I’'m thinking I'm going to
do what it takes, try and make this work. And it takes a long time to realize you
married someone that is really a socio, | mean crazy. He’s, you know, he’s not
sane. And because they’re so good at telling you you’re the one, you're insane,

you're, it didn’t happen.

A different participantSo the girls would come home with red marks,
fingerprints, bruises. | thought | was doing the right thing and reporting it to the
court appointed psychologist. The court appointed psychologist didn’t do
anything. She just kept saying she would work with father to get him to,

everybody said not lay hands on the girls. And um, asked for anger management



129

therapy for him and his attorney argued it and he never received that. And | think
what happened, this was 6 years ago, and | think looking back now what
happened is that this empowered more and more to become more aggressive with
the girls and to get by with more because he was able to.

And um, they would come home with stories of the younger one, | don’t think we
had text back then, calling or emailing me that my younger daughter was put in a
bathroom Friday afternoon after school and not let out til Monday morning. She
was made to eat dinner in the bathroom. 1 told the custody evaluator that my
daughter, obviously I'm saying this as a third party, that my other daugaser w
telling me this and she was, and the younger one was telling me this. We went to
court and he said | was exaggerating.

Incidences happened at school where he [father] hit my younger daughter [name
deleted] at school and dragged her across campus. The school became involved.
Several times the school called CPS. Each time it was blamed on me until um, let
me make sure. In March 2007 the um, his attorney and the custody evaluator, and
the court appointed psychologist um got together without my knowledge and put
together an ex parte to move the girls from my custody, | think 60 me and 40 to
him at that time. This post judgment... and send them up to Oregon to an aunt’s
house they had never been to, his sister’'s. And, we had a brand new judge on the
bench. The girls were not even given 24 hours and they had to leave school and

go off to that aunt’s house on a farm and stay for 2 weeks. And sadly, at that
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point | was not allowed any communication at all with the girls. No notes, no
phone calls, no emails, anything...nothing...vice a versa.
...and then they came back and they were put in...all had decided that dad was
too angry. These same psychologists...that dad was too angry to take the girls
immediately. But, they felt they needed to remove [the children] from me so
these reports didn’t keep happening at the violence. Mind you, these reports had
police photographs; they had two very high functioning incredible young ladies,
articulate young ladies at that point stating what had happened. And thes storie
collaborate and there was no... later an evaluator that looked at the material...
there was never an exaggeration above and beyond. It was this is what happened,
that’s it. And so, we were separated and it took us three years to come back to a
50/50 custody. And it was horrible.

Denial. Participant ...during the time | was married to my ex husband |
was denial most of the time that | was being abused. | did not see myself as a
victim of domestic violence although there were, he was very violent and there
were many occasions where he...I thought | was going to die. But, | have
dissociative disorder so | would kind of “leave” the room when he was bettering
me. And, the other part of it is that my sister was also a victim of domestic
violence. And | saw her as a victim of domestic violence. Her husband was
really classic “textbook” everything...that you would...the worst casesste
that you could hear. | mean he would time her going to the grocery store and look

at the receipts. | mean he was just so ridiculous and over the top, that of course, |
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thought of her as battered. But, my own situation | didn’t see was an abusive
situation because he only got violent sporadically.
Thought Reactions
Questioning self. Participant I'm scared and that moment...also in the
balcony, it was...you know are these seconds when you think, “What if he is just
playing, he wants to push me over the balcony, you know you don’t know what to

believe.”

A different participantHe, for years, he really made me look like | was crazy.

Like it was all in my head. For example, | remember one time | put my keys on
the kitchen counter. | know | did ‘cause | always...I'm very creature of habit.

do the same thing over and over again. And | put my keys, on the counter like |
always do, and | remember | went back about an hour later to go somewhere and |
went, “Where’s my keys?” He said, “I don’t know where did you put them at?” |
said, “l always put them when | come in the house...I put them on this counter.
Where are they at?” And | looked and I could not find them. They were like
totally somewhere else. He said, “See | told you, you're crazy, yok frea
out...and whatever.” He would do things like that or he would tell me something,
and like you said this. “No, | didn't, it's in your head.” “ See how you get things
mixed up?” I'm like, “what?” And | was desperate so... And | would always

doubt myself to the point | knew | needed counseling.
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A different participantHe became abusive when | was pregnant and so, this may
sound weird...having a religious background... | thought that God was punishing
me for leaving my son’s dad and | felt like this was something | had to endure and
had to put up [with] because | walked away from that relationship...and | had
always been taught despite my mom and dad’s divorce, that you married for better
or worse and you didn’t divorce...that that wasn't right in God'’s eyes. So, |
thought | was in a sense being punished and that | had to endure this abuse.
Fight back. Participant With my daughter’s dad, he was physically
abusive towards me to the point where he would hold guns to my head. We
fought all the time, and when | say we, | had to hit back in order to defend myself.
For the longest time | wouldn’t and it just got to the point where | knew | had to

or it wasn’'t going to change.

A different participantThen my son, at the time my son was just a toddler and he
had to not only witness the abuse but he was also part of the abuse which lead me
to make the decision if I didn’t get out, he was either going to kill me or the
kids...There was one incident | did see and | was put in a very bad situation to
where | actually put a gun to his head. And, | told him that... “If you hit him [the
child] one more time | have to kill you. I'm sorry but you can’t hurt him.” So

again, | thought | had brought this upon myself and we didn’t discuss this, this
wasn’t something...because to everybody else in society he was a very well

respected person. He was a good guy. Everybody thought, oh, he was, oh, you
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know, when you thought of a good upstanding citizen, you thought of him. So,
this was something that just happened behind closed doors.

Need to protect children. Participant He would break things and |
remember one time in particular we were at Target and he went to open his truck
door and the door shut and smashed his finger and he got so mad he took about 20
steps backward and ran toward his truck as fast as he could and bashed in the side
door with his foot. | was like, ‘Oh my gosh!” One time he dropped a call on his
cell phone and he threw his cell phone so hard it busted out the dump truck
window. Those are the kind of things...so it wasn’t physical abuse towards me,
but it was lack of impulse control, those kinds of things. He did at one point in
time...my dog got in a fight with his dog...we have animals, separate animals
prior to the relationship, and he got my dog and put her in a headlock and
punched her about 5 times as hard as he could in the head. All the time my kids
are seeing this. You know to the point where my dog pooped all over herself and
it was just horrible. And you know, I'm thinking in my head, you know he’s got

some issues (laughs)...but uh, um the relationship continued.

A different participant So the girls would come home with red marks,
fingerprints, bruises. | thought | was doing the right thing and reporting it to the
court appointed psychologist. The court appointed psychologist didn’t do
anything. She just kept saying she would work with father to get him

to...everybody said not lay hands on the girls. And um, asked for anger
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management therapy for him and his attorney argued it and he never recedived tha
And | think what happened, this was 6 years ago, and I think looking back now
what happened is that this empowered...more and more...to become more
aggressive with the girls and to get by with more because he was able to. And
um, they would come home with stories of the younger one, | don’t think we had
text back then, calling or emailing me that my younger daughter was put in a
bathroom Friday afternoon after school and not let out til Monday morning. She
was made to eat dinner in the bathroom. 1 told the custody evaluator that my
daughter, obviously I'm saying this as a third party, that my other daugaser w
telling me this...and she was...and the younger one was telling me this. We went
to court and he said | was exaggerating. Incidents happened at school where he
hit my younger daughter [name deleted] at school and dragged her across campus.
The school became involved. Several times the school called CPS. Each time it
was blamed on me...

Made the decision to leave. Participant There’s one incident in
particular where my daughter, she was only 3...1 didn’t realize, we vaeight
up in a fight and | didn'’t realize that we were both bleeding and didn’t know
where the blood was coming from, didn’t know what had happened. | know that
we had been wrestling with the gun and | had ran to the phone to call 911 and he
tackled me and so | got up to run to the other phone in the living room and then |
heard this little voice saying, “Mommy.” And...I just snapped out of it. And, |

looked down and she is pointing at the ground and she said, “blood.” And | was



135
like, “STOP STOP!” And he just kept on and | said, “stop, stop, one of us is

bleeding, one of us is hurt.” And | looked down and | realized there is this blood
just dripping out of my hand where | had been holding the gun from the barrel and
apparently when he pulled it away from me...he had cut my...

Interviewer Ripped your skin?

Participant responds back..Yeah. And, | was bleeding and he was bleeding
because | had hit him in the face and it was just a mess. Anyway, | realized at
that point, because my daughter started having nightmares after that that | had to

do something because they were being affected by it.

A different participantSo we moved back here and what...the last, the last major
incident was that we got into a fight and he grabbed my hair again and threw me
again up against the wall and called me a fucking bitch. And uh, I, I, looked over
my sh...I looked over my shoulder and | see my 7 year old daughter just standing
there, just looking horrified. You know, she had such...she’s horrified. And uh, |
looked at her and | thought to myself, oh my god, she’s going to think that
somebody...that it's ok for somebody to do this to her. And | never equated that
it was perfectly unacceptable that he would ever treat me like that. TWeenit
ok...to treat me like that. In my head, it was perfectly reasonable that he would
be like that with me. But, | never wanted her to think that and that was basically
what prompted me to...to say I've had enough. It was because | was here, | had

seen my sister kind of get on her feet that | thought, even though | never told her
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what was going on, | thought maybe if she can do it, then | can do it. She had
four kids. She left her abuser when they were 6, 5, 3, and 2, and | thought if she
can do that, then | can. So that’s pretty much...that was it the last.

Some cultures accept violence. Although only two participants voiced the
complexity of cultural or ethnic mores and how they are viewed within theumil
of family court processes, it is being included here because this issue igiptreval
in the author’s clinical experience in the family court processes.

Participant ...because of my culture...the way we are Hispanic, you know, and
the guys always abuse the girls. That'’s just in our culture... that is how it is. And
when they find out that you’re Hispanic, that just means you have to accept it and

move on...

A different participantAnd the judge being so biased, | am consider...it... what
have | done to you? hecause | am a woman? Is it because the way you've been
taught not to believe in the claims of domestic violence? Or is it because you
yourself went through a divorce 2 years ago? What if it is something tlzatdeec
the father of my son is coming from an Islamic religion and the judge claimed
_____isitthat the Shariah law coming into our court system through the back
door?

Research Question 3
“What processes about family court exacerbated the violence?”
For Research Question three, these extreme case participants thttiedtmily
court processes uniformly provided a milieu in which the abuser could continue to exert

some form of abuse or coercive control upon the victim.
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Family Court Increased the Anger
Participant OK, | said most, if not all the processes exacerbate the friction. My
ex-husband enjoys litigating, insulting me in court, making derogatory comments
that don’t necessarily rise to the level where he would be reprimanded, but just
getting in...little jabs in, and he gloats when he perceived that he won. He was
very frustrated after our last mediation session because the mediator picked up on
his hostility and told him this wasn’'t a war. And her report, | don’t remember the
mediator’'s name, she really got him for the first time. | think | had a toedia
that understood what | go through and it reflected in her report and | was, on the
one hand, | was relieved that she was able to see some of the things that | have no
other way of letting the court know. And | wanted to say, but I didn’t, you know
this is how you see him acting here when he is supposed to be on his best
behavior...you can imagine what I'm on the receiving end of. And so | was
gratified that the mediator was the one who told the court, but at the same time, |
was nervous because now he perceived that he lost something. So now that we're

done with this, what is he going to have cooked up for me?

A different participant | want it to be clear that [name of county removed] court
system —juvenile court system raped my family. Raped is a very powerful word,

but that is what happened to my family.
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The Abuser Was Perceived to be Using Litigation to Devastate Her Emotiongland
Financially
Participant Well it was my ex in-laws, the grandparents getting drawn into the
case and using the services of [name deleted], the public defender, which is their
son in law’s brother, to exacerbate over 80 court appearances or plus...would
have to go back through the 9 volumes. That's what exacerbated...was that they

were controlling and wanting to financially and mentally devastate me.

A different participant The court system has completely failed me. And, like |
was just saying, I'm 55 years old now and all I want right now...is the court
system has taken so much away from me in regards to the quality of life with my
children. I've missed so much. I've missed a lot of field trips, I've missed
vacations, I've missed parties. I've missed school events. Because #m syst

you know, you can only see them this time. And, the minor’s counsel supported a
domestic violence person whose vengeance is so great of me...[he] would rather
see me dead than have a quality of life with our children. And so, | have nothing
left. They've taken everything. I've filed bankruptcy. I've spent $80,000 and

I’'m worse off than | was then. And that’'s where...kind of the beginning of what
we were talking about. They know that women like myself, who have been in the
system, they are like a bear cub. You...that's my children and | will coere aft
you. | am going to protect them. Bu,t the system has totally beaten me up. And,

like | said, its quick sand. The more | try tat.this point it’s like, if the kids
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want to see me, they’re gonna see me at this point. If they don’t, then | can’t do
anything about it anymore because, you know, it hasn’t gotten me anywhere and
it's just gotten me heartache. It's gotten me bankrupt. | have no...l have nothing
left and it's actually hurt my relationship with my children. Now my children and
| are back in counseling. And my focus with our therapist...the first thing | told
her is that | want to rebuild my relationship with my child, with my older child.
Perpetrators Were Perceived as Having No Consequences for Their Mat#dent
Behavior
Participant Ok basically | feel that the way that it exacerbated the violease w
due to the non response of anything, and the way they pooh-poohed everything,
which really kind of empowered him to really feel like...again he could do
anything and there were never any consequences and there were never lgeing t

any consequences.

A different participant Court orders weren't enforced, even if something is on a
piece of paper in my situation, they weren’t enforced. And, if somebody didn’t
obey the court order, they were just told, “Don’t do that again.” There was no
sort of back up of reinforcing what was ordered. So, it was a constant going back
to court, or just...oh well, you go show up to pick up your child and you're

waiting an hour, you're waiting two hours.... There’s no show. And you just

wait. (silence).



140

General Situated Structure

The Beginning of Awareness

The beginning of each participant’s journey to family court began with
experiencing intimate partner violence. The participants’ responses tooliscea
generally occurred within the context of two primary states, (a) feamgions, and (b)
thought reactions. Participants consistently reported experiencingyfetdies in
themes such as, feeling frozen (fear), feeling powerless, or initialljyrdgethe violence.
One participant reported that she simply continued to fold the laundry when the abuser
locked her in the garage, as if nothing was happening. One participant described being
frozen with fear for an entire night, afraid to even use the bathroom in order to avoid
being beaten or killed by her intimate partner who was sleeping in the bed hext t
Some of the participants chose to remain in the abusive relationship despitedheeviol
for various reasons. One participant reported being raped by the abuser justterday a
vaginal surgery following a miscarriage. She stated she came from aagaibdand she
was determined to make the relationship work despite the abuse. Other participants
chose to remain to ensure the children had both parents during their childhood years.

Eventually, the majority of the participants chose to leave the relationship when
they realized witnessing the violence was harming children. During a vigisote,
one participant actually considered how she might kill herself and her child to avoid a
more excruciatingly painful death from being stabbed by her intimategparShe
reported considering, in terrified seconds while being held at knifepoint, how she might

ensure the infant fell several stories to the pavement below so that the iotaahicie
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quickly and with minimal pain along with the mother. Several of the participants
reported experiencing disbelief at how the relationship became violent anddofibted
their own perception of the reality of being abused by the perpetrator. All of the
participants had children for whom they were primarily responsible. Theyeglsded
significant intrapsychic conflict between (a) wanting the children to hantact with the
perpetrator, while (b) ensuring the perpetrator would not harm the children.

Some of these participants indicated they had to fight back in order to protect
either the children or themselves from experiencing further harm from thetyador.

One participant indicated she had been involved in many physical altercatibribevit
perpetrator. She provided an incredibly powerful look into her world when she stated:

...I know that we had been wrestling with the gun and | had ran to the phone to

call 911 and he tackled me. And so, | got up to run to the other phone in the

living room. And then, | heard this little voice saying, “Mommy.” And...I just
snapped out of it. And, | looked down and she is pointing at the ground and she
said, “blood...”

From the participant’s point of view, she clearly stated she had to fight back or
she and her child would have experienced abuse. A different participant explained that
she would engage in fistfights with the perpetrator because if she did not, he would not
respect her enough to stop hitting her. She stated a family court profeasidniae
minor’s counsel told her to stop dressing like a gang member. The participaimiexpla

they mislabeled her as a “cholla,” and reported feeling as if theyyserpkected her to
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endure intimate partner violence because she was Hispanic and mistaelelg lagang
member.
Leaving the Intimate Partner Violence for a Different Kind of Victimization

Once the participants decided to end the violent intimate relationships, they chose
to use the family court to assist them with restraining the violent paramerdommitting
further abuse on them and the children, as well as to legally formulate andimaint
parenting plan. One participant reported the court granted her request for aatgmpor
restraining order, which prohibited contact between the perpetrator and the.nidther
restraining order also ordered no contact between the perpetrator and the chiltlren unt
the next hearing several days into the future. She reported using that timeptea re
from the violence and turmoil, as well as an opportunity to explain to the children what
was happening to the relationship.

The participants consistently reported feeling victimized by the faroilyt
system. For example, one participant reported using a particular progrartifos\of
domestic violence sponsored by the District Attorney’s office in which victiniB\of
could retain a confidential address to assist with keeping them safe from thiegperpe
One family court judge reportedly told the victim that [the judge] was “...noniguyer
victim nonsense...” and that the victim needed to give the abuser her home address to
facilitate the parenting plan.
Un-Reality and Abuse by Proxy

The participants experienced a sense of unreality due to experiencing both

physical and verbal abuse. The participants reported experiencing a sigtefmfant
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vulnerability that subsequently facilitated this sense of unreality. Aofahe
participants described this as a “surreal” feeling. One participantlikis feeling to
seeing the world though the distortions of mirrors similar to those found at caianiehals
amusement parks. Bench officers and other family court professioniad tthe
participants’ sense of unreality when they disbelieved the participanssonaf events
and then further verbally abused the participants during court. The participamaghat
told by one bench officer that they [the judge] was “...not buying their victim
nonsense...” experienced that interaction as harsh and abusive coming from a person (a
judge) with considerable position power. Further, one participant describedtiotesa
with a seasoned family court professional as cold and abusive. Below is tlt#pguat's
description of the interaction:

...And I'm crying and I'm hysterical. And she comes out of her office and she

sees me sitting on the chair and she says to me, she says to me, (yelling) “Si

down there.” 1try and explain to her what's wrong and she says to me (yelling
and stern) “Sit down and when you’ve stopped crying | will talk to you!”

From the lifeworld of the participants, these harsh and abusive interactions
seemed to further distort their sense of reality and they experienced basg re-
victimized.

Another participant described a different bench officer allowing the selkuaéa
of a child by labeling the molestation as inappropriate touching — not sexual alwase. T
father (perpetrator) reportedly admitted in court that he would grab tlksdisticles

because the boy liked it and the touching gave the child an erection. The mother stated
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she had copies of the transcripts that verified her story. A different particieported
that a bench officer found evidence during a case management conferenuoeréhab
child pornography on the perpetrator’'s computer. The participant stated the bench office
used legal processes to avoid handling that evidence during the case management
conference and gave the case to a different judge. The participants explemgnee
feelings in response to these problematic encounters with family coursgioofals such
as: (a) feeling horrified, (b) powerless, (c) astonished, (d) angry, andflEske The
participants were attempting to use the family court in the appropriateemiaoping for
protection and assistance. However, they reported they received the opposite. Rather
than provide them with protection from the abuser for themselves and their children, the
participants reported that the bench officers and other family court poofalksbecame
the abusers by proxy. As well, they experienced the court as being more coadeuied
the perpetrator having adequate time with the children than being concerned about the
safety and welfare of the victims (the other parent and children) of the jpéopetr
The System as Disbelieving and Insensitive

The participants uniformly reported many of the family court professiasat®t
believing their version of the relational dynamics between them and the parpetr
before, during, or after family court litigation. Rather, the participants teghtinese
family court professionals told the participants to forget about the past in order to move
forward. The participants experienced these directions to forget about the pasivend m

forward as insensitive and abusive.
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Forget the Abuse — Are You Serious?

Many of these participants experienced situations and injuries simdamilitary
combatant. For example, a perpetrator under the influence of alcohol held one participa
at knifepoint, threatening to kill her. She was holding her toddler and desperatay tryin
to react in a way that would help her and the child escape. A different perpetpatita
participant while she recovered from a D&C procedure. Still another perpetriatar he
different participant hostage in a hotel room, raped her, and she was unsure if she would
survive the night. These participants felt anger and dismay among othegdeslihe
family court professionals telling them to simply forget about the past and move on.

The Court is Now The Perpetrator's Weapon

These participants reported experiencing the perpetrator using theysben ss
a vehicle to further control and hurt them. One participant reported that her ex-husband
actually enjoyed litigating:

My ex-husband enjoys litigating, insulting me in court, making derogatory

comments that don’t necessarily rise to the level where he would be reprimanded,

but just getting in...little jabs in, and he gloats when he perceived that he won.

Another participant reported that her ex-husband used strategic legal mamgpuveri
to avoid paying child support to the point of purposely crashing his vehicle to begin a
long process of faking a disability injury. Yet, another participant reporteeixher
husband told her to “get her wallet out” because he would use litigation to destroy h

financially. Participants reported spending large sums of money on litigation. One
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participant spent over 80,000.00 dollars. A different participant spent over a quarter of a

million dollars. Several of the participants reported being labeled astadgeparents

because they reported the child abuse perpetrated by the other parent to clulidprote

agencies, as well as other professionals involved in the process (e.g., minor’s,counsel

child custody evaluator, and so on). They reported feeling hopeless and helpless when

judges, minor’s counsel, and other family court professionals told them to stop making

“fraudulent” or “excessive” child abuse reports. Each of those participdigsdakthey

had hard evidence that the children were being abused. One participant reported:

...And | think what happened, this was 6 years ago, and | think looking back now
what happened is that this [lack of consequences] empowered more and more to
become more aggressive with the girls and to get by with more becauss he w
able to. And um, they would come home with stories of the younger one, | don't
think we had text back then, calling or emailing me that my younger daughter was
put in a bathroom Friday afternoon after school and not let out til Monday
morning. She was made to eat dinner in the bathroom. | told the custody
evaluator that my daughter, obviously I'm saying this as a third party, that my
other daughter was telling me this and she was, and the younger one was telling
me this. We went to court and he said | was exaggerating. Incidences happened
at school where he [father] hit my younger daughter __ at school and dragged
her across campus. The school became involved. Several times the school called

CPS. Each time it was blamed on me...
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Several of the participants reported being ordered by the court to attend child
custody evaluations. One case was ordered to diteglich evaluations. Others
reported being ordered to attend anger management classes, and/or passsay cl
One participant recalled a court hearing where an evaluator recommend@edner
parent that should have primary custody of the children. She reported feelingrestoni
and angry when the judge allowed the father’s attorney to object to that evatuator a
being biased for the mother and for a different evaluator to perform a sepahaiti@va
Most of the participants reported experiencing continued verbal abuse by the
perpetrator at the child exchanges or via the court-ordered telephone contacts. One
participant reported that her ex-husband called her names and cursed at heéhdseing
telephone contacts prescribed by the coparenting classes. This parti@péatere
| don’t want to be a victim, but, somehow the court continues to keep us together
to some degree, and continues to have us co-parent for the sake of our son. So, |
have to tolerate his phone calls with fuck-yous at the end of our phone
conversations, or you know, um...and if he gets mad he ends the call with such
words, and what | mean by such words, by calling me trash, piece of garbage,
you’ll never amount to anything. Um, and | mean, and | still have to take these
phone calls because we are supposedhat's coparenting. So, | still have
endured these, these statements all the time. But that's because the courswants
to co-parent, talk on the phone.
These participants experienced a sense of profound hopelessness. They also

seemed to feel what appeared to be a type of frustrated resignation at baleyg t



148

court orders that exposed them to continued abuse. They reported giving themselves up
for further abuse in order to ensure they have time with their children. One patticipa
gave the following explanation for continuing to expose herself to the unrelentirey abus

Me, a mother, who’s been through domestic violence, and has been fighting for

her children for years and years. They know that she will do anything. Agd, the

know that that is somebody that's gonna stay in the system and she will find
whatever she has, every last penny to keep it going.

The participants consistently described the perpetrator as being somea@uakagkill
being abusive and somehow looking innocent to the court. One participant stated that an
overseas court seemed to listen to her and exhibited compassion for her plight because
the father had abducted the children and taken them overseas. However, that same
participant indicated she was shocked and astonished that professionals frontatie Uni
States legal system blamiedr for the father taking the children and not giving them
back. She reported being told it was her fault the father was not giving the rciidaiie
because she did not have a court order; yet, and allowed the children to vishehe fat
overseas.

Many of the participants were eventually awarded primary custody chtluzen
after the litigation. Tragically, some of the participants experiencestiaaiemotional
distance from one or more of the children because of the protracted litigation.o5ome
the participants reported intentions to engage in counseling with the childrenrimoorde

begin the process of repairing the relationship:
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The more | try to...at this point, it’s like, if the kids want to see me, they're gonna
see me at this point. If they don't, then | can’t do anything about it anymore
because, you know, it hasn’t gotten me anywhere and it’s just gotten me
heartache. It's gotten me bankrupt. | have no...I have nothing left and it's
actually hurt my relationship with my children. Now my children and | are back
in counseling. And my focus with our therapist...the first thing | told her is that |
want to rebuild my relationship with my child, with my older child.”
In the end, all of the participants indicated they felt that most, if not all, of the
family court processes exacerbated the violence.
Experiences in Chronological Order
Viewing the data in chronological order reveals these participanteifitsred
into awareness that they were experiencing IPV at the hands of the abuser.
experienced various feeling states such as, anger, denial, shock, and even questioned
themselves as to the reality of their experiences with the perpetratae jduicipants
then allowed themselves to acknowledge they were being abused in someheayeit
means of physical abuse (rape, assault, held hostage, and so on), verbal abdse (call
names, threats of harm/death, degraded), or the children were being haotestegh
physical abuse, emotional abuse). Allowing themselves to acknowledge the abuse
resulted in intense feelings of shame, embarrassment, fear, and anger mestethig
participants reported the one major event that acted as a catalyst faotieawve the
violent relationship was when they realized the children were being exposed to the

violence.
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Once the participants left the relationship they reported seeking assiftam

the family court system. Participants reported that the abuser used tlyectamt
system to further abuse them vis-a-vis such means as: (a) using child ex¢tbanges
verbally abuse and intimidate them, (b) using court hearings to insult them anmdgkspa
their character, (c) using well-intentioned court-ordered interventionsasuobparenting
to further verbally abuse them, and (d) using excessive litigation to fingraesiastate
them. The participants reported the experience of feeling abused by sotgectaurti
professionals through verbal reprimands from the bench officer, cold treatorant fr
family court personnel, and biased treatment from some mediators, certairsmi
counsel, and certain child custody evaluators. The participants experietueshge
episodes of the various feeling states with the family court processes that the
experienced at the hands of the perpetrator of the IPV. Once the number of court
hearings receded, many of the participants reported experiencing a profauafl los
dignity, loss of relationship with their children, and feelings of lonelinesgtieess, plus
emotional and financial devastation.
Moving Beyond Victimization

Yet, many of these participants became aware of an organization that sought t
recognize problems with the family court system and actively pursue clibagePPA.
Every participant reported feeling a tremendous responsibility to asgiagency,
organization, or research projects designed to improve the family court systdits. W
these participants reported being angry about the identified failings of thesgsi@m in

their individual cases, the majority of the participants’ holding this activisppetive
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did not appear to be motivated by a need for cold-hearted revenge against any one person,
court, or agency. Rather, the participants verbalized a burning desire to protect the
children that will be exposed to future family court litigation. These partitspa
appeared to find meaning and take solace in their efforts to address and correct the
problems with the perceived failings of the family court system in theis Gas®cases of
their colleagues.
Verification of Trustworthiness/Authenticity.

The situated structural descriptions, as well as the general situaietdrst (the
gestalt or coherent whole), were electronically delivered to the partisife
verification of trustworthiness/authenticity of the analysis of theutdxdata. The
participants were given a 10-day period in which to provide their feedback via ermail
fax. Eight of the 14 participants responded in the requested time frame. All of the
participants expressed their opinion that the analysis of the textual daa@cuaste.
One participant stated, “Your analysis makes sense. It eloquently placeslmgs,
experiences into appropriate categories. Somehow you have been able to mase sense
the surreal experiences and learned helplessness so many of us went thcanglot
only relate but grow personally from your analysis. This validates my owlylone
experience. | am in complete accordance with your analysis of my stateinAnother
participant commented on the accuracy of the analysis and stated, “Youisameallyes
sense. Not only does it make sense, you captured sentiments that | thought weere subtl
and would be overlooked. You unearthed them and hit the nail on the target. I'm not

sure if I'm elated or if I've been exposed or both.”
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Another theme expressed by participants regarding the accuracy and
trustworthiness of the analysis was that the abusive experiencesonsneilar between
the participants that they were sometimes unsure if they were readingledraselves
when reading quotes from a different participant. For example, a partistpsed,

“Some stories that | read, | remembered telling you...only, it turned out thasn’'t me.
The person said ‘son’ and | have daughters. And I think, ‘wow’ it is amazing that my
story can come out of someone else. What | need to continue to know is that | am not
alone.”

Another poignant theme was that the reading of the data analysis was eryotional
painful for the participants. One participant offered this comment, “I wanted todwabl
take my time and process your study. | needed time alone to read this. So many
emotions rise to the surface when reading about the other women in the study.” A
different participant commented, “Rick, When | read the responses, the first and mos
powerful feeling was that | could feel the pain, hurt, frustration and the irgukat we
felt throughout our litigation.” A different participant wrote, “I have reweehthe
analysis...[the analysis] seems good and is emotional to read it....brings very bad
memories back to me.” Another comment regarding the emotional impact ofdhe dat
analysis stated, “Rick, this is just outstanding. | was moved to tears readmgrtise
that were spoken by the women and so carefully preserved and organized by you. What
an outstanding thesis this will be.”

Lastly, one participant made the critically important observation, “What sagpri

me still is that, even as a person who has been in a domestic violence relationship, | had
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preconceived ideas of who your subjects were; that they would be uneducated. Instead,
what | read was one was a nurse, a police officer, a business owner, someomeén fina
And | have to repeatedly remind myself, even if | or anyone else was urestjubai

still would not have meant that | deserved to be treated like a dog. Even dogs don’t
deserve to be beaten.”

The member checking process provided convincing evidence of the accuracy,
trustworthiness, and appropriate scientific rigor of the analysis of theateldta. The
verbatim electronic textual responses provided by the participants erapled and
formatted into a Word document and included in Appendix J. Verbatim transcripts of the
actual interviews were formatted into a Word document and included in Appendix |.

Summary

In this study, | sought to understand and document the lifewlatehswelt
experiences (Giorgi, 2002; Giorgi, 2008; Robbins, 2006; Wertz, 1983; Wertz, 1985;
Wertz, 2006; Wertz, in press) of participants with IPV as a factor gsrtezacted with
the family courts in California. The theoretical lenses through which thengmle
dynamics were understood were the violence and batterer typologies fobhed in t
following studies (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995, Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson,
2008; Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000). Another
theoretical lens used was how the elements of power and control (Graham-Kevan &
Archer, 2008; Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) assisted with the

differentiation of the types of violence.
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Data analyses revealed that the participants uniformly began theirydbroagh
family court by initially gaining a specific awareness, slqwlfybeing a victim of IPV.
The next stage(s) of awareness for these victims of IPV was becomingoasnsthe
fact that the children were witnessing the violence. Subsequently, thesgpaaisic
became acutely concerned that this exposure to the violence was harminitgtiea.c
During these early stages of awareness, the victims’ reactions evesistently reported
to occur in two principal states, (a) feeling reactions, and (b) thoughtoresactThe
feeling reactions were more primal along with a myriad of feelings asicdenial, deep
shame, panic, anger, and astonishment. These feelings remained prominentlyiia their
experiences throughout their interactions with the perpetrator and the ¢aunitg.

Once the participants realized the children were being harmed by wiipé#ssiviolence,
the participants’ protective instincts seemed to take over and at that momeugieoofst
their awareness and experience; they made a conscious decision to leawiethe vi
relationship. These participants described feeling alone and isolatedsatdspecially
when they were extricating themselves from the violent relationship. The gearts
reported experiencing hopelessness at times during their interacttartheviamily
court, as well as experiencing feelings of helplessness, angsisastent, and
frustration when the family court professionals did not believe their version of the
violence dynamics in their cases. The participants reported experiendiadjaleuse by
some family court professionals, along with incurring continued abuse from the
perpetrator vis-a-vis good intentioned court-ordered interventions such as, cogarenti

classes or child custody evaluations. Ultimately, the participants reportedttoene of
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their extreme cases was tremendous financial losses for some patsicgrafound and
chronic emotional distress for all, and in some cases, emotional distance from the
children they tried so desperately to save from a perpetrator of IPV.

Rather than remain helpless victims of these tragic circumstances, tihpaais
eventually mobilized their resources and focused their energies into highlidteing t
weaknesses in the family court processes by creating or joining an agen@yetkettic
protecting the children. The resounding purpose of these “overcomers” was to ensure
children exposed to the family court system are protected from further abtise by
perpetrator or abuse from the family court processes. One participant esthewerm
“victim” and chose rather to use the term overcomer for her case. Chapter 5d9reclude
discussion regarding the results of the data, implications for social clzauye,
recommendations for action based upon the results of the data analsis.

Chapter 5: Discussion, Conclusions, and Recommendations
Interpretation of Findings

According to the key findings of the data analysis, the participantdlinitia
experienced profound fear, shame, and denial at the first realization theyiatiens of
IPV. Subsequently, the participants endured a lengthy period where the perpestd
the court processes to further abuse them, and experienced some court processes as
surreal, cold, biased, and abusive.

The phenomenological method as developed by Giorgi (2002; 2008) and further

described by Robbins, (2006), Wertz, (1983; 1985; 2006, in press), was used to analyze
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the textual data. As noted previously, these participants reported extremefcase
problematic family court interactions (e.g., extreme case sampling).
Research Question 1

Many of the participants indicated the experience of interacting withyfaourt
as being surreal in terms of a bizarre nature or unreality. Another thasnbev
experience of being alone and isolated while being observed and judged negatively.
Uniformly, all of the participants indicated the people in the family coutesyslid not
believe their version of the events between the coparents. Participantsexkpréess of
negative consequences if they were to call attention to themselves. Theedppea
believe they had to be careful about appearances so that the judge or other family cour
professionals would not judge them on behaviors or words taken out of context.
Participants reported that their experience of family court is likganting with a system
that is cold and impersonal. The general feeling of most of the participathata
interacting with the system was like dealing with an impersonal thinglith&ot foster
some modicum of personal dignity for the court and the participant. One participant
offered an astute observation of how differently the codes and laws are integoreted
administered in the family law milieu as opposed to a criminal court.

Many of the participants expressed the feeling that the courts keep them in the
system for financial reasons. Most participants expressed a degredrafitmavith the
amount of time, money, and inconvenience the court-ordered interventions cost them.
Several of the participants mentioned the issue of spending large sums of money on

litigation and/or related costs such as therapy, child custody evaluations, amd s
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Additionally, finances were used as a way to “punish” others as well. Someépaautsc
reported family court personnel as making them more vulnerable to the abusededhe i
of protection for self and children is a strong theme throughout the data. Indeed, the
majority of these participants reported experiencing the family cewwxacerbating the
dangerousness of interacting with the abuser vis-a-vis the parenting plan. ,Ovesall
participants reported a feeling of being victimized by the court procesddkea
perpetrator of domestic violence. Most of the participants reported feslihthay were
abused by the very governmental court system that was supposed to be protecting them
Research Question 2

For Research Question 2, the participants consistently provided their expgrienc
in two distinct categories: (a) feeling reactions, and (b) thought oeactiThe feeling
reactions were organized into present moment experiences. The thougbhseaetie
organized into a linear decisional process.
Feeling Reactions

The participants reported feeling ashamed, powerless, and in denial regarding
being a victim of IPV.
Thought Reactions

The participants reported experiencing thoughts such as questioning themselves,
desiring to fight back against the abuse, needing to protect the children, finkilhgraa
decision to leave the abusive relationship, and two participants reported thhmirige
family courts did not correctly take important aspects of their culturaésrnato

consideration during the litigation. For example, one participant statedashidispanic,
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and as such, she believed the family court professionals expected her to acaleps¢he
because it is “normal” in their culture.
Research Question 3

For Research Question 3, these extreme case participants indicatedilhe fa
court processes uniformly provided a milieu in which the abuser could continue to exert
some form of abuse or coercive control upon the victim. Participants reported the
litigation processes themselves increased the perpetrator’sifiigsr perceived they
had “lost” their case or did not get exactly what they wanted in court. Therabas
also perceived to use the expense of litigation as a tool to emotionally anddilyanci
drain the victims. Lastly, the perpetrators were perceived as having no cortseqioes
their malicious behaviors.

Batterer and Violence Typologies Revisited

In this study, | sought to understand the lived experiences of the victims of IPV
through a phenomenological (Giorgi, 2002; 2008; Robbins, 2006; Wertz, 1983; 1985;
2006; in press) lens as the participants experienced the family court psocAgsaint of
significant interest was how, or if, batterer and violence typologiéfe @tal., 2008;
Johnson, 1995, Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008; Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart,
1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000) with a focus on the elements of power and control
(Johnson, 1995; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) could be useful in understanding
the emergent qualitative data.

Jaffe et al.’s (2008) approach of understanding IPV cases in terms of ichentifyi

how pattern, potency, and primary perpetrafgr. 504) are present in the dynamics
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provided a context for this part of the data interpretation. All of the participaus in

unambiguous in their interviews that they never initiated physical violendberRthey
reported the other parent as grenary perpetrator Physical violence was present in all
but two cases. Participants described varying degrees of intgpatiyn¢y of the
physical violence from facial bruises, ripped skin, bloody lips, and body bruises, to
vaginal and anal bleeding and tearing from being raped. The perpetetarhaking in
some of the cases. Deadly weapons were present or used to threatemaaaténtine
participants in at least three of the cases. Participants describetypdseof physical
violence such as, being held against their will in hotel rooms, held agaimstith&i
bedrooms in a house, or locked in a garage laundry room. One perpetrator reportedly
terrorized a participant for several years threatening to kill her awd lhesa in a quarry
or destroy her body using an auger. That same perpetrator threatened to @kehe br
lines to her car if she made him angry. One participant reported that her ex-husband
would give her a date rape drug and rape her or sexually abuse their cleldivehwas
unconscious. Though I did not ask specific questions concerning alcohol or drug use, the
interview data revealed that alcohol or drug use was prevalent in the majdhg/cases
during the times of the most intense violence. Thus, each perpetrator in every case
evidenced a clegratternof exerting coercive control over the victim for several years.
The descriptions of the participants (victims) in the previous paragraph would fit
the coercive controlling violence type as described by Kelly and Johnson (20G8). T
primary perpetrator or initiator of violence was the other parent who used fear,

intimidation, coercion, and physical violence to control their victims (GrahavaKé&
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Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) and essentially evidenced the

behaviors of an intimate terrorist (Johnson, 2005). Additionally, all participaceptex
two reported having used physical force to fight back in some fashion against the
perpetrator. However, they stated this violence was a reaction to protesethes
and/or their children. This physical violence in the form of resistancetfremictim
against the perpetrator fits the description of the violent resistapee&gcribed by
Kelly and Johnson.

Every one of the participants described the perpetrator as using faonity c
litigation, child exchanges, and other family court related interventions as wpities
to intimidate, bully, verbally abuse, and otherwise instill fear or emotional pahreon t
victim. One participant described her exhusband as being associated \ajtbr a m
corporation that made computers and other electronic devices. She reported being
electronically stalked via her cell phone and computer, as well as having her bank
accounts and other secure electronic data “hacked.” Though not physical in nature, thi
type of violence fits the coercive controlling violence type as well (Grakevan &
Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008: Kelly & Johnson, 2008).

Batterer types did not emerge from the qualitative data. In order to tease out
batterer type, specific information must be obtained to differentiateebattihe subtypes
of batterers. Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) theorized that some of therbattere
subtypes could be differentiated by their relative states of emotionasdistr
(borderline/dysphoric batterer), their previous or current criminal decamd frequency

of extra-familial violence (generally violent antisocial batterer)f tiva perpetrator only
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battered family members (family only batterer). Understanding thabllseral data
used to differentiate batterer subtypes is quite complex, the above discussion used the
obvious distinctions as a gross comparison for this discussion. Yet, the intintagz par
of the participant held hostage in the hotel room who choked and raped her and then
threatened suicide might fit the subtype of a borderline/dysphoric at@rethe other
hand, cultural implications and lack of additional descriptive data negate a ¢ngvinc
identification of the batterer subtype for that case. The participant whosatampartner
threw the used condom in her face after forcing her to be sexual with him rfilgque
threatened to kill her and bury her in a quarry, might fit the generally viatdisiocial
batterer subtype. However, it is unclear if he had a lengthy arresd rexcif he engaged
in frequent fistfights with others outside the intimate relationship.

It may be more efficacious and informative if perpetrators of IPV vaenmtified
in accordance with the type of violence in which they engage. For examplestzffe
(2008) seemed to be content to refer to perpetrators of IPV as either poenaeyrators,
or simply perpetrators. Graham-Kevan and Archer (2008) referred to ptopevf a
certain type of violence (intimate terrorism) as intimate ter(i37); based upon
Johnson’s theoretical constructs (Johnson, 2005). While they stated mostly men were
IT’s, they also reported that some women were also IT’s. Graham-lkedaArcher
asserted male and female IT’s were similar; however, men used avaidsy of

controlling tactics than did women.
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Limitations of the Study

The analysis of these data were based solely upon participant self reports as
provided in qualitative interviews. Likewise, the participants were not apkeeifis
guestions regarding the IPV dynamics in their relationship. No court documeats we
used to compare the interview data with the data in the court file. Additionally, the
expartners of the participants were not interviewed. Thus, the results of theastady c
be generalized to a larger population.

Further, a reasonable argument against the above analysis can be made that the
violence in some cases was mutual or situational couple violence (Jaffe et al., @008; K
& Johnson, 2008; Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008). This argument would be based upon
both of the intimate partners being physically violent toward the other. The tertdency
offer the self in a positive light and blame others for the violence might have
unconsciously affected the recall of the participants. Conversely, one myghtthat
both of the coparents were evidencing a sort of mutually controlling violeeee (s
Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008). In other words, both of the intimate partners were
engaged in controlling behaviors against the other.

However, Graham-Kevan and Archer (2008) postulated that women using violent
resistance against an intimate terrorist only used controlling behaviors @xtcspecific
settings. Graham-Kevan and Archer suggested that while women can indeéudite int
terrorists, more women used violent resistance in intimate relationshipadhas

intimate terrorists. One of the limitations of the Graham-Kevan and A(2068) study



163
was that they used an “artificially constructed data set” (p. 546). Ddisaitémitation,

their results seemed to be congruent with the growing body of IPV typologiuite.

In light of the discussion regarding use of control in intimate relationghipise
present study, the types of coercive control used by the perpetrator@apegriicious
to fit the type of violence referred to as situational couple violence. Norethé#dfe et
al. (2008) recommended using a multimethod assessment, which involves colleeing dat
from collateral resources (criminal history, police reports, hospital sg@ortl so on) to
understand the violence dynamics. Jaffe et al. also recommended identifypmigriuey
perpetrator, potency of the violence, and appreciating the patterns of violence and
coercive control to get a more holistic view of the violence dynamics. | dicbhettc
the suggested collateral data from a multimethod assessment; thereforeletiee
type(s) in the present study’s data cannot be convincingly identified.

Lastly, it was remarkable that no men chose to participate in the study. Two
males contacted me to inquire about the study. One male did not follow the protocols for
entering the study so was not able to participate. The other male statedfrewas
organization that represented men’s rights in the family courts. He stated loe woul
broadcast the study invitation to his group; however, none of those members responded.

Implications for Social Change

Scholars are achieving a finer-grained view of IPV in terms of difiteating the
type of violence (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) as well as
types of batterers (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe,2G00).

An improved understanding of how power and control assists with the differentiation of
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the violence types (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelgh&son,

2008) has also been achieved. However, some risk management professionaie@xcla
the family court in California is in crisis in terms of dealing with IPaées (K. Borders,
personal communication, March 22, 2010). While there have been excellent advances in
scholarly knowledge regarding violence in intimate relationships, it seeciscaf
application of this specialized knowledge, at least in the family courtalifofia, has
not been uniformly applied. This study adds to the scholarly literature reg&ririny
documenting the thick, rich descriptions of the life experiences of individualsimgurr
violence before, during, and after family court litigation. These expesdnghlighted
how certain aspects of the family court processes exacerbatedldree during and
after family court litigation. These data can assist with developiggted safety
strategies for processing cases with IPV as a factor, asswadiveloping IPV training
designed to improve the current knowledge of family court professionals gjudici
officers, child custody evaluators, and other agencies that assis¢$amth creating
and maintaining parenting plans.

Many of the participants in this study reported a significant lack of comcein
understanding from the family court professionals for the IPV in their cAégs.
anecdotal experience is that family court professionals in the stateifoi@alhave not
been provided training in the more recent scholarly understanding of IPV. Dhigng t
project, | developed a pilot training for family court professionals regardolence
types (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008), batterer types

(Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000), and how power
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and control assisted with the differentiation of the violence dynamics {@ritevan &
Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). This training was delivered in
one California County to several family court personnel, judicial officers|, &btmaneys,
and other agencies that assisted with domestic violence cases. The tragwmgliwa
received; yet, it was remarkable that this specific IPV knowlechgeli of it published
between 1994 through 2008) was not common knowledge amongst these family court
professionals. As part of the California Administrative Offices of the EgA®C), the
Center for Families, Children, and the Courts (CFCC) is dedicated to improving the
quality of justice and meeting the needs of the families using the courts. FO@ Will
receive a copy of this work, as will the Governor’s office. The CFCC witirbeided an
opportunity to review the pilot training developed by me during this study and imuleme
this innovative knowledge into its court professional training materials.

Family courts provide an important service to separating familiessistimg
with the legal aspects of terminating intimate relationships. Ellis (2008) fhahdit
least half of intimate partnerships have experienced physical violencednetine
partners. No commonly accepted empirically established screeningmiesir currently
exists to assist with identifying IPV in family court cases é&8liStuckless, 2006).
Scholars (Jaffe et al., 2008) suggested that until an empirically estaldigieeding
instrument is accepted, practitioners must be knowledgeable regtrditygpes of
violence and use a multimethod assessment when handling separating faithlies/
as a factor. Practical application of the data from this study cam fassity court

professionals in California, as well as family court professionals adresgtion, to
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understand better how family court processes exacerbate the violencesinvitadPV
as a factor.
Recommendations for Action

Narrow the Gap Between Academic Knowledge and Practical Application

The participants in this study uniformly expressed a desire to have thaisstori
told to policy makers, decision makers, and other influential individuals in the public and
private sectors. Their passionate desire is to tell their stories so thatwkiwefollow
them will not experience the same tragedies. Those participants have joined an
organization dedicated to giving their stories a voice and takes signifiepsatte have
those voices heard by the appropriate local governments, as well as the national
government. These participants unselfishly took the time and emotional risk tdeescri
their heartbreaking experiences with family court in rich detail for thigprojMy
experience working as a family court mediator provided a more intimatengor
knowledge of the training and routines of family courts across the state.y [eaonit
personnel professional training and development has not included the innovative IPV
knowledge (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000; Jaffe et
al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Integrating this state-of-the-art
knowledge into the California court personnel training curricula will takejarratep
toward narrowing this gap between academic knowledge and practicabaippli
Additionally, the innovative IPV knowledge (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994;

Holtzworth-Munroe et al., 2000; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; 2005; Kelly &
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Johnson, 2008) along with the results of this study should also be required training for
new judicial officers, as well as continuing education for seasoned judidcrsff
Process Cases With IPV Exclusively

Throughout this work, several researchers suggested IPV is common amongst
intimate partners (e.g., Archer, 2000; 2002; Ellis, 2008). Anecdotal experience with
cases involving IPV indicate that some coparents desire to use mediatigotiateea
parenting plan and are oftentimes successful in reaching amicablarnzppta
agreements. However, to avoid the problematic issues such as those found in the results
of the present study, it is suggested courts have one exclusive departmeagielfat s
hears family law cases with IPV as a factor. In so doing, court pers@amelosely
monitor important safety precautions for these cases, and modify these precauti
appropriately as circumstances warrant. Moreover, courts should considexanag pl
cases with IPV as a factor on a “fast track” type of calendar becafieg grocedures
might become less stringent resulting from the swift processing of cases milieu. A
more thorough discussion regarding suggestions for judicial practices can be found in
Froyd and Robbins, (2011). Lastly for this section, courts should consider ensuring all
cases with IPV as a factor have a multimethod assessment (Jaffe@08) performed
the by court-connected mediator.
Establish a Local Review Committee for Complex Cases

Superior courts should establish a review committee at each county anmghe
family law cases consisting of two judicial officers with trainingamily law and IPV

(current knowledge as described in this work), two family court servickégmia
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manager, one mediator), one private mental health professional spegiadizhild
custody evaluations, and two staff members from local battered women&rshdlhese
committees should convene monthly to review family law cases appearing more than
three times for court hearings in 6 months. This review is not a “clinidahgtaper
say, as one might find in a mental health clinic. Rather, the purpose of the retgew is
identify unhelpful, unprofessional, or unhealthy professional influence from thesgahr
or complicated cases. Leadership of the committee should change on a quasi®rly ba
The committee should carefully consider any child safety complaints framtpaor
providers. For example, are safe exchanges needed to reduce the child’s erposure t
verbal abuse that takes place at unsupervised exchanges? In addition, committee
members should carefully consider therapist input to ensure the therapistighpeyf
individual therapy for family members are not overstepping their bounds by pi@vidin
parenting plan recommendations when they are not conducting a child custody
evaluation. Such recommendations can confuse bench officers, mediators, and yhe famil
members. Other works (Froyd, 2011; Greenberg et al., 2003) provide a more focused
discussion of the important differences between forensic experts aimlané@xperts
providing the court information about family members in complicated child custody
cases.

Furthermore, this review committee should review all IPV cases eacln noont
assess for the following: (a) proper identification of violence type, @ aad use of
separate sessions for the mediation sessions, (c) use of safety pracfutvictims and

children in the parenting plan (safe exchanges, and so on), and (d) a risknassdsr
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current parenting plan in terms of violence type, batterer type, and eristeother
lethality risk factors (Jaffe et al., 2008).
Establish a National Review Committee for Legislation Oversight

A national committee should form to begin implementing the new IPV knowledge
into local family courts nationwide. For a different project, Froyd aolobihs, (2011)
performed a brief sampling of domestic violence statutes in states other tami@a
None of the statutes from any sampled states differentiated betwesmotypelence.
This new focused and nuanced understanding of the types of violence (Kelly & Johnson,
2008) has been slow to filter to family courts, as well as slow to be introducedaitao st
legislation. A national committee specifically created to encourageuytgation and
acceptance of this new IPV knowledge can subsequently assist witly gleisi new
knowledge entered into individual states’ legislative agendas.

Recommendations for Further Study

In this study, | collected and analyzed data from 14 participants. Whiledatse
provided important information regarding the research questions, these partigipents
all females who reported to be victims of IPV. Future studies are neededrto the
literature of how family court processes influence males with IP&/fastor in their
cases. Additionally, perhaps future researchers might choose agppatticpersons
who have been identified as perpetrators of domestic violence by family court
professionals or child custody evaluators. A qualitative study could provid&alata
identified perpetrators of domestic violence so that a deeper understanding of thei

experiences can inform family court processes.
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Nearly all of the participants discussed the perception that one or more of the
family court professionals (judicial officers, mediators, administratasswell as other
mental health professionals assisting with family court cases (chilbdgustaluators,
therapist, and so on) evidenced bias in some form. One participant reported dafamily
judicial officer as having a religious bias, which allowed for the abuseuofen to be
introduced into the family court. Another participant reported experiencirfteeedi
judicial officer as having a bias toward men. Yet another participant rdporte
experiencing a bias against her from family court professionals becauseathnicity.
Perhaps a future study could capture certain trends in judicial decisions thatefiegrt
an inappropriate or unintended bias. Studies designed to capture those trends might be an
excellent way to ensure continuous improvement at each local court.

| worked as a mediator for a family court for 7 years prior to conductiag thi
study. During that time, continuing education was conducted annually at gtatavd
regional conferences. While domestic violence was a required continuing educati
course to take each year, no specific course recalled from recent atteadaressed the
violence and batterer typologies (Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Holtzworth-
Munroe et al., 2000; Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 1995; 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008) or
how power and control can assist with the differentiation process (Graham-Kevan &
Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008). While it is understandable that new knowledge takes
time to filter down to the practitioner level, | was surprised that thesetneves have
not been integrated into mediator and other family court professionahgaimt just on

a state level, but also on a national level.
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My working as a family court mediator might have produced either of two
extremes seen quite often from professionals in the field, (a) a bias thatemigre
batterers and there is a long way to go before it gets better, or (b) a biage thender
activists have distorted the IPV literature so much that men are netitfaaty in the
family court processes. In reality, | think my doctoral training in rebeand evaluation
has possibly made me biased against bias! Nonetheless, my awarenedanslihat
court professionals can oftentimes have a profound impact on the lives of the people
using family courts for assistance. Court professionals (including me)imeedure
biases are recognized and eliminate them. When this is not possible,ipnaiieszre
ethically required to respond appropriately such that biases will not hactiethis or
consumers. My education and clinical training as a licensed marriagaraitg f
therapist included the teaching of the Hippocratic Oath — do no harm. That is my goal
(or, perhaps bias?) and seems to be the genuine goal of many of my colleagues even
though we sometimes fail in that regard.

In addition, because of my clinical training in person-centered psychotherapy,
bracketing or suspending knowledge of the issues being discussed was relatively
effortless. The effort was in remaining fully present with the particiganng the entire
interview in the interview room. Focused attention and active listening seemed to
facilitate successfully achieving the required epoché (Wertz, in press)

Almost all of the participants verbalized feeling a sense of reliefttyrafter the
interviews. As they experienced the active listening posture of the rfeseahey

seemed to become more relaxed, spontaneous, and careful to ensure they provided
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enough detail for the research questions. Several of the participantenee|toe
opportunity to participate in the member checking procedure. Additionallygsittteee
of the participants spontaneously initiated a statement that they strosgbdde
collaborate somehow in other research or future projects, or work in the feeddisfing
families with IPV as a factor.

The interviews with the participants had a significant impact on this résgearc
Having these individuals share their deeply personal stories for this prejget estinct
honor and privilege. As well, the intensity of the emotion was, at times, deeply
penetrating and painful. Tears were shed during the interviews, as \dalirag the data
analysis processes. The passion to share their stories to make systeranmepis by
each of these participants caused this researcher to have a profound @alhoirdtiese
tenacious souls. | wish each of them Godspeed and an eventual deep abiding peace.

Whether one labels violence between intimate partners, domestic violence or
intimate partner violence, it is still a poorly understood dynamic betwessiegp@ho
share an intimate relationship. Moreover, professionals helping famitledRV as a
factor, whether they are government employees, private practitionedunteers, all
respond to IPV in differing ways. Well-intentioned helpers can oftentimes cadisect
harm to victims of IPV when they do not understand how to identify the violence
dynamics (Jaffe et al., 2008; Johnson, 2005; Kelly & Johnson, 2008). Additionally,
understanding the elements of how power and control can assist with diffepaniati
violence type (Graham-Kevan & Archer, 2008; Jaffe et al., 2008) can aignsealting

helpers and increase the chances for a safer parenting plan for the victimms and t
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children. The tragic experiences of the individuals in this study point to the caiséele
need for the dissemination of the current typology paradigms to family court

professionals, as well as other professionals that assist familieteexpey IPV.
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Appendix A

Donald “Rick” Froyd

Detailed description Duration Exact location ~ Communication
Format
Contact Connie Valentine, 1 day Personal E-Mail
the past president of the Private Practice
California Protective Parents Office in
Association PO Box 15284, Visalia, CA.

Sacramento, CA 95851-0284
to request her assistance with
distributing the flier
announcing my study to the
e-mail list of the members of
her association. This agency
was instrumental in
encouraging people to
participate in the Elkin’s

Task Force.

Ms. Connie Valentine, M.S.
California Protective Parents
Association, Past President
WWwWw.protectiveparents.com
916-233-8381

E-mail the fliers to Connie 1 hour Personal E-Mail
Valentine for subsequent Private Practice
delivery to their list of Office in
members with e-mail Visalia, CA
addresses.
Schedule telephone 5 Days Personal In person and/or
conferences with participants Private Practice via e-malil
as they reply to e-mail to Office in
coordinate the delivery of the Visalia, CA.

consent forms and other
materials explaining the
study.

Schedule meetings to collect 4-6 weeks Personal In Person



Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Step 9

Step 10

data via in-depth interviews.

Visit Clerk/Recorder office 4 weeks
of each superior court in

each participant’s County to

review the litigant’s files.

Transcribe verbatim textual 2 weeks
copies of the audio
recordings of the interviews.

Code and analyze the data 4 weeks
from the interviews.

Contact all participantsto 2 weeks
schedule member-checking

validation.

Convert findings into results 4 weeks
section of Dissertation,

complete all other sections of
dissertation and submit for
committee approval.

Disseminate to parties note@ weeks
in COMMUNITY
RESEARCH
STAKEHOLDERS AND
PARTNERS section of the
IRB
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Private Practice

Office in

Visalia, CA.
County In Person

Superior Court

of each litigant.

Personal In Person
Private Practice

Office in

Visalia, CA.

Personal
Private Practice
Office in
Visalia, CA.

In person

Personal Transcripts of
Private interviews sent
Practice Office and responded to
in Visalia, CA. via e-mail.

Personal
Private
Practice Office
in Visalia, CA.

In person

Personal
Private
Practice Office
in Visalia, CA.

In person and/or
via e-mail.
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Appendix B

Elkins Family Law Task Force

FACT SHEET

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA

94102-3688

Tel 415-865-4200

TDD 415-865-4272

Fax 415-865-4205

www.courtinfo.ca.gov

Elkins Family Law Task Force

The Elkins Family Law Task Force, chaired by Associate Justice LRu#elon of the Court of
Appeal, Second Appellate District (Los Angeles), was appointed in May 2008doa a
comprehensive review of family law proceedings and recommend to the DGadigiecil of
California proposals that will increase access to justiceyermsie process, and provide for more
effective and consistent rules, policies, and procedures.

Committed to Equal Justice and a Collaborative &ssc

The Elkins Family Law Task Force was appointed in response to an August 2G0rm@ali
Supreme Court opiniofglkins v. Superior Coui@007) 41 Cal.4th 1337, which held that marital
dissolution trials should “proceed under the same general rules of protdeatiuyevern other

civil trials” (id. at p. 1345). The charge of the task force is to propose measures to improve
efficiency and fairness in family law proceedings and ensure aiccpssice for all family law
litigants.

Family law cases are critically important to litigants, chiidr@nd families, as well as the
community at large. The increasing demands on courts dealing with famibates include
complex legal issues, the high volume of cases, and staggering numberseyresiénted
litigants—in many communities, over 75 percent of family law chage at least one self-
represented party.

At its initial meeting in June 2008, the task force defined values thatdwded its work and
will inform proposed recommendations:

-Ensuring justice, fairness, and due process in family law;

-Ensuring meaningful access for all litigants;

-Using innovative techniques to promote effectiveness and efficiency;

-Improving the status of, and respect for, family law litigants and theyféaw process; and
.Securing adequate resources, including existing, reallocated, and newessour

Elkins Family Law Task Force

The task force has sought input from all stakeholders, including litigdtais)eys, judicial
officers, and court staff and will continue to do so as it develops its reendations.
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Guiding Principles
The work of the task force is guided by the following six principles:

1. Courts will ensure consistent and timely access to equal jémtialt individuals, families, and
children in family law proceedings.

2. Statutes, rules, procedures, and practices will protect procedurad$aanmubthe due process
rights of parties as well as seek to increase efficiency, p#@etss, consistency, and
understandability. Simplification must not diminish due process right&.foese
recommendations will be evaluated for their potential impact on duesgrdeéness, and
effective and timely access.

3. Court services, procedures, and calendaring should address the neetissef-pehether
attorney-represented or self-represented. They should also be adapgedamplex and
diverse needs of individuals, families and children in court. In makimgagtsmmendations,
the task force will be cognizant of the various challenges litigaayshave accessing the
courts, including language barriers, cultural barriers, and disabilities

4. The task force will identify the resources courts require to handkmasingly complex and
demanding family law caseloads. Investing in the modernization of faamigdurts will
improve the quality of outcomes for Californians and enhance the priority ghand status
of family law proceedings.

5. The task force is aware of the unique opportunity to make far-reachingeokanges in
family law. The task force is mindful of the long-term impact of faraiw on individuals,
families, children, and society.

6. The task force will develop its recommendations through an inclusive ptbeg¢selies on
consultation with interested stakeholders and the public, as well anaimn and
collaboration with ongoing related projects and efforts to improve family |

Diverse Membership With Extensive Expertise

The 38-member task force includes appellate court justices, judgescommissioners, private
attorneys, legal aid attorneys, family law facilitators, selptognter attorneys, court executives,
family court managers, court administrators, and Elkins Family Law FasiePage 3 of 5

legislative staff. Members have extensive experience in atsspf family law and represent
courts and diverse cultural and economic communities from throughout the stas¢erfof
members is included at pages 4-5.

Input Sought Through Several Channels
The task force has been seeking input in a variety of ways, including:

-Focus groups conducted across the state;
-Research on best or promising practices both within and outside of California;

-Presentations from task force members and other experts abowgrdiéfepects of the court
process;

-Public hearings;

-A survey of bar members;
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-Public comment, solicited via the Web, e-mail, and regular mail; and

.Circulation of draft recommendations for consideration by the pubtidize courts.

The Elkins Family Law Task Force welcomes written comments and spaagfgestions from
interested stakeholders. Please e-mail: elkinstaskforce@jumica.g
Contact:
Patricia Rivera, Administrative Coordinator, Cerftar Families, Children & the Courts
patricia.rivera@jud.ca.gov

Additional resources:
General court information, www.courtinfo.ca.govéefnce/4 12courtssupct.htm
Supreme Court, www.courtinfo.ca.gov/coudh{ins Family Law Task Force
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Appendix C

CONSENT FORM

You are invited to take part in a research study for improving family court
procedures where Intimate Partner Violence (domestic violence) ita ifathe case.
You were chosen for the study because you participated in the Elkin’s Taskcalbfoe
information, or, because you responded to a flier announcing this study.

This form is part of a process called “informed consent” to allow you to
understand this study before deciding whether to take part.

This study is being conducted by a researcher named Donald “Rick” Froyd, Jr,
who is a doctoral candidate at Walden University.

Background Information:

The purpose of this study is to develop a deep understanding of a pergueriences of
incurring domestic violence while using a family court in Califar for obtaining
assistance with (a) a restraining order, (b) a divorce, and/or (ddacaktody order. As a
participant, you can help the researcher develop a better umdiengtaf the needs and
desires of persons who experienced Domestic Violence and used the daont for

help

Procedures:
If you agree to be in this study, you will be asked to:

e Participate in one 45-90 minute interview regarding your experiences oftheing
family court if your case involved domestic violence. These interviewswiill
audio recorded.

e Participate in a validation process where you will review a draft cofheof
interview and ensure the accuracy of the data

e Review the final analysis of your case specifics and have an opportunity to
provide a written response and have your response included in the dissertation
appendix.

Voluntary Nature of the Study:
Your participation in this study is voluntary. This means that everyone will teppac

decision of whether or not you want to be in the study. If you decide to join the study
now, you can still change your mind during the study. If you feel stresse) die
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study you may stop at any time. You may skip any questions that you feel are too
personal.

Risks and Benefits of Being in the Study:

You may feel some emotional discomfort when discussing the ina@deat your
domestic violence experiences. However, your participation may play écgighpart in
helping researchers understand the dynamics of assistingy feEawil cases that have
domestic violence as an issue.

If necessary, the researcher can provide you with the namekred BAmerican
Association for Marriage and Family Therapy (AAMFT) approvedrdge and Family
Therapists in your area to assist you should you feel the ngeddess your discomfort
with a therapist. The cost of the therapy will be yours, notdkearchers. The researcher
will only provide the referral information.

Compensation:

Each participant will receive a $5 gift card to a coffee house. The reseaiitihuse his
professional private practice therapy office for data collection. Eathipant will be
asked to travel to this office for data collection. The researcher willseqaeh
participant to provide their home address to facilitate the calculation of mileag
reimbursement. The rate for reimbursement will be based upon normal government
travel expense, for example, 44 cents per mile. The participants will also baegrovi
$25.00 to purchase a meal during their trip to the researcher’s office. Additiohwpdly, i
so desire, you can receive an electronic copy of the final study.

Confidentiality:

Any information you provide will be kept confidentidlhe researcher will not use your
information for any purposes outside of this research project. Also, the resewtchet
include your name or anything else that could identify you in any reports dlithe s

Contacts and Questions:

You may ask any questions you have now. Or if you have questions later, you may
contact the researcher via (Redacted for confidentiality). If you teaatk privately

about your rights as a participant, you can call Dr. Leilani Endicott. She isaluzhV
University representative who can discuss this with you. Her phone number istéRleda
for confidentiality). Walden University’s approval number for this studRE will

enter approval number hereand it expires ofRB will enter expiration date.

The researcher will give you a copy of this form to keep.
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Statement of Consent:
| have read the above information and | feel | understand the study well enough ta make

decision about my involvement. By signing beJdvam agreeing to the terms described
above.

Printed Name of Participant

Date of consent

Participant’s Written or Electronic* Signature

Researcher’s Written or Electronic* Signature

Electronic signatures are regulated by the Uniform Electronic Tramsadict. Legally,
an "electronic signature" can be the person’s typed name, their emagsdidrany
other identifying marker. An electronic signature is just as valid ast@wsignature as
long as both parties have agreed to conduct the transaction electronically.
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For Participants in Sacramento, California and San
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study you may stop at any time. You may skip any qu
feel are too personal.

Risks and Benefits of Being in the Study:

You may feel some emotional discomfort when discuss
incidences of your domestic violence experiences. H
participation may play a significant part in helpin
understand the dynamics of assisting family law cas
domestic violence as an issue.
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The researcher will give you a copy of this form to
Statement of Consent:
| have read the above information and | feel | unde

well enough to make a decision about my involvement
below, | am agreeing to the terms described above.

Printed Name of Participant

Date of consent

Participant’s Written or Electronic* Signature
Researcher’s Written or Electronic* Signature

Electronic signatures are regulated by the Uniform
Transactions Act. Legally, an "electronic signature
person’s typed name, their email address, or any ot
marker. An electronic signature is just as valid as
signature as long as both parties have agreed to co
transaction electronically.
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Appendix E

A Research Study Invitation

You Are Respectfully Invited to Participate in a Study
Walden University is conducting a study that seeks to examine the
experiences of persons who have experienced intimate partner violence
(domestic violence) and have used the family court system in California for
help with any or all of the following:

» A restraining order
» A divorce
> A child custody plan.

As a participant, you can help the researcher develop a better understanding
of the needs and desires of the victims of domestic violence when using the
family court system.

Of course, please know that your identity will be kept confidential.

You are invited fo participate in this study if you are:

> Between the ages of 18 and 64

> Have experienced domestic violence and used the family court in
California for divorce litigation.

> You desire to assist in developing ways to improve the family court
processes as they relate to intimate partner violence.

If you are interested, please contact this researcher via e-mail at (Redacted
for confidentialty) and I will provide you with more information.
Donald "Rick” Froyd, Jr., M.A., LMFT, NCC, H5-BCP
Doctoral Candidate, Walden University
(Redacted for confidentiality)
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Appendix F

CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

Name of Signer: (Redacted for Confidentiality)

During the course of my activity in collecting data for this researcétdiRitory

Violence After Family Court: Victim Safety After Family Courttigation in Intimate
Partner Violence Cases,” | will have access to information, which is catiatiand

should not be disclosed. | acknowledge that the information must remain confidential,
and that improper disclosure of confidential information can be damaging to the
participant.

By signing this Confidentiality Agreement, | acknowledge and agree that

1. I will not disclose or discuss any confidential information watners, including
friends or family.

2. | will not in any way divulge, copy, release, sell, loan, alberdestroy any
confidential information except as properly authorized.

3. I will not discuss confidential information where others can overhiar
conversation. | understand that it is not acceptable to discuss coiafid&iormation
even if the participant’'s name is not used.

4. | will not make any unauthorized transmissions, inquiries, modiicair purging of
confidential information.

5. | agree that my obligations under this agreement will continiez sdrmination of
the job that I will perform.

6. | understand that violation of this agreement will have legal implications.

7. 1 will only access or use systems or devices I'm offigialithorized to access and |
will not demonstrate the operation or function of systems or dewcesauthorized
individuals.

Signing this document via the e-mail address in the signature block, | aekigathat |
have read the agreement and | agree to comply with all the terms and conditi@hs state
above.
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Electronic signatures are regulated by the Uniform Electrdraasactions Act. Legally,
an "electronic signature" can be the person’s typed name, theit address, or any
other identifying marker. An electronic signature is justa& as a written signature as
long as both parties have agreed to conduct the transaction elsdtyotuniversity staff
will verify any electronic signatures that do not originatenf a password-protected
source (i.e., an email address officially on file with Walden).

Signature: Date:
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Appendix G

From: Weber, Julia <Julia.Weber@jud.ca.gov>

To: Rick <rickfroyd@aol.com>

Cc: donald.froyd@waldenu.edu <donald.froyd@waldenu.edu>
Sent: Thu, Jun 10, 2010 3:48 pm

Subject: RE: contact

Dear Mr. Froyd,

Thank you for getting in touch with me about your project and for calling this week to inquire
about getting permission to talk with people who have had family law cases. If you are working
directly with individuals who have litigated or are litigating in the court system, they are in the
best position to give you information about their family law matters. As we discussed, our office
does not have the authority to refer prospective subjects, provide permission for you to discuss
family law cases with litigants, or to access family law files.

If I can help in any other way, please let me know.

Julia

Julia F. Weber

Supervising Attorney

Center for Families, Children & the Courts

Judicial Council of California - Administrative Office of the Courts
455 Golden Gate Ave.

San Francisco, CA 94102

415-865-7693, Fax 415-865-4399, julia.weber@jud.ca.gov
www.courtinfo.ca.gov/programs/cfcc

"Serving the courts for the benefit of all Californians”
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Appendix H

Certificate of Completion

The National Institutes of Health (NIH) Office of Extramural Research certifies that
Donald Froyd successfully completed the NIH Web-based training course “Protecting
Human Research Participants”.

Date of completion: 06/03/2008

Certification Number: 43790
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Interview Number 1

Rick: OK Question 1

Participant So you just want me to read you back

Rick yes and when you read it back and when you encounter a pause, a natural pause
you can either expand on what you are saying or if something, another thought comes
into your mind about what you just read, probably share

Participant During my marriage, because of what | actually started with | thowgint y
guestions was during the domestic violence and then after the family coamsyso |

really sort of define how things were in my marriage because during the wwas

married to my ex husband | was denial most of the time that | was beinglabusé

not see myself as a victim of domestic violence although there were, he wasolemy vi

and there were many occasions where he | thought | was going to die. Bet | ha
dissociative disorder so | would kind of “leave” the room when he was bettering me. And
the other part of it is that my sister was also a victim of domestic violenog.| ias her

as a victim of domestic violence. Her husband was really classic ‘textbooitteng,

that you would, the worst case scenario that you could hear. | mean he would time her
going to the grocery store and look at the receipts. | mean he was just so ricacwous
over the top that of course | thought her as battered. But my own situation | didn’t see
was an abusive situation because he only got violent sporadically. You know, obviously
there was the whole honeymoon period, but our honeymoon period lasted a good 50 (?)
months. | mean we had really | thought, now that I'm saying that, I'm thinking how
ridiculous (laughing) that I'm even saying that. But so because

Rick: so you just felt like that ridiculous that you

Participant Now I'm hearing myself say it was really lovely because actualgfiing
hysterically) it really was a crazy emotional up and down. But | came fror@an we

came from a very dysfunctional family. So that was nor — you know that up and down
sort of never, never having solid ground. That was normal. That was just, you thought

that was what life was supposed to be. So I think that, because of you know our horrible
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childhood that you know it was very. |, | left home, | married him after knowing him for

6 weeks, I'd just turned 18. | mean | was so ready to get out of my dysfunctiongl fami
life and build you know, paint the white picket fence (laughed) that you know, | talked
about this with a few people and I didn’t realize to build a house you know you need to
have a foundation first. For me it was like ok I've go to do these three steps you know,
you get married then you have children and then you live happily ever after. And of
course, you know, that just didn’t happen with him. So | think that it wasn’t until after |
left him that | realized that he really, the extent how much he abused me. éevans

after, after he left, | still, I still saw him as the person who made dileodi¢cision and

knew what was best and um, and so | don’t know. 1 just kind of saw, it took me a long
time to I've written here thaw out because my, in my head, I'd painted such augbul
picture of who we were that it took a long time for me to get out of the denial and see.
But of course, the problem with that is then when | get to family court | wasdrtre

same by my partner that | had been. So | was treated the same with thasabused

by the system. | went to get help and they told me | was crazy. Um, hdyactedl

OK. How we ended up separating was, splitting up was that | had told him that | wanted,
we were living, | met him in England so we moved here and then we moved here and
then we had a child and then we went back to England and had another child and then we
came back here. See, my situation was like if | could just get things right, then
everything would be ok. So | would relocate, we moved 20 times in the time that we
were together. We were constantly moving because if | could just makghaveg

perfect, then he wouldn’t be so abusive. Or maybe that was me, just my home life | was
just always so used to no normality that that was uncomfortable. So we moved here and
saw other women who were single mothers who were working and gettirggg aataount

of money in child support and had every other weekend off to go have fun and | just
thought | want that. And so, | don’t want to have to deal with this. He was never good at
keeping a job so | was constantly being the supporter as well as everyseiisg & was

just so exhausting that | thought well shoot, | could get him to have to pay me money and

| wouldn’t have to live with the abuse. So I thought well I'll just leave. And | was
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having amicable conversation with him, we’ll work it out. And then you know, and then
I'll have that life. But of course, when | said that | wanted a separatigotheery angry

and he would, so if he was angry and became violent | usually left the house because |
was in fear. And he knew that so he would sometimes tear the house up so that | would
leave. And so he did that. | left and I stayed with a friend. He called me the pext da
and said I'm still angry, |1 don’t want you here. He did it the next day, I'm stillyazgd
basically what he had done was he sold all of our belongings in 3 days. He’d taken the
girls out of school they were 4 and 7 at the time. And he flew back to England. So |
came home to a house that looked like a crime scene. | mean it was demolished.
Anything that he couldn’t sell, he smashed to pieces. All of my clothes wedslstrelt

was, | had a beautiful antique armoire that my mother had bought me from Sweden that
we had shipped over. That was, he had put an axe through it. He tore, anything that he,
all of our pictures that he tore in half. Just everything, everything was gonecagids

were gone. So basically when | went to go get help from the family counnsytbiey

had, they basically treated me just the same as he did. They told me you knowathat | w
stupid. Those were the words that he used too. He used, to control me he really made me
feel like | was the words he would use for me would b e crazy or stupid. So | believed |
was crazy because he drove me crazy, but of course | was erratic a lairoethéwas

so, | was either in fear or everything is ok. Of course you know can't ever bikeave |
you’re that things are normal. So | was at the time, | was crazy. lemaerratic. And

the other thing was that he always told me how stupid | was. So | never feltylike an
decision that | ever made were the right decisions. | never tried to dorengthyou

know, | never tried to be educated or anything like that. Because he would tedtrhe t
was stupid so | believed that. So then the family court system reallydtreatike | was
stupid. When I tried to get help from them .. he took them two times. So the first time
he took them, the police were called immediately, the FBI got involved the child
abduction unit basically said you either bring the children back or you know we’ll
extradite you and you're going to jail. So | got them back the first titrteok 2 months

to get them back. Well, in the mean time, custody never got sorted out. We were
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married in England so after | got the girls back here and he went back. Two vieeks af
he had moved back there and taken my girls, he um, he got involved in a relationship
with my best friend. He moved in with her, left the children with his mother, so when he
brought the girls back, he told me basically, um if you'll take me back, I'll gthit ker.

And he told her you know | might not come back. And | said, no thank you, that’s fine.
So he went back and he got a divorce in England because we were married in England.
But custody never was decided. | had no attorney so he accused me of adultery, got a
divorce. In England if you are found that you are the one in the wrong, the other person
gets everything. So when he went back to England with the girls, he took most of the
credit cards. He opened up another bank account in our name. he just went wild over
there. Owned a house there. Basically when he got a divorce | ended up owirgeall of
debt that he created and he got the house. Now I'm here with two children, he’s not
paying child support. He’s now bought a new house, 4 bedroom house with a swimming
pool and he’s living with my now ex-best friend and | have the children. Well, | didn’t

do anything with regards to custody. | couldn’t get child support because | didn't have
money for an attorney and | thought well I’'m not going to able to serve him tiiay

there was just no way. So basically | had the girls here, he was living aeéwvete and

| made an agreement that he could have the girls every summer. So he paidifts the

to go in the summer. And that way, even though he wasn’t paying me child support or
anything | had two months that | work, you know | was working more than | was

working before so | could save enough money to support the three of us when they were
here. | had three jobs, | worked seven days a week without a day off. | think Itdid tha
for nine months straight the first year that they were with me. | worked@rionthe

morning until 10 at night and on weekends | worked from7 in the morning to 4 in the
afternoon. So | worked one job until 3 in the afternoon, go to another job till 10 at night
and | had third job on the weekend. It was just insane. Anyway | got kind of sick of that
and | found out he was coming here to visit the girls 2 years after he moved. So when he
came, | served, had papers served on him for child support and for custody. | did it

without an attorney so of course | didn’t know about the system, anything about the
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system. | was pretty much go in blind. So basically he took the papers back to England,
had his attorney write a letter to the judge here saying | am the attorngyaréhe

divorced there’s no issues here and this has already been dealt with in the Eugtish ¢
system. Apparently, the court contacted me and left a message on my ansvaehimgem

that you know, we don’t know what to do we got a letter we think this case has already
been sorted out in England. So | did not ever get, received that message. Bubhg is i
family court documents that they left a message on my answering machindewso a
months later, of course, not knowing that they had done that and cancelled my hearing, |
got a notice in the mail saying, you know, this is not an issue with this court here. So
now there’s still no, nothing going on. Well 2 years go by and | send the girls to

England. They are now 8 and 11 and he decides that he does not want them to come
back. So he keeps them and | am begging him, send me my girls back. He says no. and
| think, you know do what you want I'm contacting the FBI again. Right, you would
assume the FBI after dealing with you the first time, we're going to detbamy the

second time. And this is where, this is where | say this is where my nightmars beg
because | go to, I call, the first person that | call is um, you know the nationelenfar

Rick: child abduction?

Participantno | didn’t call them. | called uh...... uh Adam Walsh’s hot line. Its for the
children. For exploited children | called them and they said where is ydodgus

papers. | say there are no custody papers. The court dropped my custody chee Wel
can’'t do anything without that. | go to the police. | say they've dealt wilbtfore.

The policewoman says and you put them on that plane. It's your fault. So I think she
Rick: garbled

Participant yes, oh no, she was angry. She was angry at me. She was very angry cause |
was begging her you need to, the FBI has done this before, the child abduction unit
helped me before. And she says well if you’ve done this before, what the hell did you put
them on a plane for you idiot?! Basically, I'm stupid. And you know, all of thoss year
know that I'm stupid so I'm taking I’'m absorbing the stupid. So from thereddtarct

the child abduction unit, which is in Salinas, 20 minutes away where the main court
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house is in Monterrey. | go to Salinas, the child abduction. [ call the child abduction
unit, the woman in the child abduction unit. | tell her, | give her this informationhdy t
time | drive to Salinas she had called him and had a conversation with him and he had
told her that | am on drugs, I'm crazy, I've been abusive to the children thainadiisg

sure that they are safe and he wants them there. So by the time | get there Bmd now
hysterical because the police haven't helped the other people say they camiehstp

by the time | get there I’'m obviously, I'm a little bit of a mess. And she caueand

she says, | just talked to him and she said you know you are out, you're shaking and
you're acting really funny and he told me you’re on drugs and it looks like yoa're

drugs.

Rick: did she really say that?

Participant yeah, and | said, I'm not on drugs. | have these kids for years, this , this is
crazy and I'm trying to explain to people how, and they are just looking at miéiike

nuts, and he’s so rational and he’s so nice on the phone and he has this great English
accent and he put the girls on and they are so happy. And she said, you're children are
fine. So there’s nothing | can do. You know you put them on the plane, he says you
don’t want them, you know, so | can’t help you. Go to the family law again maybe they
can do something for you. So she sends me into the courthouse to where | go and | know
her name and she leaving the courthouse now but she was horrible to me. 1 go into the
family court services and the woman that is in charge.

Rick: garbled

Participant yes, and you know they have the little bell, the little ding , ding, ding, ding
and they have the people coming in to talk about their child support issues and minimal
things like that and | go in and I'm so upset and distraught, I've been told by 3 people
that there is nothing they can do for me and my children have (laughing so much that it is
garbled) and | want them back, and all | thought that all I had to do was just call
somebody and they were going rescue me. Very naive. So | go to ring thredoeim

so upset and distraught and | say that I've been told by the child abduction unit that |
need to see this person. And they say, let me get her for you, sit down and wait. And I'm
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crying and I'm hysterical. And she comes out of her office and she seesingeosi the
chair and she says to me, she says to me, (yelling) sit down there. | trypsnd &x

her what's wrong and she says to me (yelling and stern) sit down and whea you'v
stopped crying | will talk to you!

Rick: and she said it in that kind of tone?

Participant Oh she was livid with me. | was so upset and she just, the more that | was
and just trying to explain to her how horrible my situation was she screamed aitme — s
down and shut up and stop crying and then | will talk to you!

Rick: wow!

Participant so, now I'm sitting in chair even more distraught and it was horrible and I'm
watching people come in and (garbled and low voice) you know he’s not paying me and
you know just things that are of no importance whatsoever. And I'm like thinking you
know this is an emergency and no, it was not an emergency to them, it was just some
crazy hysterical chick sitting in their office bawling (laughing)inafly realized, I've

been sitting here for hours and waiting for this woman, so | did what | used to do was
suck it up (silence)

Rick: did you give up?

Participant No, | stayed. | went in to her of- | told her | promise | won’t cry anymbre.
went in to her office | sat down. 1 tried to be really calm and quiet and explain t@er
now | am acting like the perfect victim because I'm not asserting frssginore. And

she tells me well | don’t know what you think we’re supposed to do for you. This is a
Hague Convention case. That's something we can’t do for you. You go down to the law
library and look it up.

Rick: you've been moving your hand as if, in a dismissive gesture

Participantso um

Rick: so she was dismissive of you?

Participant OH she was very dismissive. She told me to just go off to the law library
and figure it out. Well you know, I've been told I'm stupid for many years. I'ingus

waitress, like working these crappy little jobs for minimum wage trionget by and I'm



213

hearing something the Hague Convention which sounds really impossible to $tart wit
and you know go to law library and figure it out. You know law library to me is like |
don’t know.. (laughing) | know now what a law library is. But so basically, aoff Iig

went home. | called some attorneys and every single attorney | catletirmaeally

sorry but that's, I'm gonna need this is an international case and I'm gonna need
$50,000. And that's what | was quoted and this was (laughing) that’s a lot of money that
| didn’t have. So basically, | did nothing. | met a lot of people on the way who you
know changed my way of thinking. So, we’ll get back to that later, so basi¢a#ylike

the family courts system then battered me. 1did get the children back, um. $o and s
we will probably talk about that | won't tell you how yet because that's moopéhis

but | was again had to go deal with the finality of things here in this court in Mgnter
county. But even still, I'm treated, | was treated, even after him abdub&ngand
everything, I'm still treated like you know | was, | felt like | wasriggtreated like and it
might just be my perception, but it was like, none of that past stuff happened. This has
got to deal with your children, so forget all of that. Forget all of that stufh&hdid and

even the actual evaluator actually said he learned his lesson, he won't do it again. S
after everything was dealt with he got more custody after his abductidribeacustody
evaluation, everything we went through, they gave him more time than what we
originally had when there was no custody whatsoever. He got them more and thle Engl
government is appalled because they said he should, (mocking tone) The American
government is not going to let them come back here. You're fine, don’t worry about it.
When it goes to court in American, you're going to be fine. You’re never going¢o ha

to come here again. They'll know how danger it is for him to have them back in Europe.
(stopped mocking tone) But no, the custody evaluator decided that he should have more
time with there and that he won't do it again.

Rick: was that an evaluator a private or was he a part of

Participant an evaluator for the Monterey County court system

Rick: ok, so for family court
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Participant for family court after | (garbled) convention and got them back here. So
basically they got more time. Now the danger was that because he’s in Eurcgegloe ¢
anywhere and disappear. | mean he could literally even now pick up and go to Prague, it
be pretty damn (garbled due to laughing).. So yeah

Rick: is that the end of it

Participant NO, so | want to say the last thing is that after, after everythingineds f

even when | had full custody. So | continued to feel uneasy and feel that my decisions
were wrong. | still thought | was crazy and thought of myself as stupid and soakelid t

a lot of years to realize that | was very intelligent so | did go backhtmsand became

a paralegal, obviously after the experience | had | learned | wag @estér in law. | did

not have an attorney and | got, | went through the Hague Convention (garbled)

Rick: Wow

Participant so um, yeah eventually 10 months later. So now, even though | have full
custody of the children I still am fearful of the decisions that | makeasloffered a job,

| was offered a job as a TV presenter to be on a tour for the comedy channel and |
couldn’t that the job because my fear was that as soon as he found out that | wag travelin
for 6 weeks at a time then he would come back to court and take my girls. And |, and |
believe that. |, in my head I still believe that even though | know it's not rationaid

to think that. And then the other thing is that he continues to batter me through the
children. So

Rick: say more about that please

Participant he would use them, they were his little tools. And you know, having them
for 10 months what he told them was that | didn’t them anymore and he didn’t know
where | was. So for 10 months he was feeding them that | didn’t want them anywiore a
you know he didn’'t know where | was and | called and you know and he would say, Oh
sorry yeah, no we’re not interested and hang up the phone pretending like | was
telemarketer. | never for 10 months had any contact with them. So by teah#i did

get them back they were very, very angry children. | mean they wevadwand it's my

youngest of my daughters are now 20 and 17. My 20 year old now is like this and she
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hated my guts and she just couldn’t wait until she was 18 so she could go back to
England. And ever since she turned 18 he has not seen her since. Which you know it's
obvious he was only using her as a tool. But my younger who is 17 now is still very
verbally abusive to me. She’s very aggressive, very angry and she was niavetes.

He talks to her weekly. His phone calls with her are really manipulative. Shedifge

the phone and she won't speak to me for a few hours. He talks, they talk to each other
like she still sounds like a little girl when she talks to him. And when he leaveagess

he still sounds like he’s talking to a 6-7 year old. So there’s that behavior thatwou ha
to behave like a good girl, it's very manipulative and typical and do you want me to keep
going or

Rick: | think that’s , we’re sort of like, we're at a stopping place for the firsstoure

right. I'm going to go ahead and press stop.

Participant OK.

Rick: This is thesecond research questianWhat were your reactions to the violence
incidents:

ParticipantOk so my reactions to the violence were Ok, so think | need to go through a
few of the instances, um. The first time he abused me or physically abusexkme w
during my first pregnancy. So we had been together for a year. And | know now that
this is usually when battering starts. But I've heard

Rick | shook my head, oh my god (participant is laughing loudly), someone, that you
created a child with, you are still carrying the baby

Participant right

Rick that was my head shaking, sorry

Participantl, I, since then a lot of studies that usually battering starts during pregnancy
realize now that I'm nothing special. (laughed a lot) I'm not unique. So bgsigsdih

he started abusing me when | was pregnant. We had a fight over ants in the house, he
didn’t do the dishes. So of course | was being irrational about it then he pushed me. The
next time was during, within you know, quite a few periods, almost like a clump , in

succession while | was pregnant. We had just moved to America so this friend, gtese be
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friends, our best man at the wedding, had come to stay with us with a girlfriend whom
we’d never met. They, she had a lot of issues in regard to alcohol and they wanted to
party a lot. So they got really drunk, of course | was 6 months pregnant and waln't re
into that we were living in a little tiny place that’s probably the size sfdffice. So it

was, they were being really loud. | was tired. | told them, could you be quiet and he
actually attacked me in front of them. I think he was pretty embarrassedtabbugn

he literally made them pack their bags. He drove them to the airport, dropped them off at
the airport, came back and told me it was my fault that I'd ruined their vacaticihat

he had to take them to be dropped off at the airport. Of course, which | really fdlt that i
was my fault. | mean | was, | was horrified that he’d done that and of course you know
he told me he had to do it because of me, obviously it was all my fault. That friend didn’t
actually talk to us for 2 years and my, he made me write them a letter apwodio

they actually are now still friends. But he, we didn’t speak with them forr3.y&o

then after we had the baby he decided to of course this was the honeymoon phase after
the abuse so we had the baby within a few months he spent all of our rent money. She
was born on the 31 he spent all of our rent money on gifts for me instead of paying the
rent so we got kicked out of our apartment and of course that was my fault because you
know he spent that money on me and why wasn’t | grateful that he bought me gifts. So
we ended up staying at a friend’s house in their garage with the baby until thay ha
(garbled) roommate. They kicked out one of their roommates so that we could then move
in with these friends. It was a three bedroom house and we had one of the rooms. So the
next abuse incident happened so actually there was a good cluster of them during my
pregnancy and then right after she was born there was a lot of tension bechase of t
crying and everything . So we had gotten, | was trying to sleep anddreastfeeding at

the time, since she was crying so | wanted to get some sleep. And | thimk boa of

the room and said you know can you keep her quiet or something and at that point in time
my milk came in so | took her to take her back into the bedroom to be, to breastfeed her
hoping that maybe that would get her quiet and | could give her back and try to get some

sleep. He took that as | had embarrassed him in front of everybody in the living room so
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he followed me back and attacked me. We got into a huge fight. None of the people in
the house called the police. The neighbors called the police. He got me into the room
and was strangling me and | was screaming and had the baby and so the paice ca

And of course when the police came | had marks on my neck so they arrested him for
domestic violence. That was the only, ever time because of course that wasaalltmy

| had, even though | said to them, nothing happened. They saw, that was the beginning
of when they had to prosecute regardless of whether you would say anything or not the
law had just changed, | believe. That they had to take you away. But of courseeldecaus
wouldn’t be a witness they you know they can’t really keep him for very long. So they
told him of course that he had a restraining, we have restraining orders andahtie was
allowed to you know be around me. So we just moved. We moved out of the county so
that they wouldn’t have to deal with that problem anymore. And then of course, we
moved back to England. We came and forth quite a lot. So we moved back to England.
He told me | could make everything pretty there. My next start over. So the next
incident was very violent and that was when my, our oldest daughter was it was it wa
three days, it was the 92f December. That day is always, even now, it's a traumatic
day, | have major post traumatic stress disorder. So we were living in this eparm
England and it was a flat and it was just a massive flat and | could tell waheha

windows were as big as this whole wall. And there was a window seat. And the
window, and because the building was ancient, the window literally opened and there
was no screen or anything and its 6 floors down. 4 floors down is the bank, the roof of
the bank. So literally if you jump you are jumping 4 floors to the bank. So December
23%we have a party and | now know that most of the aggression was alcohol related. I'd
pieced that together later. So we had a dinner party and he had spent a load of money on
it. A case of wine for Christmas but of course he had to do things extravagantly. So his
extravagant thing for Christmas is that he is going to buy a case of wineneedanse

he’s just started enjoying red wine. | wasn't (garbled and laughing) so hedmats$ f

over and they drink most of the wine. He is very pleasant and fabulous and charming and

they are having a great time and off they go home and then something happens and |
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can't even tell you what happens but we’re starting to fight. And | decidertbat to

leave. I've learned that | need to leave. | need to exit. So | leave and | walk to my
parent’s house which is 5-6 blocks away. And I'm at my parents house and ifg tell
them he’s drunk and that | had to leave, he’s getting angry and | don’t want tedipht
leave. I'm pretty upset. So now he’s there alone, he’s drunk, he’s angry antehe’s t
alone with our daughter who is asleep. Who is 2, in a month she’s gonna be 2. I'm
thinking you know | need to go back and get her because | don’'t know if he’s going to
pass out or what he’s going to do if she wakes up crying. He’s obviously not going to be
able to handle her. So | go back. And as soon as | get in the door and I pick her up then
and trying to do it all quietly so that | don’t even, he doesn’t know that I'm there and he
hears me and he sees me taking her out of her bed. And he gets really angry and
aggressive and ushers me, somehow we end up in the room and he punches me in the
face so I'm bleeding. And I can't tell you where I'm bleeding from 1 kimw that he’s
punched me in the face and I'm holding our daughter and she’s is petrified and she’s
clinging to me. And then I'm on the window sill and and the window handle is here and
he’s pacing back and forth and he has a knife. And he saying I’'m going to have to
fucking kill you now. | can’t believe you're doing this. You're going to make me have
to fucking kill you. And I'm being nice and calm and I'm being, I'm just thinkihgs t

isn't happening. You know, all | have to do is keep her ok and so when you say how is
my reaction to the abuse, my reaction as far as I'm concerned is venatatim

thinking very straight now. I'm thinking survival watching him pace back anh.fort

And I'm thinking in my head. I'm thinking one of two things cause he’s gonna kill me
with that knife so | can’t let my baby see her mother be stabbed to death imathigsho

is still, he’s not even there anymore. His eyes, he’s possessed. I've nevanwbéng

like that and | don’t ever want to see it again. It was absolutely horrifyingas like

the devil was in that room with me. And I'm deciding in my head that the sméuitest t
that | can do right now is jump out that window and if | land right I'll make sure ligat s
dies so that she doesn’t have to any pain and hopefully I'll die too. And hopefully the

impact will be enough that we won’t have to do that. She won’t have to see me be
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murdered. And in my head that is perfectly rational (laughing) and um, there at that
moment that | reached to grab the handle of the window sill thinking if | gebtt rig

turned right, | can do it fast and he won't be able to grab me. And um, he dropped, he
passed out. He passed out right on the floor right in front of me and | jumped over him
and | ran out the door. And then the next day | went back with him. (laughing loudly)

and in my head | was so ready in time to never do that again. But the family aeflifen

that had happened in America | would honestly have said that would have been it. But
his mother you know this is now what the next day is tffe 24is mother comes over to

my house and says I'm going to ruin the family Christmas and how dare | leave him and
he’s so sorry. He didn't mean it. And | said to her, | don’t think you really understand.
He’s been to jail for this and she says to me, you're a liar. And so | think she’s right.

And of course he goes out and buys me all of these gifts and everything’s find and it
never happen again. | went way over the edge. | realize | went way over ¢haneldig
apologize, and | will never do that again. And | will never do that again. And | know,

and | know | didn’t believe it but | wanted to. And I\'m going to ruin this Christamaks

how in the hell am | going to leave him. At that point in time | wasn’t working | don’t
believe, he was working. So I couldn’t have left and | just, | know I'm trying tdyus

my behavior. | do. So the next thing that happened was a few months after that. | got
pregnant again. | had our second child. That right! And she was 3 so this has got to be
another year on, so he went for a whole year without abusing me. So our new daughter is
4 months old and his mother makes this pact that she’s gonna babysit once a week. And
she’s gonna babysit every Thursday night and so she comes over every Thutsday nig
and we’re supposed to go out and have fun. But of course, you know it’s all on her terms
and | don’t want to go out on this one Thursday night. And she comes over and of course
he loves the Thursday night because really what that’s about is going down to the pub
and drinking and | don’t want to go down to the pub and go drinking. I'd rather stay
home. (laughing and garbled) Now when | was pregnant with our second child he got
into a car accident and totaled our car. Drunk. He didn’t drive it drunk. He said he

couldn’t drive. He knew he couldn’t drive. So his friend who was drunk with him said,
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well I'm fine, I'll drive. So we had no car at this point in time. So we’re walkiogn

to the pub and I'm thinking | don’t to walk down to the pub. I'm getting aggressive and
saying, screw you, you go down to the pub. | don’t want to go down to the pub, I'm sick
of going out Thursday nights cause your mother tells us we have to go out Thursday
night. | want to stay home and I'm going home. And I start walking home all

determined like I'm going home! I'm not being told what to do. I'm no child. And | go
into the house and he is running after me and he has this big work boots on (garbled) and
I’'m like make it just in to the living room where his mother is sitting with our newborn
child. He grabs my hair and he is so furious and he throws me up against the wall and
he’s beating me and stomping on me and his mother is mortified. She’s never seen, she
didn’t believe it but now she’s seeing it. And she pulls him off of me and | can’t
remember if he goes home with her or what happens so I'm blank at that. But, my
reaction to the abuse is just, don’t feel. | was really good at dissociatiras really

really good at like Ok disappear. | can do it really (garbled) when | get iittcaicn

that is uncomfortable for me .... So at that point in time she told him that he needed to
go see somebody. And her, and she told me once, if he ever gets like that again that um,
yeah if he ever gets like that again you need to just come to my house and stay with me
the night. So her answer to him abusing me was | should leave with house with the
children and walk to her house and stay with her for the night. And | actually did one
night, go up and stay at her house a few months later, | think. Um, so then we move
again. We’'re always moving. We move again and we buy a house, our final move when
we bought our house in England. And uh, his mother sent him to the doctor to see
somebody. So he came back from the doctor and said that the guy says basidally tha
was crazy and of course that’'s why he got so angry so it was me. It wgsfault that

he abused me. And that he, that he just needed to learn to meditate and calm down. And
that maybe he should some martial arts or something. To get that out of his. Sisie

| believed what the guy said, he may have not even have gone anywhere, butdlaughin
and garbled) so another confirmation, I’'m crazy, I'm driving him to do this andlit’s al

my fault. So by this time I'm a total wreck and I'm absolutely a nervous wreck.
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actually go to my doctor cause I'm so stressed that | can’t even, llthiak having

problems sleeping, just major (stumbling over words) | had hit a level of tréuatnia t
couldn’t even | was a nightmare. It was awful. So | went to my doctor who told me
basically, we know all about you. And um, and he told me that | needed to go see a
shrink, | think. And at that point in time that was just confirmation that | wag/ re@ky

so | never went and saw anybody after that. | just never (spoken verynsafydible)

so that was, that was uh that was pretty much it except for the last incident which wa
when we moved to America. And now when we moved back to America we moved back
because my sister had left her husband . she’d gotten into a big house and she’d gotten
on her feet again and | came to visit her and | think, I think maybe ...(asked you a
guestion and you replied, no, I'm good) OK. | was thinking. I’'m wondering maybe if
subconsciously | really wanted to get some support here where | knew | wetinig) ¢

in England, you know. The doctor told me | was crazy and I think after my sistergeavi
her husband I really needed to see how to do it, maybe. Subconsciously anyway. But |
just, see | never talked to my sister about the abuse because | was so busgy keepin
making my life look better than hers. | wouldn’t admit to her what was going on. So |
was, really alienated myself from a lot of the help | possible could havengddut at

that point in time it was like how do you ask for help cause you've made everybing |

so fabulous. So we moved back here and what the last, the last major incident was that
we got into a fight and he grabbed my hair again and threw me again up against the wall
and called me a fucking bitch. And uh, I, I, looked over my sh, |looked over my
shoulder and | see my 7 year old daughter just standing there, just looking horrified. You
know she had such, she’s horrified. And uh, I looked at her and | thought to myself, oh
my god, she’s going to think that somebody, that it's ok for somebody to do this to her.
And | never equated that it was perfectly unacceptable that he would eveneriat

that. That it wasn’t ok. To treat me like that. In my head it was perfecgnahle that

he would be like that with me. But | never wanted her to think that and that was basically
what prompted me to to say I've had enough. It was because | was here, | hagt seen m

sister kind of get on her feet that | thought, even though I never told her what wgs goin
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on | thought maybe if she can do it then | can do it. She had four kids. She left her
abuser when they were 6, 5, 3, and 2 and | thought if she can do that, then | can. So
that’s pretty much. That was it the last.

Rick: this is going to be thiast questionwhat processes about family court exacerbated
the violence?

ParticipantOk basically | feel that the way that it exacerbated the violencelwato

the non response of anything and the way they pooh-poohed everything which really kind
of empowered him to really feel like again he could do anything and there eweneany
consequences and there were never going to be any consequences. So the first thing
believe was the beginning of him, what | believe could have stopped everything from
escalating is still, |1 still blame myself because uh, when he abductedilithen the first
time, the FBI wanted to prosecute him and | blamed, | begged them not to. And the
reason being was that | was scared that he would retaliate. | was sotfesdrfid was

going to retaliate in some way. Now it sounds ridiculous, because hello, when you
punish somebody for something, they’re really likely to do it again. So | feel like
actually really am responsible for the first part of him feeling engpedthat he could
really do anything that he wanted without having any consequences. And ultimately
when | did finally get to court in England if you could see his body language, henwas
top of the world in his element during the court hearing, during the trial. He albs re
cocky and laughing and just you would have thought he was just on the winning team.
He was cheering, you know rooting for his team. And | watched his demeanor elsange
the court process went through. So maybe | should kind of explain what happened for
you to understand. Because | feel that the American family court systaadtree
completely from the English court system. Which was really horrifyinignilya

situation, really wanted me to, wanted America to do something about what had
happened. Because | didn’t see the girls for 10months | finally found out how to do the
Hague convention myself. When you do the Hague convention paperwork it goes
through the justice department in Washington DC and then they give all your paperwork

to the country that is you know, and then that country takes action. And the Hague
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convention, | don’t know if you really know of any convention. The Hague convention
just establishes jurisdiction. So Hague convention basically a trial thatisises this

country is in charge of these children and where they are supposed to be cus¢ody wi

So my Hague convention was just basically to say you know either yescarmewhere

the children belong and they are the ones that are responsible for you know dehling wi
the children or you know England is where they are supposed to be and you’re gonna
have to you know go back to court here. The process was because my case here had been
thrown out when | tried to get custody of the girls legally here and the judgé do

anything and nothing ever happened. When he took the girls he went to the English
courts and filed for custody. So I find out that he’s getting custody and of courdishe t

the court in England that he doesn’'t know where | am. Well the English courts have to
find you, not like here where you just post it you know in the newspaper for 3 weeks and
then can’t find him, sorry you win. There they found me and sent paperwork to me. So
| get this paper and now I'm really upset because 1 — I've been told that | eamiy g

children and | don’t know, there’s nothing that the family court system here can do fo

me because it's not established but these new court papers that I'm seeimg/OK

written down that it's never been, we’ve never gone to court for custody. You need to
turn that over ( you replied, no we’re good) so that was what really instigated me 10
months later to find help. [, had kind of given up and become, you know, adamant that
there was nothing that | could do. | didn’t have $50,000 for an attorney. when | got that
lwas just __ to take some kind of action. You know, he was going establish that they
were there even though, you know I'd had them here all this time. So | startegl faski

help and | got, | contacted somebody who contacted somebody else, saying | got the
paperwork for the Hague convention. 1 still, | called Washington dc who is the one who
deals with it. They helped me. | put all the paperwork together gave it to them. They
then went to England and stopped the proceeding in England that were about to happen.
They literally go to that, they literally showed up at his house at 4 a.m. I'vediden t

went through the house. Made sure the children were there, confiscated all of their

passports. Yeah they took action immediately. And then a trial was set. Wellamd&ng
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if your child had been abducted to England, the English government pays for you to have
a representative and they pay for it in court. So | got, not only did | get asolneit |

got a barrister. Now a solicitor in England is like an attorney. A baristhe only

person that can represent you in a supreme court, which is where | went. | ended up
going to basically a supreme court here. So | ended up going, my case was taken, the
barrister that ended up with my case, was one of the main people that wroteuke Hag
convention. (laughed a lot) So, I'm a b, it took me this crisis to believe, I'm now a
believer in, | have a faith, | have my own god. I'm not religious and | defirhtale

come to realize that there is somebody that taking care of you. So all ofhHiimgse

happened in succession very rapidly. So when | get to England and they say that the
problem is now that there had been a case 2 weeks beforehand where there was a Hague
convention case where the child had been order to be returned to the other parent in
Sweden, and they were very concerned because it was a similar case to mine. My
children at this point in time were saying all sorts of things that their dachertl tb say,

that would allow them to stay with him. So they had really fascinating stavies, s

there were all sorts of things and they were very conflicting. One of thesstaais that |

had bolts, that | would bolt them into their bedrooms at night and not let them out all
night long. But then the other story was that they were so starved and | nevenfed th

that they would have to sneak out in the middle of the night to eat dry pasta. So the
stories weren’t working for, luckily he hadn’t thought out these stories vdty Wee

other story was that | was so lazy the house was so ____ that | just, | hadgipdes

of laundry and | would not do any laundry whatsoever that | would just buy them new
clothes instead of doing laundry, but of course then the story was that I'm so poverty
stricken that | couldn’t afford anything so | couldn’t afford. So there was #tiof

conflict of the stories, it just didn’t work. Luckily for very trained child (launghand

garbled) psychologist that interviewed them. And | believe that if they hadhesie

things here that | believe (garbled) | have no faith in the system hereoedets |

really have seen enough that if my children had told stories like that and my husband had

confirmed that they would truly believe it. So | feel like in the English coutésyshey
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really worked in my favor. They really were, they were horrified wiatd gone

through and how | had been treated here by all of the people that should have helped me.
So they had to establish that too. They had to establish that | had been trying to find help.
And | even had to go as far as calling all of these attorneys that | hdddaazad asking

them, do you remember me calling you and a few, there were two attorneysateat w

letters saying, yes she called my office and | couldn’t help her and | nesset fnom her

again. |told her that | couldn’t help her. So | had a lot of evidence that | had begn tryin
to get help. What ended up happening was that so when we get there to the court the
problem was that one case, a week before my case had been decided, the child was
ordered to go back. The child was the same age as my oldest child he did not want to go
back to the parent when they put him on the plane, he went crazy. They had to turn the
plane around. And so even though they ordered the child to be returned, they couldn’t.
At that point in time, they couldn’t. So they were, so they just basically said, 100K this i
what case has come up. This might be the precedence that this judge is going to take.
We really don’t think that you know, we really don’t think that you are going toaet y
children back. And you know, | just said that well I'm not losing anything by apmin

here. You know, I'll be, and | had made, | had made peace with whatever was going to
happen. | had really made peace. Um. And | was ready to just go home without them if
| had to and move on. Um. So we’re in court and I’'m watching as my, his barrister is
now realizing OK the judge is really in tune and seems to be, anything that nsyelbarr

said, he would say “:Oh, yes.” Where is Pacific Grove?” “Its near PebbtdhBea

“Pebble Beach!, | went to Pebble Beach once! Well it is beautiful there. What a
beautiful place that is.” How lucky — you could just tell that the judge was really

warming up to my solicitor and my barrister. And of course | see his body langtzag
shrinking. And | see his council really starting to worry. And there are agam som

things that had happened to where our case couldn’'t be heard immediately. So there, he
presented my case for the first 20 minutes so then it was like, it was lunch tinfee So t
judge said lets close for lunch and then we’ll take testimony and you know. Wgdl we

to leave for lunch and of course he, he realizes that if he loses, he is going to jail. S
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panic started. So he works out with his attorney to make a deal with me that | will not
have him prosecuted if | give up the children and there’s no actual judgment @hade y
That he will settle with me, give me my girls back as long as | promiséwhihnot
prosecute him. So my barrister of course words it and says to me he looks me @ the ey
and says, I'm telling you something right now. We’re going to sign this papeand

he says, you personally are not allowed to try to get him prosecuted. he sayshtd me, t
doesn’t stop me from prosecuting him, or wanting him prosecutor helping the
government prosecute him, he said. And it doesn’t stop the DA from just prosecuting
him. And he’s really believing the DA in America are gonna just be handed thiamas
prosecute him. He really thought, OK this woman has gone through hell, they'i@ gonn
correct it, they are going to correct all the mistakes that they've madeo $he English
government is trying to do what they can to secure that obviously they're thinking OK
the government in America is going to do something about this. They are going to make
sure the children are protected. They are going back home with you. He saidtthe mos
crucial part right now is that we need to make a deal how you're going to erdeng
children because this is the danger zone. Usually when we settle like thigstre\pi
disappear . And we’re in Europe and they can go anywhere. And so he is sayotg we g
to really secure the return immediately, like we got to get this sorted oute’&odweing

all of this, trying to get flights so that we are immediately put on a flight sartig it

was like, 2-3 hours of whirlwind of oh my god I’'m getting my girls back. So the only
time | felt victimized in England was when they called, it's probably theesas family

court services, they called a mediator to help us mediate transfer of therchibdregot

my solicitor and batrrister in, there’s these long halls, with these tablesnelver seen
anything like it here, but it's you know, - massive, massive, beautiful cathmdidihg

and there’s all of these weird so, so we’re in this long hall and they have thesg table
probably the length of this room before there’s another table and uh so the pamiet ar
allowed to be anywhere near the other party’s table. So we go off to anothewagbl

down the hall with the mediator and it’s just me and the mediator and him. And she’s

sitting in between us and he’s bawling. And this is the first time that it dinskil me in
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my head and | believe he is a sociopath, it was the first time that | reafiiered, I've

seen this crying before and it's so quick, he can turn it on (clicked her fingerd)utkie

was the first time it didn’t work on me. It was like | had, he had flipped thelsaitd

done a crying, but it flipped a switch in me and | just for the first time | justisa

game. And, it was a woman mediator and he cried like he turns on the tears and he’s
devastated and I'm trying to say, OK how are we doing this? You know, I'm very let’s
get the job done. And he’s crying and holding on to this woman and she’s caressing him
and he is so upset and she looks, and | say, you know,

Rick: She did actually, you're not embellishing this, she’s caressing him, he’s holding
her

Participant NO! This is happening! He’s upset, she’s trying to calm him and she’s
feeling terrible for his situation and I'm just seeing this scene dufiyg crap, | would

have so fallen for that. Like Oh, my God! (laughing) You know it had been so long, he
tortured me for so long, | can’t believe this guy, what a game. | mean, he would’'ve
gotten an academy award for that. And he’s saying, she just doesn’t understand I'm
giving up my children. I’'m like giving them up and (sounded like the participant was
crying — imitating the man?) and she said to me “can you have a little binpaglyy for
him? He’s got to give up his children right now.” And | laughed. | said are you giddin
me?” Did he feel sorry for me? This is me. This is me for 10 months distraught, not
being able to talk to my children. Him telling me that I'm horrible. | mean, [ust

evil,  don't deserve my children. | mean just horrible things. | had, luckilg itha
recorded, so that was more evidence. But she’s feeling this like I'm jsisteaitless

bitch who had, who was upsetting him because he was going to have not see his children
for a while. And I just, | laughed and | got up and walked away. And he tried to. It was
so funny because he was still trying to convince, maybe, or | don’t know if heatal

that point, realized just how much he glossed it, because it wasn’'t working on me
anymore. And | walked straight back to my solicitor and my barristeratrabs/n and

he stood over the table and at that point in time my barrister got up and said get away

And he was still trying to talk to me, you don’t understand, | blah, blah, blah. | was like
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(made mocking sound) and laughed. And really it was so empowering because the
barrister said get — go away from her. You are not allowed near here. Thisableyr t

you have to go over there. | mean he just said, go back to where — Back to where you
came from was what | was hearing, but it was like, go back to your solicitoargmot
allowed anywhere near here. And it was so, for me, it was empowering. Fowvage it

like | realized oh this is how he felt all of this time. And it was the only tieeet felt

like | really —

Rick that was a really great story. | really like that. I'm going to movearsggghough.

| hate to rush

Participant no, no | understand. That was, that was the only time that | felt

Rick — by a mediator in England

Participantin England. So next we have basically | think how he convinced everybody
else that | was crazy here, like when he talked to the child abduction unit. Ikeyas li

they didn'’t listen to, they didn’t care that he had done anything before. They kind of like
pooh-pooh it. Like, what he said was more important than the evidence that | had.
That’'s what | found that was so horrible was that it didn’t matter who | wasdeuilih,

was that they believed what he said rather than anything that | could have bheunght

You know, | had police reports, | had the police report where he had been to jail you
know, it was like, it was like none of that mattered anymore, because that walf’past
almost like, it's like, every time that he did something it was like, it vkas it was a

fresh start. We’re gonna start from just what he did just right now. And it's nobigery
Don’t worry about all that other stuff that he’d done. It was always crazy. Sthem

the other way he did that was when he wrote to the court. He had an attorney write to the
court and say, you know it's already done. They didn’t ever ask for evidence. They
never said ok. It could have been, it could have been from just anybody. How did they
know it was an attorney. | mean they just never inv. They never did, follow through
with anything, they never checked anything up. So next was the fact that he didn’t ge

prosecuted when we came here. They didn’'t want to. They never found him guilty of
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anything there because we stipulated, so they didn’t want to deal with it. Dogatone
turn it over yet?

Rick: it's getting real close. | keep looking

Participant ok.

Rick: not to rush you, but | may have to stop this and turn it over.

Participant no, no, no, no. That's fine. Ok so then because he lived in another country,
when we got here | of course then had to file court documents here to try to gdy/cust
Um and start all over again. The first thing they have you do is go to co-pardasiag c
Well, he’s in another country so he just can't attend. But of course, it's regulated tha
you attend. So | had to pay for his class even though he couldn’t go. Next they ordered
him because of everything that was going on, because | was still, because $tel W

was still scared he was hatching a plan to get them back, because he wdah&htalhd

talk to them and they would whisper and | knew something was going on. So | went to
court and said | need the phone conversations recorded, he’s, ONE | can’t even
communicate with my children for one. | mean they were just, they wouldnk gpea

me. They were so hostile towards me and then he would call, he could call every single
day. It got, it was crazy. How he was playing, he was keeping up that gémtbem.

And then he still to this day, really do believe that | didn’t want them and that the onl
reason | went back to get them was because they were happy.

Rick: so you're saying, can | repeat that back to you

Participant uh huh

Rick you said, they still to this day believe that you didn’t want them?

Participantthey do believe

Rick both your kids

Participant they do believe

Rick I'm going to turn this tape

Participant- ok

Rick no, looks like we still have 10 minutes left on that so
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Participant | still have not been able to address the issue. The other thing that he did was
that he constantly told them that | was, you know, | was, up until a few yegrhay

would still call me crazy. Everything was you're crazy. | won't allbem to say that

word. | realize that was really a trigger for me. So that word is not alldfredybody

every calls me that | just say no I'm sorry I'm not, please don'’t call megzan.

Because it really did affect me.

Rick good for you that you said that

Participant | really believe that words affect you. So, I'm of the belief, | gliess

cognitive thinker. So then the other thing was that there, he was having these phone calls
with them all of the time. And so he kept the, you know, spinning all of the time. And |
was really concerned that he was going try to get them again. Likéaake Not only

that it was like he was trying to give them information of how he could still geidyus
because it still wasn't established yet and that we were going toacwlthis is what you
need to say to get them to, you know. So | got it ordered, | got it ordered that the phone
conversations all had to be recorded. The judge ordered that he record the phone calls.
And then send the tapes to me. That'’s so ridiculous.

Rick what a nightmare

Participant so of course we get these tapes that are completely dubbed. You know, I still
have all of the tapes that he gave me which of course don't disclose all of the
conversation that he was having. So he got to record his own conversations with them.
Rick this doesn’t make sense

Participant | know it doesn’'t make any sense. Next was while they were ordered to do a
psych evaluation | had to pay for the psych evaluation and of course because he could
only come, like he has to physically fly in, so they didn’t have to do all of the testing on
him. Now I'm realizing that's completely irrelevant, I'm sure anywayse you can get
away with doing whatever you want with those tests, | think. So the tests that loe had t
do, he didn’t do them. And when he had his interview he admitted, | may have pushed
her around occasionally. So as far as I'm concerned he admitted the domesiieviole

Not only that, but | had the police report from when he was arrested for domestic
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violence. And so he had reported domestic violence, | had reported domestic violence
there’s a police report on domestic violence but in the psychological evaluatiofs, it sa
there may have been some domestic violence. Not, it's established there wglst, it mi

have happened.

Rick: so this is not a psychologist, this is an evaluator for family court services
Participant this is family court evaluation

Rick I'm nervous, I'm turning the tape over

Participant so the next part which | already talked about which was that the evaluator

said that there may have been domestic violence rather than there was dowlestie vi

And therefore, because there’s domestic violence we have laws that say..... The
children are supposed to go with the person who is not the perpetrator. That of course,
that doesn’t happen, which I'm sure you're finding in your, in your little study. here
Basically the next thing was after | got the girls back, the evaldatded that he

should have more time than he ever had even when we had we made up the arrangements
ourselves when there was no courts involved whatsoever. Which was he was having
them for the summer. Well, that wasn’t enough time for them to have with therr, fathe
they established. So he should have them for Christmas and for the whole of the summer.
So now keep in mind he had never paid any money in child support and | had had them
for 5 years at that point in time, with no child support whatsoever. And so, so when they
went to decide he probably should pay for child support, he was, you know we were
supposed to hand in our income and expense declarations and all of that. Keep in mind
that I'm living in a country, probably the most expensive county besides Bevesly hill
actually my apartment is the same size as my friend’s in Bevéldyahd |, we pay the

same amount of money. So I'm living somewhere where | have to pay a huge amount of
money just to provide housing for my children. But of course, you know, our system is
not set up to look at, you know, they just crunch numbers, that is a basic number. If | was
living here, maybe it would be different. But I'm living somewhere that is ridiaul

And so, he is ordered to obviously produce the same thing. Well, because he lives in

England it's done different. So he’s self employed so of course we can’t ever prove how
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much money somebody is doing for self employment. So they say, can you give us your
IRS forms. Well they do it different in England than they do it here. So he says. And so
“I can have my account write something.” So of course he gets obviously a friend to
write, ok he only makes this amount of money. So he was ordered to pay me $100 a
month. For 2 children which | have pretty much 90% of the time. And would they back
date it — NO. So they didn’'t back date it even though they had, when we refilled our
papers, they used the same number for our paperwork where | had established 3 years
beforehand, tried to establish custody, they used that case number, but they did not back
date it for that date. They decided, this is happening right now, this is the firstvpdpe
even though we dated back then, we're not going to do that cause he’s special. He lives
in England. So | got to pay for the psychological evaluation, $5,000. | had to pay for
him to attend the co-parenting class even though he’s not going to attend it and they
accept that he can’t attend it so of course | still have to attend it. Althoagle been

the one that has been letting them go to England and therefore, | have been cogparenti
they have established that | never provided, | never stopped him from havingtacces

the children. He did. I'm sure that he would have benefitted from a co-parenting
workshop, which | already knew about and whatever, so. That's how | feel like | wa

that caused a lot of problems and gave him a lot of feeling of power. And then the final
thing was that even thought he had abducted the children twice, there, when | went to
court, that was the first year that they had just begun the child abduction prevention
paperwork. That paperwork had just begun which is as you know the document that they
have to give a certain amount of money, sort of like a bond, they have to put a bond of a
certain amount of money for the children to be able to leave and that bond is supposed
to be spent if the children disappear. That money is supposed to be spent getting the
children. And supposed to prevent you know with this large amount of money, obviously
they are going to want that money rather than take off with their kids. Weallethe
custody evaluator said that he’s not likely to ever do it again, they decidedashaot
relevant. So there was no, there was never child abduction prevention order. So that

uh..... the part that was most angering about that was that the custody evaluator and the
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order actually finally said that if he does goes somewhere with them, he dias me

notice of where they're going to be, when the times that they are going leavéhat
telephone and contact information, and so of course the first year that he got them back
he ha, ha, ha, took off. The first time that he got them back, he took off to France. Now,
I've already told them that he had father and stepmother live in France, his anadhe
stepfather live in Spain. He could go anywhere. He could go anywhere in Eunagpe. B

of course, he’s not going to do that. So of course the first thing he did was that he books
them to go off to France. And I call and say, where the hell are you going> and he say
none of your f-ing business. And | don’t hear from them for 3 weeks. So | called, |
actually cause of my post traumatic stress disorder, | think | got in suchcampani

attorney didn’t know what to do and | actually called the psychological evaluatdefa

a message saying, | just need you to know that my children are gone agairafirydits

fault. |1think | made him feel bad. | kind of hope | made him feel a little bit bad. He's
now retired. And | just, yeah. That's pretty much it. Europe is horrified with éwegyt
that’'s gone on. They just really thought they’ll never come here again

Rick you got t he kids back?

Participant | have the children

Rick ok, alright we’'ve answered those then. I'm going to go ahead and stop the tape.

Interview Number 2

Rick We’'re recording. So when, as you read them back, if you want to expand or it's a
natural pause is really what I'm looking for, you make a hand signal, or any Koudipf
movement, that's ok, and then I'll just tell ya. Is that OK. OK, I'm ready.

Question 1

Participantit’s frustrating. Very, very, the whole experience has been very horrible.
And | need some (garbled) It's like we can’t never get out of this situatiorauBed’s

like we're still in it, because we are. They still know how to try and control us. And
then, (long silence) it is (spoke very low) mostly control by them. The couensystls

us to forget it and that it's the past. | had one kids in minor’s counsel tell me to that’s in
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the past that we just need to forget it and just move on. And | remember my response to
her was sure if you don’t want to get ifthatsthe  So how can we just
forget. We can’t forget. | don’t think they understand the situation. The thinge we g
through. | don’ think

Rick: that someone would say something like that to you.

Participantum, huh

Rick move on

Participant just forget it, it's in the past. Like nothing we went through is like whatever.
It's all in our heads. Because that's how they make you feel. You feel likeeytbe’

crazy one. You need to be able to just move on, cause you did something. You
obviously did something to provoke this person. | thought are you crazy? And that
Rick: so you feel blamed?

Participant yeah! They do blame us and so like if you say, oh this they did this and this,
they look at you like, OK, what did you? Or because your heritage, I'm Hispanic.

You're just acceptable for us so we should learn how to accept it and move on.

Rick: could you say more about that?

Participant uh, because of my culture the way we are Hispanic, you know, and the guys
always abuse the girls. That's just in our culture, that is how it is. And whenrtkey fi

out that you’re Hispanic, that just means you have to accept it and move on, cause that
just the way you

Rick: so the system, the people you interact with, the mediators the judges, those people
say, Oh well that’s your cultural stuff, it's ok for men to beat women.

Participant um hum. And they even got to the point where they told me | need to
thought how | dress and how I, people were like my, | shouldn’'t wear brown lipstick and
they told me when you go to court or whatever you need to not wear brown lipstick. And
| was like, why is that? Oh because you look like a chola, and | was like, | would never
be associated with a gang member. | my whole body, | always hung out with
upper class people | never even associated with these people that catagonzhis

because I'm Mexican?
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Rick: chola, is that the word you used

Participant Yeah, chola is like a gang member

Rick: a female gang member

Participantyes. And | was like what? | never got cause my mom had
always raised us to do better than being in a gang. We could never hang out with or
associate with Mexican people. | didn’t have Mexican friends, that’s the fhimgy t

And | never had a Mexican friend my whole life because my mom never want us to get
into that gang life or get caught with those people. So we were taughtfelkster

black will have our friends. And for them to categorize me and | thought are you kidding
me? Because | am this Hispanic girl now and it's ok for me to get abused? likev
swept underneath the seat because you're Hispanic. That’s what you're guppose
accept. That is just crazy. Um, they act like we asked for it. They reallyikiowe

did. They act like we asked to get beat up, to get abused. They act like it's our fault,
cause what did you do, what did you do? And like you're kidding me. What did | do?
Rick: they actually asked

Participant yeah! Yeah. They hear counsel, what I'm having trouble with right now.
She’s puts it all on me. I'm like you're really kidding me? It's all myltfa Like right

now, I'm in my situation because she can't, she told me cause | don't listen to Her. So
don’t listen to her, I'm in this thing longer. So | looked at her like you’re kidding me?
Like OK, whatever. Cause I'm not going to listen. Because | didn’t do nothing witong
know | didn’t do nothing wrong. But I'm just stuck now. Because I'm in the system.
I’'m stuck. And uh, | knew there’s this one judge, | . He asked me why |

had kids with him if he was such a bad person. And | remember believing, remembering
saying, cause they are good at making us believe they are not that bad pergon. The
control us when we think, they control us what we should say, they controls everything.
Like they try to fill our minds. They tell us how we should feel. You know what | mean?
Like, where we say this is not normal, NO, no it is normal because it’s all in gadr h
you’re crazy! You get to the point where one time my ex husband wanted me to go back

and believe | was crazy. He sent me to the doctor to try to get me somerPaxil
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something cause | had 2 personalities and | go and tell the doctor there is notmgg

with me and he take me aside and he said, what is going on? | say, he thinks I'm crazy
And I'm telling him I’'m not crazy because I’'m not live his life someveher get
tothe  ofthetimethat  breaking up and | was | don’t want to live this life no
more. And he said, | know you for a while, | don’t think you’re crazy but here’s thik Pa

if you want to take it. But | said no. | never took it and he brought it up to court. | said,
Diego, You took me to the doctor to get this Paxil. | never asked the doctor fordt. A
he’s like, yeah | know you never took it. Exactly. The judge said why bring this up then,
she never took it. Why bring it up. And | was like, that doesn’t make no point, right. No
I’'m not crazy, I'm just not taking his shit no more. And uh, they tell us what, likes | wa
telling they tell how we should feel and then even to this day even when we go to court,
he tries to control me, you know what | mean? He knows what buttons to push. So he’ll
do it and then when | react to it, see | told you she’s crazy! |told you! Andki'sdie

you kidding me?

Rick: he does that in the courtroom

Participantum hum. When we go to mediation he’ll say something and I'm like Diego,
you're the one who gets - whatever it is and he is like No, no. The he goes, | told you
she’s crazy, | told you. So he goes and shits on me and I'm like well Diego you know
what, because he uses his, his parents are pastors, so throws that up a lot. You know I'm
a pastor’s child, I'm the good one. And I'm like are you kidding me. You're théslevi
child, that what you ought to call them. Because he knows how to control you. He had
me to the point where my mom saw a change in my lifestyle. Like when kesh&rm

and then | was with him | was very, very (short silence) | want to say sigsitmore

like don't speak to me unless | have permission | guess for him. So like we were
throwing snowballs at a family function and he was like let's go. | was likel€K go.

That was not me. | was so tired of fighting | was tired of fighting with him. Sodilys

Rick: you were fist fighting?

Participant yeah, he was basically, first, at first it was | really love yaaally love you.

And he really got me believing well he really loves me. He would tell nteaatime, |
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really love you that's why we don’t have sex a lot because | really lave Aoy guy

would just want to use you just for sex. And | was like Ok and | started believing it.

Well he really does love me so when it turned to abuse, physical because he loves me,
cause | said something | shouldn’t have said. You know what | mean? And then it just
got worse from there. And then finally after 7 years of it | finally __ . Beocahben

he did it, he choked me in front of my son. He was like 3 years old. 3-4 | said that's it.
That was my | thought of fighting back. There’s something inside of you snaps, and then
you fight back. But after that | just started fighting back. | said thtatsm not going

to allow you do this to me no more. And like a year later we got divorced.

Rick: hmm

Participant | don’t know what it is. | was watching that Tina Turner movie and the same
thing happened to her. She was you know how she was getting abused and then that one
day that little thing when she just snapped and she started fighting lke back? | know
what it's like. You know what, that reminds me that choking from your dad, so we take
it, take it, take it. And there’s something in it that just snaps and we collapse and that
movie reminded me of me cause | remember when | threw that fit and dStghting

back. And he started knowing that he was losing control. Because | wouldn’t allow him
to hit me no more. That was my way of getting out. And now | don't let him tell me,

like I try not to let him control me still, but he still shows that he, he’s going thebe t

man. You know what | mean?

Rick: No. Say more about that.

Participant Uh, control to be the man. Like right now, my kids are taken away. Because
of __ he wanted my son. But the courts: you’re wrong you're just saying that. You
know | have proof from CPS everything is backing me up. It happened. And uh, but
because he is a pastor’s son, and he learned his lesson, so took a slap on his hand and he
learned his lesson and he won’t do it again. So now he has my daughter and my son.
What are you kidding me? Are you really kidding me? And they want me to just forget
about it and say | lied? That's what I'm going through. Because thegllang tne to

say | lied about the abuse, I lied about the his physically hurting me and gexuall
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molesting my son. | won't, | said I'm not going to lie. I'm not going to sitétend say

it just so | can have my kids. I'm not going to do it.

Rick: wow

Participantyeah. So this is a whole crazy mess.

Rick: wow

Participant um hum.

Rick: so are you done with

Participant yeah.

Rick: wow, I'm going to stop.

Rick: OK, so we are getting ready to read back. The question was what were your
reactions to the violent incidents?

Participant My reactions were when it first started | really believed | did Sloimgt
wrong. | believed it was me. (short silence) At first | was shockéc there’s no way
that this could happen to me. Cause | always told myself | would never get into a
situation like that. No way. This is not going on.

Rick: what was happening?

Participant when he first tried to, like at first, like | couldn’t talk with my friends, |
couldn’t — it started off slowly, not all once it happened (laughing) When we wstre fi
married it was like you can'’t talk to your friends, all your friends ares fl there was all
these reasons why. | couldn't talk to my sister. There was always onthafteher.

The family, | couldn’t take to my sister or my family, cause my fam#g wneally, really
close. So he basically isolated me by myself. And starts real slowlydeekclawe you.
Cause | love you. | really care about you | care about what kind of persoreyoBahe
started doing it and Ok, OK maybe he just loves me and then my friends all left.’sAnd it
funny because after | got divorced they all came back. And | asked them,dwoudi
guys leave me and because of him, they didn’t like him. You know what | mean? So
every time you came around we went to the mall because he was your husband. And |
was like, wow. How come you guys didn’t tell me what he did. You didn’t want to

listen. You were not ready to listen. And | wasn’t. | wasn’t ready to, when you're i
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there, you can’t see out. You're stuck in like this how do you say it, like a box and all

you see is what he tells you, what you should see. And then you can’t see. Oh, there’s
something going on. And he went No. This is all in your head. Cause he loves me. You
just don’t understand. He’s just jealous cause he loves me so much. Cause every girl
wants to be loved. That's all itis. We all want to be loved. And uh, like I told you, the
previous question. He, for years, he really made me look like | was crazyit wike all

in my head. For example, | remember one time | put my keys on the kitchen counter. |
know | did cause | always, I'm very creature of habit. |1 do the same thingmevar

again. And | put my keys, on the counter like | always do and | remember | went back
about an hour later to go somewhere and | went where’s my keys? He said | don’t know
where did you put them at? | said | always put them when | come in the house | put them
on this counter. Where are they at? And | looked and | could not find them. They were
like totally somewhere else. He said, see I told you, you're crazy, yakidre¢ — and

whatever. He would do things like that or he would tell me something, and like you said
this. No I didn't, it's in your head. See how you get things mixed up? I'm like what?

And | was desperate so. And | would always doubt myself to the point | knew | needed
counseling. And I told my counselor at the time and | said, | don’t know if | am just

going crazy or what but this is dadadadadada. You know and | talked to her and | seen
her for a year. She finally said (this?) is not truthful, it is not you. It'sanichshe
there’s something wrong, because it's not you its him and we found out he had a lot of
issues. You know, he just had a lot of issues that he was doing it on to me because he
knew she would control (orders?) . and then he got me convinced that | should see
a counselor, that's why | saw her for a year. Because the counselor didnwkab\wshe

was doing, cause she’s crazy. And | believed you know because | believeiagearr

and stuff and he would tell me | should just stop, so | did. | should never have stopped
and | stopped after a year cause he convinced me that she didn’'t know what she was
doing. So | said whatever. But she did, she made stronger than | thought | was and that
was when | started fighting back. And | started and that’s it. | did not allow hirt to hi

me no more. | remember the first time | fought back. He was shocked. He was very,
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very shocked. He was like what the hell. | said I'm not gonna let you hit me no more.
And then he did it, | think a couple more times and then he was like | was fighting bac
Rick: what did he do?

Participant he would shove me, he would slug me, he would pinch me, he would give me
bruise on my arms. And when he would give me bruises | was sooo embarrassed with my
mom. Cause | knew my mom would you know, make me leave and | had my
sonand uh, _ Iwould be getting bruises all over | wear long sleeved shirt, |
wouldn’t seen them for a while, | wouldn’t talk them for months. My mom knew | was
scared. She knew cause she said that did you change. And I didn’t realize thatnbut whe
they told how | went | was all quiet and I'm not a very quiet person. He would hit me, he
would slug me, he would basically when | was pregnant with my second son we got into
a fight and he hit me in my pelvis. And | was like are you kidding me? Then | ended up
losing, | had a . Like that, what he done to me. It was like the most you could
ever do to anybody. You know what | mean. Like | started hating him even more. My
daughter, because when | was my son, they told me not to be stressed. And my daughter,
he had an affair, and | went to my friends house, that’s when he was havingiawitff

my friend. and she told my __ that well his girlfriend hit him with a board, | go a
4x4? Yeah, and | got bruises, they hit me in my stomach. | knew they were éralig t

my daughter. Basically cause why you hit me in my stomach? I'm 8 monthaptegn

you know what | mean. Are you really freaking hitting. So he, | took it that ke wa

going to hurt my daughter. So they picked all of the wood up and some guy took like a
truck _ and they called the police and they took me to the hospital. And they told
me you need to leave, this is crazy. | had a scratch on my face, | had bruisey and the
were like you need to leave this is not normal. You got to think about your kids now.

It's about your kids now. They had one of those counselors come in and talk to me and |
swear | remember this talk because it was this girl who was hersdieand s

came and she had a cut right, a scar on her lip she said Lupe, | know you areyniat read
listen, cause I've been there and done that, but you see this scar and Ilsaifheaaid

this is how my boyfriend, not my boyfriend now, but he did the same thing. He cheated
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and she got a knife and she cut me and then it was like a big scar. You know, like |
remember. She said but you know what though, it taught me to be strong and | got out of
it. If I can do it, you can. You need to leave because this is not worth it. You know what
| mean. | was like yeah, what's next. What if you, what if she would have kijled m
daughter? You know what | mean. So that is when | left. | left after that amdrl ne

went back.

Rick: wow

Participant yeah, because and then he would hit my son and | would get, I'll always
protect my son. Like, he was like spanking him, in the schools and they would get to the
point where they wouldn't tell him anything about what was going on with my son if he
acted up because they knew he was going to spank him and he would spank him. And so
they even got to the point where they wouldn’t tell him nothing, they would tell me. The
teacher one time, my son’s preschool teacher, | never tell your husband anythimggbec
he’s too rough with your son, he hits him too hard. Like | know that and | had to make
excuses for him at that time because | was embarrassed at that timewaslike, |

know, yeah | know. And then uh, so she would tell me if it was my son | would deal with
it, | would never tell him because he started hitting him, he would ----- whenrtee sta
hitting my son | would fight back with him. | said you what? Me, thisismy __ this
is my son he won’t never touch my son and I'll always fight back for my son. And he
started realizing | was protecting my son. So he knew | would not let him touchdsay ki
(garbled — was speaking very fast) If I know that you touched my kids or agythi

wouldn’t let another guy touch my kids. He got me jacked up. Me, | could deal with it
cause I'm an adult. But my kids, no. They're too little. They don’t understand. And so
yeah. | think, yeah.

Rick: is that all the words on the paper?

Participantumhum

Rick: you feel like you.

Participantso once | went to counseling, she convinced me, it wasn’t me, like | said.

And ----- and | started believing in myself and | started fighting back.
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Rick: you would physically fight back?

Participant umhum. Basically | would punch him I would slug | would kick him. She
showed me some moves. She did. She showed me like go for the groin. Go for the eyes.
She said you have to. This is what you have to do. | said yeah. So she knew. She said
you're not ready to leave yet. So when you know you’re ready, you're gorvea léad

I never __ atthattime. And she said right now, you don’t to hear people, what they
tell you. Right now you're stuck. Because | understand. You have your famijypand
need to be by yourself and your son. You know what | mean. Cause she really knew.
And she said ok, but until you make that choice, I'll help you survive. So didn’t
understand at that time but now getting out of it | understand what she wa redli

Yeah so she really really did tell me that. And she never pressured me to leave him
because she said | know you're not ready. And that's what | tell girls thkgrget

abused, | say no, you are not ready. But when you are ready you will know when the
times coming because you know. You know. | will be here for you. But until then,
when you tell somebody something they are not going to listen to you, they are not going
to listen to you because I've been there and done that.

Rick: the victim

Participant yeah.

Rick: the female victim

Participant yeah the female victim.

Silence for a period of time

Rick: did you just get sad

Participant huh?

Rick: did you just get sad or were you

Participant you know | was thinking like my mom during my second birth, my second
pregnancy, she would give me a lot and | know its God to teaching us
something. | don't believe it was him, but | wonder if it was because of abuse ¢r what
where was God? | always have it in the back of my head.

Rick: the baby that died?
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Participantum hum. It had to be God, you know what | mean. So when | asked the
doctors, were likeitwas alotof _ you know, were you stressed. | said yeah, | wa
Because of the abuse. | know how it feels. | can’t blame him, because | nedatidb let
go. You know what | mean. But he does a lot of, he talks (?) me a lot, | should say.
Rick: how awful. | mean really, really awful. I'm so sorry you lost your baby.
Participantit’s really been tough. That's the sad part. Cause that’s the only
time, me and my 2 other sisters were pregnant at the same time. Sod tdaaght that

we were the

Rick: oh, cause their babies are now 12.

Participant yeah, they’'re 12 they are all born one month apart and that was the hardest.
Rick: I'm sorry that happened.

Participant yah.
Rick: are you ready for th&“ questior?

Participant ok.

| think, whey they tell you to forget. Like I tell you before they telliyeally this is the
______waytogo.

Rick: and who is they

Participant uh, the judge had told me that. The mediator did, uh, the kids minor counsel.
They all tell me forget it, why bring up the past. It's already in #et.pYou've already
moved on. So why bring it up. I'm like are you kidding. Then they make you believe
that if you do say it, you're crazy. You just say that to hurt dad. You just want to get
back. It's like you're kidding me. So all this is in my head. | just made up all of this
story. Basically. They make you really want you to believe it's glbur head. There’s

no way. Because if you tell me that| __ they turn everything around and they ask you
why did you let it go as far as you did. Why did you stay in that relationship?

Rick: they actually asked you that question?

Participant um hum. They asked me that. | was shocked. | was like what?!

Rick: who all asked you, do you mind if | ask that
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Participant no, no | was in court, it was in a hearing. | thought it was for. (word sounds
like it starts with S secretaries?) _ asked me why did you stay for as g a
did? If he was abusing you, why did you stay as long as you did? And | was like, What?!
And | was like shocked. Are you kidding me? Have you ever been abused. | don’t think
you guys have. Cause if you have, you know it's our survival. You know what | mean?
We stay because they tell us they will kill us you know what | mean. There’s nobody
gonna love you like | do. They tell you all this stuff and you believe what thgypte
It's like your survival. You know what | mean. | stayed as long as | did betausse
raised Catholic.
Rick: so you're religious beliefs
Participant my religion and my mom always taught us you get married, you're married
for life. Suppose you got kids, you will stay with the fath- the baby’s daddy.h&a |
that in my head. | had to work on this marriage. So then my point to myself is that | am
never going to have a guy, or ___ you know what | mean. That was my point of no
return. So | was waiting and waiting and | was praying to God please I|atithibave
an affair. Six — 7 years of that. Cause now | know | didn’t fail. | think that's iwha
was. Cause my mom always taught us you make your bed, you are in it. That was my
morals. And | did make my bed so that was my thing of | always told myself that

gonna deal with that. Butldid ___ like abuse and stuff | always thought about
____ because I dealt with it because | was trying to. | wanted my son to have a
and once he told me tell me about the sex abuse. | said | wouldn’t
anymore than that. So it was just stuck. So they really tell you to forget itaShepu
that questions. And | was appalled that they even asked those questions. They make you
feel like you're a liar, and like | said they make you get back at youusixggt back at
them. One time | went to mediation and | requested that
Rick: separate?
Participant separate medication. She yelled at me! Lynn Sensor(?) that ladyllste ye
at me! She said, why are you asking for separate mediation. I'm like bdtaused at

being abused. Have you looked at the history, there was recently abuse, a coupde mont
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before. And she said no. Unless within a week or two, we’re not having no separate
thing. And | said are you kidding me?! She said yep. And then | was like, well
whatever. But yep they tell you that to your face. it's like you have nokés$Hey have

no shame. Like its all your fault. You should have known, you should have known
better. Like I told you they asked me, why did you marry him. Why did you have kids
with him if he was such a bad person why did you have kids, why did you marry him?
Yeah, it was my mistake. But they don’t tell you that at the beginning. They dgn’t sa
this is the kind of person that | am. Here’s the contract. You know what | mean. They
don’t come with a warranty. | mean they don’t tell you what they are. You'redead t
believe what they want. Like with him, this was my bad. | married him 2 wetekd af

met him. Because he convinced me that he was a pastor’s son that he would always love
me, nobody’s gonna love me like him. That's right. Nobody loved me loved me like
him. Cause after him, | never let a guy ever kiss me again. I've nevemobealy

should be like this. Like that. | have some guys try to control me because they kno
they can’t control me. Cause | know I'm no now. They leave. I'm not
putting myself through that again. I'm not getting remarried becanssdared. | really
am.

Rick: you're scared to marry again?

Participantumhum. [I've been single, well, | have a boyfriend, but I've been divorced
for 8 years cause I've been scared. And he doesn’t understand. He thinks ling waiti
for him. I’'m not getting married. And like I'm you're sick because if Iiiave
got back to now, why would | go back to you. Soyeah,  think 'm wait for him.
He doesn’t understand that I'm scared. He jacks me up. He really is. Hikguét

don’t know. There are lot of people | talk to about the abuse about. They always don’t
want to get married again. this thing. (loudly) Hell no, we don’t want to go
through that again!  We all think the same way. It's funny how when peoplego
abuse, you know. Cause we kind of all have the same, same old (noise in
room). | started that. I'm like why are we all scared, cause we don’t avgothiack to

what we had.
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Rick: you don’t want to risk that again
Participantand | finally got my life back, cause I'm going to counseling right now. And
she finally said why are you scared to marry? | can’t understand whys likea

whatever. | don’t know, there’s nothinglike . Because I'm scared.

Rick: you're going to counseling? With a therapist?

Participant yeah, she’'s awesome.

Rick: that’s all the words on the paper, you feel like you've finished that question?
Participant yeah because what the courts they literally tell you because | think jus
because it your culture. Because my friend was white and she was goiamthfos

child custody, because she’s white, she said her husband hit her. Oh they made a big ol
deal , oh go to class. She had to do all these classes to get custody, or to see
the kids. | was like, are you kidding. When | said that, they didn’t say forget &bout i

So it's like two different outcomes.

Rick: you don’t understand why the Hispanic culture is allowed to have wife batterers
and the Caucasian culture’s not?

Participant yes. And | didn’t understand that. Because she was the guy she
was white. Because she said he hit he had to do the battery classes. | never done any
classes or counseling. She’s got 2 kids. And | was like are you kidding me?

Rick: did you have to do battery classes?

Participant no, | had to do anger management class. He had to, but he never completed
those courses. But | did it because it was court ordered cause obviously ydet cgn’t

of the past. | said are you kidding me? So

Rick: so that's why don’t have primary custody of the children?

Participant | can't let go of the past correctly. | can’t let go of the past. Thdiat W

told the. Is there a correctly class, give it to me cause | want to takewt.déll forget?

Rick: how often do you see the kids?

Participant | see the kids once one hour every Friday.

Rick: is it supervised?

Participant yep, I'm on supervised visits. Because I'm a wreak.
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Rick: you're a wreck because you can't let go of the past?

Participantthat and really the whole thing happened because | wanted to go to Texas,

cause my job is relocated to Texas 2 years ago. And uh, the kids minor counsel was

always on my side until | wanted to move. Once | wanted to move she pulled everything

and | found out she’s against me moving. She said . And so she, what she did

was she tried to say that it was all my fault, that I'm crazy that | bedtaeverything. |

was like, why did they assign you on my case for 6 years or 5 years becaus@gou

my side you believed that child sexual molestation, you believed the abuse. Theeone ti

I I’'m making everything up? So | was like whatever. She was the one
report out. Where (she is speaking so fast it is difficult to understand

what she is saying). I'm not letting you put thison me. 'mnot __ because you're

making your mistakes. You know what | mean. I'm not. Yeah when they tell you to get

over it. Yeah like | was telling my friend, she got full custody and all thiausecshe,

batterer, | was wow, are you kidding me? But my outcome was totally diffes® |

couldn’t, I don’t understand.

Rick: did the violence increase or the controlling increase

Participant someone told me, after I left him, that he knew that he knew that he couldn’t

control me no more, when we went into court he started controlling me like, try to make

me believe the stuff, | would come out and tell the truth. That it was the way. ithieas

would have a whole different story. Like the sexual abuse. He knew that my son would

go back to him. So So OK you admitted it. You think | don’t know who

touched him. But it was so all my family was there right now. My son was 5 atnihe ti

I’'m like, you think that my son doesn’t know who touched him. You know what | mean.

So like stuff, like he made it sound like it wasn’t even his stuff. Because I'm jealous

cause he had an affair. Are you kidding me. Did | ever fight for you and he’s like no.

Ok then that’s just how you felt you would __ it's over. He really had in his head

that | really did want him. And I'm like, you're crazy. You, you, got issues anddse t

to control me so bad that right now if he sees my family like at Walmart, oo

them to get, for them to acknowledge him. And he goes wherever I'm at. Litesf |
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facility (?) he __ where I live. All the churches. There’s a Jack in theidux r

here on the corner of my house. He goes to that Jack in the box not the one by his house.
And he can tell exactly where I'm at. He can tell me where I'm atevhe’s seen me.

I’'m like how can you always see me but | never see you. |told my counseloftat

said because you're not looking for him. He’s looking for you. | don’t understand that
concept. | was like what? She said, he is looking for you, you are not looking for him,
you're done. And honestly, (speaks quickly, can’t understand) | really move on, that’s
the sad part because I....I... and I think I've made peace with myself and I've dkalt w

all my faults (?) | mean that’'s what it is, | don’t know.

Rick: OK. I'm going to hit stop

Final statement | really think the court system, going through all of this, | always

believed the court system or the police or somebody  respect could not be no
wrong. You know what | mean. And then for them to let you down, especially when you
have abuse or something and then they say you got to deal with it special cade what
you call it high-risk case.

Rick: high risk

Participant when they have to deal with that, it's a whole different story. It's like they
don’t want to listen to you. They don’t give you time to tell your story. They doent

look at you, right away they look at you as a minority, that's what it is. You're a
minority you __ then come back

Rick: as you talk about this, the cultural aspect, ethnicity is big for you in yout case
Participant yeah. And they totally think | am a cholla, a gangster. They think I'm one of
those. And I'm like why? Because I'm Hispanic? And yeah, they're gonna | - and
just laughed and I'm like, if you knew, | didn’t come from that culture. “I onlylspea
Spanish...but right off the bat - do you speak Spanish, honey do you need an
interpreter?” I'm like what? Do | need an interpreter, what, WOW — (laughing

Rick: you've done a really helpful thing for me. I'm so impressed that you drove all the

way down from Sacramento. And I'm good, I've gotten all the information | need. And
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you look like you said this was good for you to talk about. So relief of some sort just to
sort of be listened to at some level.

Participant yeah, because we don’t have a voice in the court

Rick when you say we, who is we

Participant just mothers, or victims of abuse because

Rick victims of abuse, ok so that's we

Participant yeah, they don't hear us. Because we all have to be lying. There’s no way
we’ve all been abused . And if we are abused, it’s our fault because we stayed

Rick yeah ok

Participant because we stayed

Rick: I'm going to end the interview and we are going to stop

Interview Number 3

Rick: She is going to read baBlesearch Question 1

Participant

Being a victim of domestic violence is like having a stigma. The familyt system
makes you feel like a criminal, uh they put you under the scrutiny, they have bglen tau
not to believe when there is a custody dispute, in claims of domestic violence &gpecial
that are made by women... so in a few words: You FEEL ALONE. You feel like
basically you are an actor, on center stage, and the spectators hate your act.

You are humiliated, you are stripped naked of your rights as an individual, ybngs$ee
are not validated, your evidence is not taken under consideration, the gravity of you
situation is diminished.

After a while being in Family Court, from the victim you become again vizgohi This
time it is by the family court.
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That is a pause, can you expand on that for just a minute, what you just read. You sort of
paused there, can you say more about that?

Participant:

Yeah its very ironic that you put so much hope in your judicial system and that the
judicial system is there to protect your life and you find out that you can’tin to the
system and nobody really believes in your claims nobody is there to acvaily

investigate farther to find out what has happened in a situation and just everyhusly wa
to set it aside and just get there to that 50/50 custody and just terminate it.

Rick: be done with it

Participant Be done with it but if the other party makes a claim like in my situation
where the father in retaliation filed a domestic violence claim againsasss lon no
evidence no police report, nothing. Then the court sustained that and kept it for 3 %2 years
in the system.

Rick: with no evidence?

Participant with no evidence and then they even made a ruling on it and granted the
restraining order against me.

Rick: for three years?

Participant Three, it has been actually for 3 %2 years.

Rick: Wow!

Participant And the father falsified the content against me for sending two politesemail
regarding the uh day care verifications and for the nonpayment of the daycare and othe
accusations based on again no evidence. And the judge after 3 %2 years when these
claims, they were filed, he made a ruling and he found me in contempt in 5 counts and
he’s going to order on"Sof April 26 days in the county jail.

Rick: you are going to jail?!

Participant I'm not going to go. | am not going to go. | am going to fight it. | have a |
took an attorney and he is going to prove the judge he is totally wrong and he is doing a
huge misconduct of judge.

Rick: so that is going to cost you more money?
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Participant Yes, another $40,000 only to defend this.

Rick: $40, 0007?

Participant yes

Rick: That was the retainer fee you paid for the attorney?

Participant That is what he told me it is going to cost. | paid him for the initial
consultation $5,000 and | have to pay him another $5,000 and he thought the judge is not
going to accept a new trial. We have to go to court of appeals to be another $40,000 on
top of this so it is going to cost me, if we go to court approximately $80,000 and | already
spend $70,000.

Rick: my goodness. You must have a good income.

Participant 1did __ my savings for the past 20 years. That's where it came. And my
401K is totally depleted now.

Rick: Wow

Participant: So this is the court system.

Rick: Ah, I'm sorry | asked two questions, and I'm glad but Ok can you remember
where you left off?

Participant: Yes,

Rick: Thank you so much. This is very important, what you are doing and I, | am very
honored that you are doing this, so please continue.

Participant: So the court what it does is raping you from your constitutional rights and
you are at risk not only to be exposed to more action of violence as it was in my case
from the actual perpetrator but even to lose the custody of your child. And thescourt i
threatening your plan the plan that if you are continuing to expose the violente whic
they consider it unfounded even with the police report they threaten you that you are
likely to lose the custody of your child. So the Family

Rick: Could you say more about that please?

Participant Yeah. So what is happening is like in my situation um because the actual
perpetrator could not access me to again abuse me uh through his community he puts

people to follow me he had an individual one evening when | took out my son out of the
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car threw a bottle of wine and it passed inches by my head and it was witnessed by
somebody who immediately called 911. He had people coming to my apartment and
threaten to actually take my life, kill me. | had people following me to tbleasmge

place and it was witnessed by my attorney and staff at the The police went home to
that individual and again the judge say next time if this happens | will take draconian
measures but again denied my restraining order again and again and again. And for 3
years | had to live under constant fear | put cameras around my house | had to buy a
home defense gun and | had to always change the way | would you know going and
Rick: traveling

Participant coming back home. And live under this constant fear because | knew the
system is not going to protect me | have to do it myself. And you feel, it's s@bitrr
feels like | fought for 20 years to come in this country where it sayonggow America

is the country where it is the freedom of speech and where people they havietheir |
that's what their ancestors fought for and this is American and this was so digigugpoi
to see that America that was my ultimate to dream. That it doesn’t evert pngtec
constitutional rights. It doesn’t matter that | am a foreignerll lhstve a green card here
and | came to actually bring my knowledge which | acquired in Romania and imBaoitai
build the economy in this country and this country didn’t pay for my education. And |
have tried like everybody else in this country but | am stripped of my rights as a
individual and as a woman. And to me that would, it was something unbelievable that
there is nobody to protect me. Nobody to protect and even the judge. And the judge
being so biased | am consider it what have | done to you because | am a woman, is it
because the way you’'ve been taught not to believe in the claims of domesticeviote

is it because you yourself went through a divorce 2 years ago? What if itathgogn

that because the father of my son is coming from an Islamic religion and tlee judg
claimed ___ is it that the Shariah law coming into our court system through the back
door?

Rick: so Muslim judge and Muslim husband? Is that what you just said? I'm sorry.

Participant yeah. So...



253

Rick: so you think they might be using Sharia in disguise

Participant | don’t know but | saw the judge in multiple situations now with sexual
abuse where the mother and the father are both Muslim and he is taking no action in
contrary he is granting 50-50 custody and | went to talk to this woman | befrieeded h
and it is horrible in that case. The boy is 8 and it is unbelievable we, we, you know, 90
percent evidence. | cannot 80d the judge still granted 50-50 custody.

Rick: Do you remember where you left off?

Participant Yeah. So the Family court what from my experience is they believe in the
smooth talker, the controller, the abuser, and especially the people they have enough
money to get himself a tough lawyer, who will make you look like a villain inyfast

know the actual victim is made to look like a villain, an hysterical person, arianfd
mother, a mentally unstable person. And-t-does-notmatteY gouPAST does not

matter anymore, your good conduct it doesn’t matter, your professionadiattitdoesn’t
count, the testimonials that vouch for you from friends from your church from yolr wor
the witnesses that support you... nothing counts anymore in a family court. So your are
becoming, otherwise you are given a new identity. And it is all in that jugg@isr.

The power of the BLACK ROBE, that kills the RIGHT of being a Mother and a
WOMAN, the right to be protected against the abuser.

So you are totally alone and you just feel sucked in a BLACK HOLE with no return t
the LIGHT.

Rick: Black hole.

Participant and that's how it feels that you entire __ there everything, you assets, um
your savings,

Rick: everything

Participant everything it your energy, your hope, your total hope, you had this
huge hope as a mother you bring another human to life, you know, it is a child who needs
your protection and you feel that you basically you cannot offer it unto your bhtld t

protection. And that uh really sad. | mean some people that are in that situation | have
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been there in the first year | was there. | was desperate | didn’t knovgeaihgtto
happen to me nor my child.

Rick: um desperate

Participant | had, yeah. And | almost had a nervous breakdown because | was | felt
cornered.

Rick: you felt cornered and this was did you say how many years ago?

Participant So | started in going to court in 2007

Rick: goodness that is a long time. | am so sorry for your pain.

Participant yeah, | have pain.

Rick: yeah, are you OK?

Participant no response

Rick: OK. This is very important information for me and | appreciate you shanwvithit
me.

Participant sounds like she is crying — lots of sighing

Rick: Do you need a break or would you like

Participant No that’s ok, that’s ok.

Rick: Research Question 2? Are you ready

Participant Sure, sure. Yeah.

Rick: you just let me know if you need a minute to relax?

Participant No, no | am OK.

Rick: Probably while you are writing I'm gonna get up and make myself anatpesfc
coffee and if you want water or whatever, OK. | am looking for the essenceaadey
doing a nice job. You like man, a black hole. You know, you really | think you are
catching this just like | would like to get it. Your ex-husband was violent with you and
so | would like for you to talk about and there is no time frame on this either before
during or after family court whenever, what were your reactions, whatyeere
reactions to the violence.

Participant OK
Rick: | am just going to step over here and | am going to stop recording now.
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Question 2

Participant So first | would like to mention that myself and the father of my son were
never married. The first incident started when | moved in with him after about 4 to 5
months of dating. the incident started with some kicking a garbage can, kicking the wall
and throwing the iron at me. | was very fearful and run outside of the house and try to
get away in my car. He jumped on my car, hitting and kicking and | didn’t get a chance
to close the window he grabbed my hands through the open window. He is 6 foot 1 or so
and he took the keys and forced me to go back in the house. He was jumping he was
totally on my car and | was really scared because it was the fiesttiran | see that face

like really like a wild animal with no rational behind his look and | was reallyeddar

started to hyperventilate and , | was totally shocked . | felt powerleasseebe would

not let me go, he would not um drop his hands from around me and so

Rick: so he was

Participant yeah and he was doing it harder and harder and I, my heart, | was so scared
that | was really, | felt that | am going to faint because | couldeathe anymore and |
started to cry and | was screaming for help and | was asking him to letd gehen |

started to the moment he loosened his um grip and

Rick: and so you gasped

Participant Yeah, | was gasping for air

Rick: OK and that's when he let go, OK

Participant that's when he let go and | started to cry and I it was like, the way to
describe it is like that calm before the storm, you know you see the emotionsisibade
building up, you don’t understand it why the person is getting so angry from a normal
form of question that anybody would ask in partnership and you know then you ask
another question that you know the breaking you know the, all of a sudden the break of
emotion.

Rick: so suddenly after questioning it's just a total change?

Participant A total change,
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Rick: so no rational

Participant so then the storm hits. You can’t understand it how a person could just
suddenly have that explosion of anger from just a question. And

Rick: when they weren't like that just a minute ago and then suddenly whoosh
Participant exactly

Rick: OK

Participant exactly and um its um you know after all the break of the emotions and the
violence that is happening is that you know it is like a cycle then the personimngdtart

you know to feel in a way powerless and they start to pray for your forgiveness.

Rick: OH, Oh perpetrate the batterer

Participant right, and then he starts to pray for your forgiveness and what have | done?
You know | am really sorry, and you know for , for me being that the first thing he done
even so | was confused, | was really, it was a person | really felt in loheand

Rick: a nice person showed up and asked for your forgiveness

Participant right, and he , and he just had an outburst of anger | am totally shock and
then | don't really know what to do and you know it that fear, that you know well what if
it going to happen again? And you know after the first thing you kind of try to give the
person the benefit of the doubt and then you know the person is trying to manipulate you
that it is your fault that you are provoking these reactions

Rick: to blame you

Participant and then you know is that you kind of start to take that blame that maybe it
is my fault

Rick: you believe it

Participant You know | am asking these questions, you know maybe he is getting angry
that | am asking him you know why are you doing this things, you know all theserwom
are calling you at home, uh why are you not telling

Rick: Those were the questions you were asking him that made him mad?

Participant Well, another question on the first incident it was he had some friends over

for some drinks and one of his friends say that his dad went to Romania and other
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Ethiopian country and that he was having sexual acts and you know that’s with the
women that are really cheap. And you know, first of all | was insulted bedwi%se t

being it doesn’t mean all the women are the same like in every other country lyou wil
find these type of people that they will do it for money. And he was telling of the
Mohammed was my boyfriend that they you know they should go together to eastern
Europe and they were talking more about to Romania and | thought that was very
disrespectful toward me as a woman and as his girlfriend. And after eveiydddift |

say to him that I, | explained to him how I felt. And I told him also that IHeit and |

felt disrespected and | felt that he would really go to eastern Europadrodtike

visiting my country with me he would go for a different purpose and that's when ytou tha
his anger erupted.

Rick: and that is when he threw the iron and

Participant right and then he actually had done a big hole in the wall

Rick: OK

Participant and that's when I, that’s the huge reaction

Rick: OK

Participant So you know to me they were like normal questions and you know a normal
conversation you have with a man you are dating and especially you want hindateval
your feelings, you know if | feel that way we should be able to have a normal
conversation and it wasn'tlikeinourcasea ___ manneritwasn’'tthat _ and what
have you done and so forth. It was trying to explain to him how | felt as an individual.
Rick: yes, yes

Participant and that was for me one more | think it was | more surprising you know to
see that reaction

Rick: that he had such anger, yes | understand

Participant so later on you know there wren other incidents that were happened, but um
| think that the second incident that was more dramatic is when we arein __ before

Christmas and actually he got very upset that | was crying. | wamydsgicause um you
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know he really didn’t consider to buy a Christmas present for me and he only dated
Christian women and

Rick: so you need a custom

Participant you need a custom and it's something if | was celebrating his holy days,
Islamic holy days, you know | felt that he could do the same, especially yog iivi

united states and he knew how important Christmas was for me. And | felt hurt and | was
crying because | was, | was also questioning what am | doing withuhisAnd | was

really thinking at the table in the front room and | was really soaking my eyesdbea

told me to stop and he was already in bed and he told me to stop and I just say | feel hurt
and | can’t stop. | was just crying and he got so mad he jumped out of the bed hd grabbe
me from the table, he pushed me really hard against the wall and he put his hands in my
neck and he was trying to strangle me.

Rick: he was actually closing off your airway?

Participant he was closing off and | was, again, | could not breathe and | just, |
screaming and banging on the wall and trying to get his hands off you are iki#ingtop

and again it was like trying to gasp the air that is the moment he let go. And lméshad t
wild animal look that is just, at that moment | said this was really clogdinexcould

be that | might not be alive and that was the moment when | decided to, | have to move
out. And after the incident to meet with the entire change of the person, the lemige c

we were like 10 floors up 10 or 11 floors hotel in las vegas and he went on the balcony
saying that he is going to jump and commit suicide and

Rick: because you left him

Participant yeah, if | leave him and because of this what happen

Rick: Oh, oh

Participant But | knew he, deep inside | knew he wouldn’t do that because , | just knew
Rick: you felt it was an act

Participant Yeah, that it was an act. So you know, | had to go on the balcony and he
was pretending he was going to jump out and then | tried to pull him back and he was

not like going over, he was
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Rick: you were a little afraid he would jump

Participant | was a little afraid .

Rick: OK

Participant | was a little afraid, yeah. But deep inside | knew that it was an act that a
same time my concern was | was so scared of heights

Rick: especially 10 or 11 floors

Participant but one of my concerns was what about if he is going to, putting on act that
he is trying to push me out?

Rick: you became fearful for your safety

Participant | was fearful. | was really fearful and | was really sddrdidn’t know what

to do. | am thinking what about if he is going to you know do something another fight
here in the balcony and then say it was an accident.

Rick: goodness

Participant so | was really scared. | really didn’t know what to do and | try to kind of
calm him down and get him in the hotel and

Rick: and nobody heard this and came to your aid

Participant no, nobody came | banged on the wall

Rick: you were banging the wall, | heard you say that, wow

Participant so and | was scared because he is a tall guy he is a really tall guysnd he’
been in the merchant marine in Iraq and | was really, that night it was tiessoamy

life | would say.

Rick: that was the scariest moment of your life.

Participant I'm scared and that moment also in the balcony it was you know are these
seconds when you think what if he is just playing, he wants to push me over the balcony,
you know you don’t know what to believe.

Rick: throughout participants statement above kept saying yeah, yeah. Aftétéwha
believe” Ricksays: | want to clarify something. Twice you said it got to the point where
you were gasping for air before he let go. Does that mean that you wegd@pass out

and die or
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Participant yeah, | felt like | was passing out | mean | felt like suddenly reatpdil

felt like it was a high sound in your ear

Rick: a noise a ringing pitch

Participant right like that | felt a tremendous heat and I just thought that if he is ¢gwing
push even harder I'm not going to make it.

Rick: my goodness

Participant and that, it was the end. The worst part was that after you know | wanted to
get out of the room, he would not let me.

Rick: he kept you hostage

Participant He did not want to let me, he would say No | don’t want you | want you to
stay with me here | don’t’ want you to leave and we had, there were two like dhambe

| wanted to sleep in the other bed and he said would not let me. He put me to sleep the
wall and even when | got out at night to go to the bathroom he came with me. He
wouldn’t let me go out of the room, out of his sight and

Rick: what was that like for you?

Participant It was, you when you feel like a prisoner, you feel like a prisoner and that is
the fear, the fear is really it is very big. | was starting to think how cowdddpe. You

start to think what if | try to run and you know and that little door how that the medal it i
kind of hard because it is the first click and it doesn’t open and when and | am
thinking that it is not going to give me enough chance to get out and what if tbatds g

to feel even a more angry and | am here on really 10 or 11 floor and he could say that |
was drunk or something and he would make it look like an accident and he will get away
with it. And | was all this like you know your thinking is so rapid um you feel really
totally powerless and

Rick: powerless

Participant Its and it's you feel as though, that uh that | was getting my heantvhsat
getting really fast and 1 just, you don’t know what to be the best thing to do ithaads
______inmy mind things of escaping but I didn’t know what would be the best option to

take and I'm thinking if maybe | just do what he is telling me to do maybe therlhe wi
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calm down and he is not going to hurt me. And would that maybe be the best thing
because there is no way | can fight with him | knew that. There is no way limean
couldn’t even resist. And | knew that there was no way you know

Rick: so your only option was to do what he said and just go back to sleep

Participant Yeah. And the worst part was that in the morning he actually you know
basically raped me because we didn’t, | didn’t try to have consensual sexinviand he
forced me to have sex with him and it not only that but that was the moment when
actually my son was conceived and it is very clear because first of aithulmy

former fiancé before we met, we tried | tried to get pregnant and it dippeheand now

| shouldn’t have got pregnant because it was in a way it was a time righhaftesrmal
female menstrual cycle but when | go to my doctor she said it is becausblpraha

were in such a tremendous threat that your ovulation had produced earlier bethese of
stress you were under.

Rick: oh | see

Participant and it was also, he was the person we were taking precautions. | was taking
precautions with him and he’s done everything in that morning kind of to show me that
he could control and my feelings they really don’t count. That you know he is the one in
control and he decides what he is going to do and that was you know it's a very strange
feeling and you know you can’t talk to anybody about it because you know you feel even
my friend, | felt if | would tell them about this experience, um they would look atnehe a
they would say Brindusa why didn’t you leave him before you know we told you that he
is not the right guy for you that you know they would blame me and | thought maybe you
know | deserve this because its true | haven't listened to any of them anavitbt#tyis

guy even though deep inside | knew he was not the right person for me. Uh he was not as
big on having the same educational level, he was not the type of person really | should be
involved and how am | going to justify what feelings that I've fallen in love with him

they ask me for what, why? Because he is a good looking guy and so all this ....

Rick: it sounds like he blames you. It sounds like you are afraid your friends are

blaming you and now you are blaming yourself.
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Participant Yeah and | was blaming, at that point kind of blaming myself

Rick: gosh! Wow!

Participantand you know [ just didn’'t know what to do and after all this has happened in
the morning | told him | want to go home. | don’t want to stay anymore in bed. | just
want to go home. And | called my best friend uh and he said why are you calliagcher

| said because | need to wish Merry Christmas to her. | need to call her aad she i
Romanian so | call her and | said you know | need to pretend that | am minding you
know here, because he is here with me and he doesn’t want to let me out but | need to
move out tonight when | get home can | please come to your place? And he was there
what are you saying and | said he is going to ask to talk to you so | do not say anything
what we talked about so he insisted to talk to her and wish Merry Christmas.

Rick: um.

Participant so you know that is when | told him that | really don’t feel comfortable to

stay anymore there and he decided too that it is best to return and that evening when we
got home you know | just didn’t even tell him that | was going to leave. | went and took
few things and when he was taking a shower | actually took my car and went to my
friend. Cause | was so scared of you know what is going to happen and then next day
they decided her and her fiancé, because they are older, they decided tatbome to

get to help me to pack some of my stuff and you know I, he, he allowed me to get things
but not with them and at some point you know when | was packing and | took a bag like
with my with some items like cosmetics, he pushed me in the wall you know and he said
Oh Oops you dropped your box. So there were um

Rick: very mean

ParticipantYeah very very mean things

Rick: intimidated you

Participantand I, after to, you know that | stayed with my friends for 2 weeks and um |, |
realized it was a delay in my cycle. It was actually that timeag lefore it was

something

Rick: actually figured out you were pregnant
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Participant Yeah, and that is when | decided to take the test and | found out | was
pregnant and the bad part it was understand that you know my friends in a way wanted uh
| don’t know what it was but my friends decided to tell Mohammed that | was priegna
without, without you know finding out first from me that would be something (-
able)

Rick: right

Participant in her mind it was that its best that if he knows that maybe this way he is
going to go to counseling and change his attitude. And that was a big mistake and uh it
was a moment of - and so a decision he wanted me back. He said he would go
counseling and anger management plus

Rick: did he go? Did he go to counseling with you?

Participant No, no.

Rick: K

Participant so when | decided to uh | was still not sure if | wanted to go back but I still
had a lot of stuff at his place and | said | would stay | would not move back | could come
and stay temporary to see how that things would work.

Rick: giveitatry

Participant give it a try.

Rick: so you were kind of stuck, weren’'t you? You were pregnant, you didn’t know, then
at the same time you had your stuff over there you couldn’t get.

Participant and hedid __ He decided to go and actually have a talk with my friend
that | stayed at to go and talk together and um ask advise and then maybe thatestart t
some you know to go and see a counselor. It was all a facade becausehe  and at
the end what he has done basically he said that he wants me to have an abortion and he
would want her to convince me to have an abortion.

Rick: wow

Participant and the next, | was in the process of to buy a house. So | was looking to buy
and | was going through the paperwork and he came back that evening and he told me

that he, that he was very grateful that he metted my friend that they talkée @oesn’t
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want me to buy a house that he want me to stay together with him that he is going to
work on himself but it is best for the child that if we stay together

Rick: goodness

Participant it was something unbelievable to me a normal person would not do that.
Why would you build hopes in another person? Why would be uh so mean to another
human being? |, there is something | would probably never understand. But he knew
that the next morning they were supposed to meet with me during the next eveying the
were supposed to meet with me to tell me to have an abortion. That he really didn’t want
this child.

Rick: goodness

Participant so I, you know, | felt something was not sincere. | don’t know I felt, call it a
woman intuition

Rick: yeah. This is so important. This is really good information. Thank you so much.
So is there more on the papers or did you kind of cover most of it?

Participant I, | think | uh, uh I just say about the blame and | wonder if it was my, it was
my fault and what | think it was, | was ashamed. | had a, | was ashamé&dhbat

stayed with him and it got to this situation and

Rick: how long was this for? That you were ashamed and you were struggling with this,
how, how, was that like 6 months, 2 years...?

Participant It was, well it was about 8 months and then after the last incident then uh it
was a period of time when | didn’t talk to him and again it was for my pregnancy uh, you
know

Rick: Itwas __ goodness gracious that's a long time

Participant until, unitl | gave birth.

Rick: alright. How are you doing? Can we move to the next question? Do you feel like
we finished that?

Participantyeah. We can. I'm sorry | didn’t
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Rick: NO! you, please don’t apologize. Thisis. You are doing great. You are doing
exactly what | am asking you to do and that is fabulous. Thank you so much. So | am
going... do you need to take a break or

Participantno I'm

Rick: OK, alright. So here is the last research question and | am going to hit stop.

This is the read back of Questidtesearch Question number 3

Participant So what | feel is that the family court system had increased the conflict
between us and | feel that his anger is increasing instead of diminishing.

Rick: do you have a sense of what, how that, how the court process is doing that?
Participant well | think it, one of the thing is uh because initially he had uh the visitation
was supervised. Then, then his anger, that he was not successful in tharfivatlyéhe
custody that make him even more angry, that’'s why so he had all these people

Rick: so he had to do this supervised visits first and then complete the treatment
program?

Participant No. No he was not asked to do anything, no program. The only reason he,
the court made him have supervised visitation is because he threatened on several
occasions that he would take our son out of the country. And because three individuals
that he made these statement to, they came to court including a licensecedayp\ader

that is the only reason the court had granted supervised visitation.

Rick: you had primary custody, then?

Participant | have primary custody, physical custody, but he gots visitiation rightg eve
other weekend, you know vacations and so forth and

Rick: ok. So you think that going back to court, sorry that | am interrupting you but
Participant no, no, no that's OK

Rick: so going back to court increases the anger?

Participant going back to court increases, definitely increases the anger and especially
uh for depending and so what the other person is trying to achieve. I think for him and so
having to pay child support, having to pay money which uh which he never wanted to do

that is uh has really increased his anger.
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Rick: and what is that, how do you experience that anger increase? | mean, what does he
do to you?

Participant Uh apart from putting other people to harass me that has happened for about
3 years

Rick: right, right

Participant he has been filing so many malicious papers in court from stating that | want
to kill myself, kill him and kill my son, to and that what actually the judge sayhtha

believe and granted his restraining order that his life was in danger. Th#teva

restraining order he granted in January of this year that

Rick: against you

Participantthat it was valid. That he believed in his claims. That’s correct. Till, so

from, from this type of filing

Rick: and you never made any of those threats?

Participant | had never, even, we had an evaluation with a psychiatrist that was
appointed by the court

Rick: yes!

Participant and actually this judge selected a psychiatrist

Rick: yeah!

Participant he selected and he was so disappointed when the when the evaluation report
came that he disconsiderated it totally. He disconsidered even the reconiomeoidtie
psychiatrist who actually recommended to the court that | get full physiddegal

custody. He said that uh, he believed that Mohammed suffered so putting my paranoia
and he is not a good candidate for psychotherapy. He commended my, | mean he found
of course with me some issues but he commended me he said for the level of empathy |
had for in general for people and also for Mohammed and that | never spoke any bad
things about Mohammed and he was totally surprised that is what he put in the report that
usually people blame each other for everything happening into their lives and you know
its always, they have to deal with it. And uh he also talked to the FBI agent that was

allocated to my case by FBI and of course accused me that uh | was lying alodut i
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he said the same | cannot disclose the information we have on this individual but we can
tell you that he has the profile of a kidnapper and we do have other information on him
that we cant release unless it becoming a criminal case.

Rick: Wow!

Participant and still the judge called me a liar in court.

Rick: wow!

Participant and even with this report. So | said well if, if with the subject matter expert
is not believed and this report that we paid money for is not even taken under
consideration by the judge, then you know who else he would believe? So that was uh
one of the issues we always had but every single motion he would file, every single
accusation he would bring then you know the judge had more sympathy for the for
Mohammed than he had for me. Even though, when it was like uh very substantial
evidence that he would put people that demonstrated that the guy was stopped by you
know was stopped by a terrified mom ___ also by my attorney who saw that this
individual was following me because | just had an appointment with my attorney and we
were reading this evaluation report and

Rick: yeah, yeah

Participantand he saw this individual following me He Muslim he you know he has a
video cameraon his __ and still the judge refused to take any action.

Rick: goodness gracious

Participant so it was , it was something that | felt I'm you know I'm fighting with the
____,with the wind, | don’t know

Rick: you are fighting with, say that again

Participant fighting with the wind mill

Rick: yes, windmill, I got ya, yes

Participant and I, | just, | just that is he waiting for something drastic to happen and |
just I'm hoping that that is when | went and bought | don't like guns | hate guvesnt |

and bought this home defense gun.
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Rick: you fear for your safety and you’re afraid something is going to happen, Yes
Participant and that is what and that is what has been my concern and its its really tough
when to live like that its really tough. And its been and also to have this, this fear that
when you know that when the child is old enough he could take away and leave and my
son has been telling me for the past 6 months that his father is keep telling him that one
day he is going to live with him and he doesn’t need his mommy and he’s got a big
family and he’s keep telling this to our son that he will take him away from mk and

have to live with this fear because the, even the FBI told me that through the open
borders there is nothing they can do. He could leave at any time, out of the country.
There are no checks through the Mexico border or Canada borders and once he’s out its
very hard to bring my son back because none of the middle eastern countries are, they
respect the Hague convention or there are no signatury of the Hague convention. So...
Rick: my goodness!

Participant so it, you know, the judge, you know what the judge told me why I don’t put
the chip implant, implant a chip in my son? And __ they have not even been
validated or recognized by the FDA. What am | going to put a chip that they put in the
dogs? They say it ridiculous! PAUSED so, he, and in, in the last judgment he make he
say that my claim are totally exaggerated and inflamed that he doesentebielr a

second that my son would be taken out of the country.

Rick: and what is that like for you?

Participant for me that, that | feel, you know what else can | do? If that happen? You
know, | would just have to, uh raise a lot of money to be able to if | would be able to find
mercenary that would be willing to go with me to Jordan or Iraq.

Rick: that sounds scary

Participantand I, | talked to somebody who is the children were taken away and she had
to do that. She had to go to Libyan to bring her children away and it is something that
Rick: she had to hire somebody to go get the kids?
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Participant yeah, she has been in the papers, yeah. And I talked to her and it is
something that the two of the mercenaries they were arrested and it thisgmeu see

in the movies, that’s for sure. That you have to go

Rick: you said surreal earlier

Participantit is surreal, you have to go with guards, you have to do a lot of training to
know how to shoot and you have to go there and you don’t know if you are coming back.
And it is, it is something it is not a fabrication, its not a paranoia no matter howttie c

is trying to make it. |talked to the district attorney from San Jose, Juligiivda and

she tried to talk to the judge to tell him, to explain to him the real danger and how much
they deal with situations that these people they wait until the child will be 5, 6, 7 and
they prepare for a number of years to get out of the country.

Rick: you are talking about Muslims?

Participant yeah, and how many cases they deal with and how many they actually
manage to stop. Because not everybody is so lucky to have uh, uh, you know a relative
that they work for airline that __ every single day the airline and you know, he didn’
want to listen. He actually really did not want to talk to her.

Rick: did we cover everything that you wrote?

Participant Yeah, and what | know the one of the important thing is that the saddest part
is that he takes out his anger out on our son for several years. And unfortunately until my
our son kind of became to an age where he could really tell what is happening and one
day when | pick him up and he had marks on his face, and when we do the exchange at
the, in front of the police, he went straight to a police officer and he came out of the ca
and said, my dad punched me in the face. And he had a mark and he asked me, he said,
Mam | will take a registration number, you have to go and report this. | went and
reported. | told, they passed me from police to police because at the end | haal to go t
where the child, where the father of the child lives because they say thats w

probably had happened. | went there this individual took my son that it was less than 4
year old in a room and my son was very scared to say anything. Then they told me tha

my son is probably confused, that he say that yes | was in my daddy and my mommy
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because they forced him to call the father’s girlfriend mommy and they bprediane.

And | said well if he is talking about his father’s girlfriend, but we don’t know thattl A
then they assigned investigator. He called me and he told me that | cestly d
understand you complaint. When | was growing up my dad was beating up all the time,
was actually slapping us and it was very normal for our education. What is withng wi
you people these days? Oh so if he does get slapped now, that’s a reason foa a filing
claim of uh abuse?

Rick: the CWS worker said that?

Participant no, the investigator from the police.

Rick: Oh, OK

Participant so

Rick: guess maybe | can see a police, its not right though, if. Absolutely not

Participant | --- garbled

Rick: who --- good for you

Participant the chief of police, exactly

Rick wow

Participantthey don’t do anything, that is the problem of the system. Child protective
services they, they came, they talked to me they went to the father ezl tabther

people that they withessed when my son came back and they got his father and his
girlfriend they beat him up and at the end they say, well, um it is that the report was not
clear, they didn’t have enough evidence. Um and | wasn’t the one who filed thaalai
CPS. |took my son the next day because he was very traumatized. | took him to the
doctor and he was, he was in a very bad shape, in a very bad shape. He was, he wasn’t
even allowed a doctor to undress him or to take his pants down. He went under the table
and he was crawling like this and he was screaming, do not touch me! Don’t touch me!
And the doctor said, | am sorry but | have to call Child Protective Serviceshsogiet

not right and she looked at his face and said this is something is not right withthis chi
And now they are using this | making false claims to CPS, uh I'm harassirajltee. f

PAUSE Therefore he needs continuation of a restraining order that the jucysss c
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did not grant it. PAUSE... and my son has tremendous problems in preschool hitting
other kids, and ____ punching and in the face and kicking and

Rick: goodness gracious

Participant and he is only, now he’s 4 %2

Rick 4 v, he’s still little. PAUSE. We covered most of it?

Participant Yeah.

Interview Number 4

Participant It was horrifying. It was unstable. Constantly living in fear. Veryhed

felt misunderstood. | was ignored. It was being on a roller coasterltris@de me feel

very doubtful, that things were my fault. It was a lot of chaos. | didn’'t know if yoa we
coming or going. Things were unexplained. Feeling of being in panic mode. Whdch lea
to being isolated. Feeling immobilized, like a vicious cycle of the highs and lolesd

to being very mistrustful in people. And insecure.

Rick: it's a pause right there, could you say more about that, if it's ok | want to move
that microphone a little close. Is that OK?

Participant  Sure

Rick: | going to get up and move it. What was that, you just read about mistrustful of
people. Is that what you said?

Participant Yes. (length of silence) mistrust of people when you're young you told
when you need help you call the police. When you're young you're told if you ngeed hel
you call out and you reach out for help. And when you call and you're not given
assistance or help or you're ignored, that leads to a mistrust in people andeires syst
that you were supposed to be able to trust when you were told always to trust.

Rick: thank you. Is there more to what you wrote?

Participant there was very angry, um it was | think helpless. It was surreal; the
surroundings around me were very surreal during that point in time. Confusing. And |
didn’t know if | was coming or going with my children through the system. Ifglist

like a vicious cycle and when was it going to end.

Rick: did you cover what was on the paper

Participant | covered what was on the paper

Rick did you want to say anything else about that

Participant (long silence) very scary. Place to be for a mom with her kids

Rick could you say more about that

Participant a piece of paper or our system can't really protect you. When somebody is
going to be . And that’s a scary scary place to be when you decide to pick up
and leave just with your children, for the safety of your family. And then youttreis
system that supposed to help you to protect you and they fail you and your children.
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Very very sad. That being | have two children. A 17 year old now and my youngest 9
year old. It's sad being, like | separated from my 9 year old since he’s beenhsslliB

have my 17 year old son. Very sad. | was just thinking he’s a broken for that to be a
result of domestic violence and a broken system. The combination

Rick; you don’t get to see your children

Participant | don’t. Sad

Rick that’s very sad

Participant yeah, very sad

Client is smiling but tearful. I'm going to stop, OK

Participant um hum

Rick this is the answer to tlsecond questiorwhich is “ what were your reactions to the
violent incidents?”

Participant at first with the domestic violence it didn’t start out that way, so the answer
to that question, really is twofold. my experience. Because it actuddyositar
with the cycle, very complementary. Everything looks very good on the outside and uh
but you're gonna be happy, you're gonna be rescued your knight in shining armor. Uh,
that’s the white picket fence, the car, the ocean view home, the whole 9 yards.afs it st
out actually very lovely looking on the outside, but behind closed doors it's a different
story. So | guess with the cycle being it starts off with the honeymoornvangheng

great. It starts to, things start to develop that you didn’t see beforest ofirjust

ignored. Ignored it and made excuses and justified, it get justified, justified alet of
behaviors and I learned to really enjoy the work. And my outlet is going to mynoh, I
courier and at that time | was fortunate enough | took my oldest son to work eveth m

lot. Because | didn’'t want to leave him at home. And when | was pregnant | éelt saf
enough because | was pregnant and | had my other son by my side with me. Sa It was
coping mechanism and | exercised to escape at times it was very lveavig igo down

to my mom’s and take a weekend trip and just try to get out of the house. | didn’t know
if | was coming or going. | felt trapped, my reactions were frozenh @t the times |

would just end up because he really didn’t really know what to do because
things were so off the wall he just would

Rick that’s a pause, can you say elaborate more on that?

Participant well, I'll never forget the time | was in my garage folding laundrghat
washing machine and dryer and | was locked in the garage and | knew | was froten but
continued to just fold laundry.

Rick he locked you in the garage

Participant yeah. So | knew at that time | knew | was just frozen when | didn’t react to
try to escape | just continued to fold the laundry like nothing happened. Ultimately it
lead to me leaving, my children at 6 mos of age was my youngest son and | was in my
older son’s room saying prayers with him and he had doesn’t remember it. | asked hi
he doesn't recall. | always wanted to know more about it what it meant to him and he
just said mom, why aren’t you protecting me? Those words — crying (not audiiude}

was at that time | knew | didn’t care where | went but | just wanted outint dvant
anything and | had prayed and prayed that something, anything would open up, to just get
out. And between the children, | was scared because | just felt like | didn’thigant
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relationship not to work out. And I'm gonna raise 2 children on my own. But yet

(crying) place, more damaging to stay for my children and myself. So omggst was

6 months this year | was (not audible) held over my head and he would take him from me
and would do everything in his might to take him from .. but I knew | couldn’t stay.
So | left. Ultimately | took the boys down the street to an apartmenteataagh by

where he could still see his dad and that where | could just close the door and have peace
and quiet which I thought | would be able to close the door and have peace and quiet. |
was just trapped in another home.

Rick can you say more about that?

Participanttrapped and living in fear. The chaos. Being exhausted. Being, leaving my
son to go see his dad, picking him up and not being old enough yet to really be with him.
And he’s still trying to nurse and he’s still trying to take care of him, dealitigthe

abuse through his father through him. Dealing with trying to raise both the children.
Rick when you say abuse, is it physical abuse or was it more of a control, locking you up
and just terrorizing that way?

Participant | was abused with more emotional and physical abuse. There was some
point in time physical abuse would only I’'m not going to say what only abuse is abuse
but would be preventing me from leaving the house

Rick kept you hostage then

Participant | guess so, that's the accurate way to say it. | guess me wanting toebe the
The subtle forms of abuse, | would be washing dishes and and like God’s done a lot of
healing in my life. | used to hate washing, | used to love washing dishes, but | used to
hate washing dishes for a very long time because every time | would washitlishe

would register to my mind the garbage disposal going on on my hands. I'll neverforget
was washing dishes and ( tape misfed)

Rick: research gquestion three. We had a technical glitch and we are going to redo one
and two after this. Ok, please continue

Participant so the process about family court that exasperated my particular experience
through the court system is two-fold because | was not only in family cowatyfear |

also was in the juvenile dependency court for a year. And those two systems are tw
different birds. So it more like what part of these systems of the prodessnfiy

family. The system is cookie cutters. Case plans are cookie cutterayehayt tailored

for individual families. There’s the cookie cutter and they place it on eadly famd

some of the issues aren’t even the problems in the family so they are vexlystiare

orders. Court orders weren't enforced even if something is on a piece of paper in my
situation, they weren’t enforced. And if somebody didn’t obey the court order, they wer
just told, don’t do that again. There was no sort of back up of reinforcing what was
ordered. So it was a constant going back to court or just oh well, you go show up to pick
up your child and you’re waiting an hour, you’re waiting two hours.... There’s no show.
And you just wait. (silence)

Rick what’s going through your mind right now?

Participant waiting and waiting and not knowing if my son was going to be returned to
me or when he would be returned to me. Then trying to get the order enforced and
everybody would find, well it could have been read this way or maybe you just didn’t see
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him and he was there. And with all the excuses people would make for a simple order,
here meet at three o’clock, you be there at three o’clock. Sure error fginmeah,

half an hour late, things come up but 2 hours later. Two hours later. Or not showing up
at all. Not showing up at all and then you're just there and oh the order could have been
misread. It could have looked this way. Go back to court to get it more clearlyhwritte
out so we the police department can read the order. (silence) the systenssithat ar

place in family court systems from my experience was the issues ipauiic case my
children. (silence) was just that you're just a case. You're not people. Youae not
family, you're just a case, you're just a number. Let me shuffle you through ared we’
going through our day and we’re shuffling cattle. And they had their agenda aré they’
going forward no matter what is going on in your world. That's my experience. It
became not even about the case, my children, this became about their system and them
making sure they check off their check, that they’'re doing what they’re suppoded t

To protect themselves, that they did everything they were supposed to do in tleeir sys

to cover their bases. Attorneys would be joking with attorneys. The good bags syst
can’t cant’ bust the system, can’t say something’s wrong against anotiteegtbecause
they all work with each other. They're not going to give it up. They don’t do it. Even if
it's wrong what they’re doing. Court appointed attorneys never meeting with your
children, but making recommendations for your children not even knowing your kids.
Not even knowing what your kids are saying. Not even if you asking to meet with you
child to hear what they’re saying, they don’t do it, but yet will make a recowfatien.
Attorneys not even showing up to the dates you are supposed to be there and you're
sitting there waiting and there’s no attorney there. You just close one charitost

open a whooooooole different chaos. And then before you knew it you're just so
sucked in to it and you're in the system going through their rigamarole. Bxdngpu

have to do this and that. (silence) good thing it's not independents. (silence) in tight
knit communities, in small communities there’s so many conflicts of intanespeople
involved in cases, in my case specifically had nooooo business being involved in, should
have excused their self , shouldn’t have been init. Corrupt. System is corrupt. Special
the juvenile court system. Instead of money. (silence) not about doing truly the
right thing by a family. (silence) but their job is to truly protect childnem put them

with abuse people or abusive people. (silence) a lot of times parents haveetiuty tr
protect their child, looks like the crazy parent, especially women. Everytbexygpod

and bad and all, there a lot of women that do a lot of horrific things. And there’s a lot of
men that do a lot of horrific things, but you sit down and talk with a child and listen. And
when somethings not matching up with paperwork, not matching up to who you're sitting
across the meeting and your reading something, something | would very caution people
to look at, cause what certainly is written in a document is not always the tnlghce}s
attorneys didn’t follow through, judges didn’t follow through. The court orders that were
made and the abusive parent walks out laughing and now even more chaos they cause,
they can still abuse you but they did not directly indirectly (not audible)
and they use abusive tactics along with a broken system, double whammy. (silence)
conflict of interest is a big one. In our case we were guided to get custodgiters

done. You got a court system they automatically in some cases they say we don’'t know
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what to do here, you're gonna go get a custody evaluation. When the parents, or the
party involved in the case, is dating somebody out of that office, that would be a big
conflict of interest. A psychologist has nooooo reason to be the evaluator on our case,
but she was. | later found out.

Rick: she was dating you're ex?

Participant her intern was. The intern in her office was. He was good. He was really
good. He knew what he doing. He ended up dating somebody else in the child welfare
system as well. (silence) yeah.

Rick you feel like you reached the end of that

Participant | have! |wantitto be clear that court system —juvenile court
system raped my family. Raped is a very powerful word, but that is what happened to
my family.

Interview Number 5

Rick If you would, please read back your pages and then at the natural pausdgust eit
fill in either what is going through your mind or if you want to expand on what you just
wrote.

Participant OK

Rick: and if you read to a part where you just don’t have the words and you need to

make a sound or a gesture,

Participant like

Rick: yeah, yeah exactly OK good
Participant OK | said this, the Family Courts in both jurisdictions I litigated in were
perplexing. That's an understatement. Um but it really is, it was perplexigg.asé
originatedin __ County. My daughter at the time was 5 years old. My ex-husband
had been violent with me and with my teenage son from a previous relationship but never

with her. And this is where I'm going to expand because | really did not know how to

articulate this, but one of the things | could never figure out was why he wastwiath
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me and with the teenage son, but had never harmed my daughter. And uh, | didn’t have
an epiphany until much later and | was very honest with the mediator, which laill re

that to you here in a minute. And | did tell the mediator, honestly | had never seen him
strike my daughter. And | knew that there was some problem with him and then much
later | realized what it was and | did include it in what | thought the issubutasy

daughter was, had been a toddler, a kindergartner up until this point. So she was very
compliant. But, | felt that she was at risk because as she’s growing simedsemore

will full. And then her trigger temper on the part of my ex-husband seemed to kick in
when there wasn’t compliance or there was some argument, which you woulthget fr
wife and which you would get from a teenager. But, not from a compliant 5 year old. So
that explained to me why at the time, | mean | was honest, | didn’t say kehkeatvery

day. |said he has not, but, you know, but | didn’t know that at the time. But it made
sense to me all of a sudden. So anyway, | had copies of police reports | also had an
emergency protective order. Not at the time, but these were copies of docuraents t
came up during the relationship. And the attorney | had at the time said the mediator
would have access to these, including a confidential CPS report. | brought copies wit
me to the mediation session. My ex and | were seen separately. To my surprise, the
mediator refused to look at the paperwork that | brought in regarding the domestic
violence, saying they hadn’t been filed with the court. While my attorney ellgntua

filed them, | decided to become self represented after that lapse on hidquaghed) |
thought | don’t need to pay you thousands of dollars to mess me up like that (sounds like

she may be crying now) because usually the first mediation session kitd tfestone
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and it creates the status quo. So that was fatal. He was from another, he was from
county and he may have been unfamiliar with rules of court or whatnot. | had
actually known him for a number of years and he did specialize in family law buthe sa
(loftily) “Oh, no, the mediator will have all that information.” Then | thought, giiea
mediator has and ____ | want to talk about it and she’s like “oh no, we’re not going there.”
| said OK. So anyway | became self represented after that. Those wapee/entually
filed and then when the judge saw them he ordered a limited scope evaluation to see if
there would be a finding of domestic violence. | waited for almost a yeaneuer heard
from Family Court Servicesin ___ County about the limited scope evaluation.
Rick: ayear
Participant It was 8 months. But it did become a year. So uh | just patiently waited
because you don’t want to make a pest of yourself with the people like that and | had
never been through this before so | didn’t know how long it took. | thought maybe
budget cuts, staffing, and un
Rick so you were intimidated a little bit
Participant well | didn’t want to, like when you call Family Court Services, there’s a
recording saying you can’t talk to your mediator and it is kind of like we don’t twant
talk to you anyway (laughed) It was just kind of like back off and sit over there and when
we need you we'll let you know. And so | din’'t want to appear to be aggressive for
anything like that with them. And since | had never done this before | didn’t know how
long it was supposed to take. And of course | was self represented then so | just had to

rely pretty much on google to figure out how things worked. You know that was my new
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attorney it was google (laughed a lot) So anyway after 8 months, that wabkehe

thing, 1 was concerned because | had heard from my attorney before vaewsysethat

my ex-husband who was now living herein _ county was thinking about getting
the case transferred hereto _ County. And | found out through Craig’s List, not
Craig’s List, Google, that uh some counties handle these limited scopes ofiexndhta
house, which __ county was going to do. But other counties outsource them to the
private sector. And we had been ordered to pay for this limited scope evaluatiok, | thi
the judge said $200 and some for me and $300 and some for my ex-husband, which was
manageable, but when you read about counties that outsource these things youngre talki
about thousands and thousands of dollars and no really no, no custodial determination is
made until that happens. So it is almost like if | don’t get this resolved inotlngycand

| end up havingtodoitin ___ County will | need to come up with $12,000? You
know, so | felt like it would be unfair for the new county to have to deal with this because
in the police, | had a whole list of witnesses, you know law enforcement eftlcar

came to the house, whatnot and | didn’t have the financial where with all foraghem t

come and testify here in you know It was really important that even if they
determined that this was the correct jurisdiction that at least that a$jtclot done

there. And as | felt, | went to the family law facilitatorin __ County to &sit do

| do, I've been waiting and | need to have this done before and then of course red ex fil
for the change of venue. So the family law facilitator who helped me withcaneatt

she was a bar member and she was very, very nice and very helpful but it wag thfficul

see her because in County it is very different from here, if you need to see the
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family law facilitator, you have to line up outside the court house before 8 o’clole& in t
morning and they only see the first five people in line. | am not kidding you. They only
see the first five people in line so | would get up in the dark you know and put on a coat
and hat and gloves so that | could be one of the first people and it took me about three or
four tries before | got to this gal. and like | said, she was very helpful and she asked m
for my email address. So | gave her my email address and | actuallyfoidrgut until

much later that she was an attorney. She was very laid back kind of hippy like you know
and | thought she was some clerk that did paper work or paralegal or something but she
was a real bonafide bar member. And so about 10 days later she emailed me add she sa
that she apologized that it had taken so long that apparently Family Court Seadces h
received the request from the judge but they had completely forgotten about it.afnd th
they only did five per month and that there was a que and they couldn’t put me in a que
as if had | been on the list. Since the judge ordered it they corrected the problem and put
me in the que then and so it was imminent but there was still no date. And the poor dear,
when she sent me that email she had been corresponding with court employees about my
case and the judge, and in fact her office was in between two judges chambers. And so
she had emailed back and forth and her boss, who is also an attorney, wrote something
really nasty and she, in other words, the attorney that emailed me insteachgfi'sayi

sorry there was a delay, you're in a que, it should happen any day now, you know be
patient. She did say that, but what she accidently, she didn't create a nevoensil t

She sent me the whole thread of confidential stuff. The judge was very professiona

that you know this is to be given a high priority. Then her boss, who is an attorney said |
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am so sick of this case. She said | am so done with this case and just réxalyuias

and then there was a comment that the judge made and so | saw that and | knew at the
time that she inadvertently sent me that, that | probably was not supposed to have the
judge’s personal email address or anything like that so | just thougdmesdtl to do is

call Family Court Services and saying that can you tell me if | made &heaqul next,

and | next? And so then we, my ex-husband had the motion to change the venue and we
had a court date the following week. And so at this point | was desperate to find out you
know what was going on because | had to argue --- self represented | hgdttoaslla
different judge that we had for the change of venue. | had to explain why wd ahoul

least keep the case in this county until this limited scope evaluation was done auitd onc
was done then we can go through the trial thingin __ County but that it would be
unfair to everybody and blah, blah, blah. And in support of my argument to keep the case
therein __ County, | wanted to include the email from the attorney with the family
law facilitator but like | said her office was right between the judge thathearing the
motion for the change of venue and the original judge for my case. So they wieregwor
closely you know they were right there and | needed to ask this woman if | could use he
email and was she aware of what she sent me and would it be OK because on the one
hand it shows that, that | was done a terrible disservice you know for having tmavait a
wait like this. But at the same time | didn’t want to print that email and put it in my
paperwork because | thought it was sensitive for her, not for me. But so | coutdn’t ge
ahold of her on the phone so | drove up to the court house and she had an office with a

glass window at the top, but it was that fuzzy glass that you can’t see whbesdrand
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her light was on and she obviously had some one in there with her and | didn’t have an
appointment. And so what | did is | printed a copy of the email and | put it in an
envelope addressed to her and it was only her office and nobody else has that office and
put it under the door and | wrote a little note and | said | don’t believe you intended for
me to see everything that was in this email but we do have a motion to change venue and
| want to show this new judge why I think we should keep it here. And then | left. |
couldn’t wait there to talk to her because she had you know it would be inappropriate and
when | got home | had an email response from her that said that as of thia¢ day s

longer worked for the Countyof . So | think that, | didn’t tell her | was going to
use it, | asked for her permission. But because she is an attorney and becawse the
ethical things that maybe would have been worse for her if she hadn’t told her supervis
what she did. And so | think she went and told her supervisor and her supervisor either
fired her or yelled at her and she resigned. Because while she was hedpieg

supervisor, who is also an attorney, was yelling at her. | thought that was reall
unprofessional. And it was just a really high stress thing. If you could picture afli
litigants out the door who want help and they only take the first five, and so when we
went to the hearing for the change of venue, | didn’t use the email. | didn’infpitese

email because | didn’t want to call attention to myself and | knew that both thogges|

knew this woman very well and then would say oh that is the litigant that causedall thes
problems. You know what | mean?

Rick: you were worried

ParticipantYeah, | was worried that just trying to go along with the program.
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Rick what did that feel like

Participant well, you know these people, in theory, these people are public servants and
you shouldn’t have to be afraid but in reality they are very powerful people who have
created this system that is very confusingand __ for example nothing that | did, OK
nothing that | read translated to that when it was actually happening. Whenwhen |
was the uh, worked for the police department and when | did these _ reports for
county for this probation department, you know the penal code is pretty cut and
dry, the health and safety code, and the vehicle code, you know those things all make
sense to me. And | dealt with those most of my professional life and it is, you know the
code and you pretty much figure out what you can and can’t do on the road.

Family law is such a departure. And I later learned even to this day tkeaugh there

that the family code is I think | mentioned to you its just because there such

broad discretion there the family code its just a suggestion but its frusti@tilitggants

to go for example I've been to the law library and tried to read things you ecause
everybody said oh we can’t give you legal advice. I'm not asking you for legal advice

tell me where the book is. And | read the book and the 3044 of the family code seemed
to apply in my case. But what actually happened was just mind boggling. So anyway we
left _ County. So County never knew really, | never made a spectacle of
myself. | just sucked it up when the judge said yeah we are sendingitto . County
| cried. | cried. | went to the back of the court house and | sobbed for about 45 minutes
because | dind’t — in the back of the court house nobody can see you. It's kind of like a

shipping/receiving whatever it was. | didn’t want anybody to see me becauselup unti
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that point | had just tried to be very keep a stiff upper lip and just you know. | almost.
don’t know. Maybe. HHHH It was just, it was like being in a, you know when you go to
a carnival and they have those mirrors where everything is all distortedarl that is

how the whole thing felt to me. But | did cry that day because | knew, when | looked at
my witness list, you know these were all Petaluma police officers, negyhtar had
witnessed the domestic violence then if we wentto trialin __ County that | would
not be able to afford that paper. The neighbors probably wouldn’t charge me, but the
police officers have a pretty  travel time and | knew that things witireggef to a
wrong start you know. So anyway thatwas _~ County. And then my ex husband
had done a lot of things to me, the financial thing, the uh actually caused me to lose my
business the one that | did the industrial machine tools and the house that | lived in. He
would say under his breath uh you better get your wallet out uh you know meaning that
he was going to make this expensive and uh | didn’t know what he meant at the time
because | was self-represented. You know | quickly became self-represbeted w
realized just from reading a lot on google really that is where | got noagdn on

family law uh and uh. Anyway, so since | had pretty much lost everything uhdiedeci

to move to county to be closer to my daughter because at that time | only had
her every other weekend and | was driving from Petaluma to the centralsaffeyn
Petaluma to Turlock. And that was when gas was like $4.50 a gallon and uh | had a job
but | constantly had to ask for to leave at 11 o’clock on Friday so that | could be in the
central valley in time for the court said | could pick up my daughter. And uh, so my son

has moved out, he’s going to school in Davis, there is no reason why | can'’t live in the
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central valley. And the fact that | don’t know anybody there and uh you know how do
yougetajobin__ countyif youdon'thave ahomein___ county and how do
yougetahomein ___ countyifyoudon'thaveajobin__ county. And so, uh
one of my concerns was what my ex husband had in store for me when | came here and
uh someone had told me about the Safe at Home program, which is run by the secretary
of state and — well uh it's a program for qualified victims of domestic violembere are
different levels of service. What one of the things that they do is they givenyldu a

card, it's a state ID card, with a fictitious physical address andmgailing address is

with them. And then they re-mail to your home, uh your mail. And then there are other
things, depending on the severity of you know they have intake, like the district ygtorne
office does intakes for that and if you qualify then uh, then you have whatevtrat is

you have with them. And | wanted to make a fresh start here. |thought dtdenkt

have to commute and | had gone to the DA’s office uh, not here, but in Los Angeles
county, uh just because | had to be there at the time that someone said go in théte and ta
to them and fill out the applicaton and talk to the intake person and they’ll let you know
right away, but they did tell me that | qualified especially since | hadve tragoing

contact with this gentlemen because of the custody issue. So it was , it waswaian’

to use comforting because it unraveled from there but | had to come to the court, to the
court clerks office to get our custody trial because _ county just sends things in a
box and they end up put away somewhere there in the court building and you have to
initiate, to trigger something to happen. So, | asked the clerk and she said no problem she

said we need to enter the docket information into the computer, if you want to come back
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in the afternoon we will give you your new case number and blah, blah, blah. So that
was it and then for one of my visits, weekend visits with my daughter at the waee |

staying in Elderwood, most beautiful place in Elderwood, and when | returned my
daughter that Sunday at 6 p.m., you know my daughter obviously mentioned to, actually
my ex husband spotted my car got back on the freeway and headed east on the 198 which
is not the way to get to Petaluma so knew something was up. And of course my daughter
must have shared with him that you know we were in town. So he filed, this is all here

by the way, | wrote all this down. He filed some paperwork demanding | distips
residence address to him. As a condition of participating in the Safe at Home program
you cannot disclose your address to the batterer. | could have probably joinecttae Saf
Home program before but actually | couldn’t have because he knew my home .address

So if your batterer knows your home address, it doesn’t matter how severe tlseticase

it is pointless, and if you ever give your address to your batterer then youttae from

the program, according to their rules. And I noticed that, anyway we had our trial but,

lets see | won't go there yet, because that’'s not here. For this panssulamwe had to

go to court and he demanded that | give him my home address. Oh | mentioned to the
judge that | was in the Save at Home program. And by the way, the lobby in room 201
had a great big poster of the Safe at Home program, OK. In__ County. Now | am
in the court room and explained to the judge that | was in the Safe at Home program and
the judge said to me, first of all | never heard such a thing, even the poster is in room 201.
And if you just look to the right its right there. The judge said never heard of this thing

and if you want to see your child you will be giving him your address, end of gtury
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pick. And the judge said | am going to give you | forget how many days, 10 or 15 day

and then we will be back here and you decide what you are going to do. So uh | called
the Save at Home program and they suggested that | bring, well actuallyittiésradre
complicated than that, but I'll give you the short version. Because it did end up in
another department and that judge didn’t know anything about it but that judge made a
phone call and was talking to someone at either the AOC oh no at the secretdgy of sta
and the AOC and | know because somebody told me. And they were saying they
couldn’t find anything about it. But anyway the Safe at Home program told
me to bring an advocate with me from the DA’s office and so | did. And when we
approached the bench and went to sit down, the judge looked at the advocate and they
must know each other because you all see each other in the hall ways, and looked at her
like a cockroach, what are you doing here. And the advocate explained what ber reas
for being there was and the judge looked at me and said, I'm not buying your victim
nonsense and ridiculed and humiliated the gal from the DA’s office. It wasnlaShei
Sheila was the one that helped me originally but it's some cute little blondhginvwas

almost in tears when she walked out of there. She said she couldn’t believe it. And she
will discuss this off the record, she won’t discuss it on the record. Because nobudy wa
to. Anyway, so | gave my current address so | could continue to see my chilg.fao a

as the highlights of what the court has been like, or me personally, | don’t knowt, | can’
speak for other people, but that it how it was for me.

Rick its pretty much the gist of what you wrote?

Participantuh huh
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Rick how you doing

Participantfiine
Rick you OK

Participant yeah

Rick we are going to Research Question 2 but | need short break to go down the hallway.
Would you like a break.

Participant Yeah, actually | would.

Rick I'm going to stop the tape right now and we’ll pick up

Participantyeah I’'m gonna run out to

Rick we are continuing with client This is after the break after the firsarels question

as a follow up comment

Participant There was, the Safe at Home program was created in 1999 so for a judicial
officer to not have heard of the program in 2008 or 2009, was very sobering to me.

Rick sobering?

Participant yes, that this program which is run by the government in had been in
effect for so many years yet here in county the bench officers had.nbdlotue

just one but another bench officer didn’t know what it was.
Rick I'm trying to imagine what that feels like for you. Sobering...

Participant well then | knew that | was dealing with something very, very different tha

what | thought it was, the whole system. That it was just absolutely
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Rick and what'’s it like to experience that?
Participant Uh, frustration, but then | was, what motivates me is my child, and so | had to
get to the bottom of this, like a Nancy Drew mystery. See | just try to apptdikeha

Nancy Drew mystery. There is something going on behind the scenes thatigarssli

really don’t know about.

Rick yes, and | see the tears in your eyes

Participant- laughs

Rick are those tears of frustration?

Participant uh

Rick anger?
Participant I'm just remembering what that felt like because | actually spoketheé
bill's author, it's a state senator who now she lives in San Diego a I'm tiying
remember her last name. but she is the mother of that bill that created tha¢ [Sarfee
program. And that she now works for a very well known public policy law firm in

and when | found out about this | drove to ++++++, | went to the capitol and |
went to go see the representative for our district here and although he wasn't in
Rick Nunez?
Participant No, it was the guy who was also in the newspaper but he
Rick the guy with

Participant No, he was driving drunk leaving a gay bar in

Rick holy cow

Participant laughing
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Rick | need to make a comment to my machine — from the time | said this was a
comment we are not going to transcribe. But parenthetically we are goingptdt ked

going to figure out what to do with it, it is important information, but it can’t go vigh t
other stuff. I'm a little pressed for time cause I've got somebody comiagthree. So

what you are telling me is super duper important. OK | want you to know thairidnea
every word you say. | don’'t’ know what I'm going to do with that, but I'm not just going
to let it go.

Participant ok to wrap it up real quick 1 didn’'t see the guy that saw his
assistant, capital —

Rick aide or something

Participant yes, and this guy was absolutely fantastic he’s formerly in the mjlitary

was a military strategist and he said to me you know there’s a lot of difigags to skin

a cat. How I would approach this if | were you is | would go straight to Deeddd|lthe
author because they are very protective of these bills that they created arattiver

and what not. So let her know whats going on. And he gave me Deedees home phone
number and | spoke with her and | said Deedee | just want to let you know whats going
on and she told me that when this program was created that they did have some contact
and met with the judicial council and the AOC but there was never any follow up also ran
into a gal in the line in the filing clerks office who __ in the courts like | do. We were
just stuck in a long line reading something she was standing next to me and she said Oh

the Safe at Home program. She said my ex husband was in the county jail here in

for 8 months for beating me severely and | was in the Safe at Home program and
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my judge ordered me to give him my home address. So this is just a random encounter in

room 201. So anyway that is domestic violence in the courts.

Rick OK thank you so much. This is really valuable for me | want you to know that and
| thank you for this. I've got a 2 more questions

Participant OK

Participantthat’s fine. You said we had about an hour and | think you mentioned it to
[name removed] said is that all? (laughs a lot) | think that we've got s oisyou,

but anyway.

Rick What were your reactions to the domestic violence incidents?

Participant at the time they occurred or right after they occurred? This is jestls

recap of what we discussed when 1 just first got here that because of myolbackgr
working for a police department in a major city as a civilian employdetht | was

better than that, that being a victim of domestic violence. | was in deniak a@infttshen
ashamed for letting it happen to me because it happened more than once. While | did
report each incident, including one to CPS about what my ex did to my son, | thought
that we should attempt counseling, which we did. It was unproductive. | eventually
realized how clueless | had been. Now, for example, if | read about domesticeiite
almost like I'm reading about it for the first time, even though its not thetifinstI've

read about it because before | was reading about it as it pertained to other pleople.

I've gotten over the being shamed part and | just want to educate myself speheat |
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ever allow myself to be in a relationship where you have that kind of dynamic and uh
that’s pretty much it.

Rick thank you. Next question I'm just going to share with you that from a resgarche
point of view | want ask you a gazillion questions and I'm going to adhere to msaprog
here. OK What processes about family court exacerbated the violence? Whatgsroces
made it worse or made it better. Does that make sense?

Participant OK, | said most, if not all the processes exacerbate the friction. My ex-
husband enjoys litigating, insulting me in court, making derogatory commentottiat
necessarily rise to the level where he would be reprimanded but jusggettittle jabs

in and he gloats that he perceived that he won. He was very frustrated aftet our las
mediation session because the mediator picked up on his hostility, and told him this
wasn’t a war. And her report, | don’t remember the mediator’'s name, shegaatim

for the first time | think | had a mediator that understood what I go through and it
reflected in her report and | was, on the one hand, | was relieved that sHdevassae
some of the things that | have no other way of letting the court know. And | wanted to
say, but | didn’t, you know this is how you see him acting here when he is supposed to be
on his best behavior you can imagine what I'm on the receiving end of and so | was
gratified that the mediator was the (rick cleared his throat) but at thérearhe
was nervous because now he perceived that he lost something, so now that we're done
with this, what is he going to have cooked up for me. You know, so.

Rick: man that great, this really, thank you very much. You’re finished with that?piece

Participant un huh
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Rick I'm going to go ahead and hit stop if that's OK.

Interview Number 6
Rick so if you would be ready to read back and at your natural pauses just sort of expand

Participant given the fact that | have had several domestic violence experiences
throughout my life which have produced family court hearings, obviously because we
had children, | would say each are different, different domestic violence expesiplus
different court experiences that followed. In my first experience lyaasg and did not
know what the court process was all about and | sort of expected couples to fight and for
you not to talk about the abuse in court because that was not a place to air dirty laundry.

Rick at the pause, could you go ahead and expand on it.

Participant Yeah, uh, being young | know that | heard a lot about domestic violence um,
| did not witness so much of it but I had heard my mom discuss what had happened
between her and my father growing up. And so | just kind of thought that was something
everybody did.

Rick so they were violent, your parents?
Participant yes, | kind of just expected that to be a part of every relationship and being
young and ignorant | didn’t know any better and it was kind of a shameful thing. There
wasn’t a whole lot of really physical experiences with my son’s dad, but I,know
particular there was one time that the police had to be called and of course Wwdiain’t

to press charges because | thought we needed to work it out and | thought it was just
something that was normal. Never came up in court because again | just did not want
people to know that that was something that was normal in our relationship. Luckily dad
and | at that time despite what we were going through, we were shill§rieAnd we

wanted that friendship to continue and we did so and we only had the one court hearing
which thank God was wonderful and today we are really good friends. Always leave be
really good friends, he’s married. I'm really good friends with higwaifid he turned out

to be a really good guy. And so | am grateful for that, I'm gratefuoh grateful that my

son, | asked him when he turned 18 is there anything, anything at you eveabegttet

the - your father and | raised you? And he told me no. And that was a wonderful
blessing, that you guys never fought, you always worked together for me hanas

just really wonderful. Though we only had that one court experience and we were both
willing to work together and we always, actually after the fact, even thbwegh was a

court order in place, that we had visitation every other weekend we didn’t follow that
because we did what was best for our families. So that was a really goo@msgeri

Never had to go back if we ever had issues we would talk it out, we would discuss it, it
was really great. He’s now 19 and doing wonderful. But that was my first. Mpdec
experience, unfortunately my daughter was born and after | became pregsavitema



293

he became abusive. | was not married to son’s dad nor was | married to my daughter’'s
dad. He became abusive when | was pregnant and so, this may sound weird, having a
religious background I thought that God was punishing me for leaving my son’s dad and
| felt like this was something | had to endure and had to put up because | walked away
from that relationship and | had always been taught despite my mom and dad’s, divorce
that you married for better or worse and you didn’t divorce that that wasn'imi@dd’s

eyes. So | thought | was in a sense being punished and that | had to endure this abuse.
With my daughter’s dad, he was physically abusive towards me to the point where he
would hold guns to my head. We fought all the time and when | say we, | had to hit back
in order to defend myself. For the longest time | wouldn’t and it just got to the point
where | knew | had to or it wasn’t going to change. Then, go back to my notes.

Rick Good, good.
Participant so | also experienced emotional and psychological abuse with him, always
being told | was never good enough, those kinds of things. Then my son, at the time my
son was just a toddler and he had to not only witness the abuse but he was also part of the
abuse which lead me to make the decision if | didn’t get out he was either @ifig t

me or the kids.

Rick so he was abusing your son?
Participant yeah. And a lot of it | did not see. There was one incident | did see and |
was put in a very bad situation to where | actually put a gun to his head. And I told him
that if you hit him one more time | have to kill you. I'm sorry but you can’t hurt tHhm

again | thought | had brought this upon myself and we didn’t discuss this, this wasn’t
something, because to everybody else in society he was a very well rég@esten. He

was a good guy. Everybody thought oh he was, oh you know when you thought of a
good upstanding citizen, you thought of him. So this was something that just happened
behind closed doors. There’s one incident in particular where my daughter she was only
3 1 didn’t realize, we were caught up in a fight and | didn’t realize that eve oth

bleeding and didn’t know where the blood was coming from, didn’t know what had
happened. | know that we had been wrestling with the gun and | had ran to the phone to
call 911 and he tackled me and so | got up to run to the other phone in the living room
and then | heard this little voice saying, Mommy. And | just snapped out of it. And |
looked down and she is pointing at the ground and she said blood. And | was like, stop,
stop! And he just kept on and | said stop, stop, one of us is bleeding, one of us is hurt.
And | looked down and | realized there is this blood just dripping out of my had where |
had been holding the gun from the barrel and apparently when he pulled it away from me
he had cut my

Rick ripped your skin
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Participantyeah. And | was bleeding and he was bleeding because | had hit him in the
face and it was just a mess. Anyway, | realized at that point, because rhiedatarted
having nightmares after that that | had to do something because they weraftasitegl

by it. So | waited until the opportune time. There was some other stuff that had
happened in between that time | had caught him, doing pornography with the children.

Rick with the children?

Participant yeah, yeah and at that point | was very naive. | didn’t know what to do. |
knew it was a violent situation. | knew if | acted on anything that eitheelfgsthe

kids were going to be the ones to suffer from it. So | thought my solution to the problem
would be to finally get rid of the relationship and keep the kids safe. | had put everything
outside of the house when he went to go dove hunting.

Rick everything being?

Participant all of his belongings. And waited, you know that was my opportune time
cause | knew he was going to be gone most of the night and a good portion of the day and
then he came back home the next morning. He kept on and kept on to try to get me to
open the door trying to get the kids to open the door by saying he had toys for them. He
eventually ended up breaking the window which cut the kids, which | called 911 because
| didn’t know what to do. | knew he was coming in and was probably going to hurt us
pretty badly. So they came, they arrested him and found out, and | was totadlyonai

the fact, that he had been under the influence of drugs. So he was arrested and he was
arrested for felony child abuse, he actually got convicted and that’'s arssthei ihave

with the DA’s office and making deals with criminals. But he was actually ctadi

corporal punishment to a child. And | don’'t understand that considering, anyway. So we
went to court cause that was our final separation. We went to court and in court | found it
to be very odd that they didn’t believe anything | said. They wanted to see proof and
then OK | understand that so let’s set another hearing and let me show you what | have
and despite the fact that he did do time in jail none of that really mattered udgjees|

eyes all they cared about actually in mediation and in front of the judge was thatdad ha
an opportunity to raise this child. And | agreed with that but | didn’t want my child to
endure the same kind of pain and suffering that | did. | did not know at that point if that
was going to happen. Although he had never physically hurt my daughter, that | was
aware of, he still physically hurt my son and myself and | did not know if it was ¢wing

get worse.

Rick and this was several years ago this case
Participant this case was actually in 1997, so yeah

Rick thank you
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Participantand so when | took the kids to counseling after that because | wanted — they
were having really bad nightmares, | mean, not doing well. My daughter hgscthis

fear of windows in any room. She does not want to be anywhere near a window which is
understandable. |took them to counseling I took them to Youth. They went
through 6 months of counseling, separate counselors and there was some other stuff and
again | was naive at reporting things, how things got investigated. 1 just did not
understand that part of it. So when | went in to Youth and | told them everything
that we had experienced during the relationship, | just thought that was fdgaduan

for them to know how to treat the children

Rick you were trying to give as much information as you could, be very honest.
Participant and that can actually turn around and backfire in family court. But after the 6
months of counseling and working with the therapist they told me that they feltythat m

son had been sexually abused by my daughter’s dad and that my son had in turn acted
this out on my daughter, which | knew that because | had caught them. My son at the
time was, let me see, she was 3 and he was 5. And when | asked him where did you learn
this from, where did you see this? He pointed toward my daughter’s dad and my
daughter’s dad of course immediately, How dare you? And became abusive.

Rick at your house, not at the

Participantbefore we separated when | had caught them. But during the therapy, this
came out during therapy and | didn’t know until after the fact.

Rick thank you, ok

Participantand so when | had went back to court to explain what we had discovered.

Well | did not have the therapy records with me because | did not know to bring them. |
gave the judge names and dates and the conclusion that they came to and what do we do
from here kind of thing. And the judge basically looked at me and said you're lying. And

| said well

Rick did he actually say that?
Participant|, | really don’t know. That is the impression | got. It's been so long

Rick that is important your experience was that you were told you were lying
Participantyeah. And because | didn’t have the documents there in front of me again, at
the time | was only 24 and was not very, you know didn’t understand the process of how
you obtain things and what you need to bring and it was like that. So basically my
daughter’s custody arrangement | almost felt like it was forced. e&docforget about
everything we had gone through and just work toward the best interest of the child not
taking that into consideration. The normal visitation and custody arrangement back
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during that time was basically every other weekend a couple days a wekkheveny
daughter’s dad wasn’'t happy with that. He wanted her on his days off and so the judge
agreed that every day off that he had that he could come and pick her up. She was only
three at the time and so he had for 2 overnights. Because there was so much physica
abuse in this relationship, | never wanted to take him back and continue to push. | never,
had a different fear at this point and that was of losing my life. And so at the tingshe w
going to the police academy to become an officer. Fortunately, he didn’t pass the
psychological exam and because | had a restraining order against him he vilasvedt a

to be an officer. But none of that was taken into consideration, of course, in the courts.
So I just I kind of did a you know just explained to my daughter, honey if you're ever, if
you don’t feel comfortable if you ever hurt, if you ever you know, then pledse tel

mommy and we will go from there. Growing up she never told me anything. Shd did tel
me a couple instances about this that, mom there was another time we did go to court
because stepmom had been hitting her with a fly swatter and pinching her. And so we
went back to court we were in front of commissioner Perez and commissioretddre

me that | was jealous because he had remarried and those were the wdrelsiseat |

mean that she used, that | was jealous that he had remarried and | needed totbet on wi
my life and stop making these allegations against dad and the step mom.

Rick: and what was that like for you?

Participant | just felt completely like somebody had slapped me and left me standing
there. | was just wowed. |don’t understand. Cause she just basically sandahat

you to remove all the fly swatters in the house and nobody is to be pinching the child
anymore. And so my child ultimately was protected, | mean no custody ofiersita
changed, it continued the way it was. He was reprimanded for pinching or hitting her
with a fly swatter but at the same time | was being told to stop it, get on withifgour

get over it kind of thing. And so, that kind of left me feeling like wow OK | was just
trying to protect my child, but apparently that is not what | am supposed to do at this
point. So growing up Jessie has, she has dealt with a lot of continued emotional abuse.
She’s had to witness a lot of physical abuse, because the physical abusk: et e

with me it started with his wife. And so she had to deal with that growing up, which
really had bothered me. But again because of what | had went through and | &ek my

in the butt for this all the time, | have a weakness in standing up to the court aystem
being re-victimized by dad and being told that what | am doing is wrong anichionze

the fear of him hurting me more so. So she is doing OK (laughed) I kind of left it alone
from there. With my, but | have noticed, let me go back to that for a minute. | have
noticed that growing up through the years he has this continued need to control me kind
of usually done through my daughter. One of things | have never ever, ever, ever done i
trash the other parent in front of the child because that only hurts the child. You know, it
made my angry adult feel better for a little bit, but ultimately weevd@maging that

child. And I've always been very big you don’t get a child involved in adult conversation
or in an adult conflict. And unfortunately he’s always felt differently about tichha

has always felt that anything that needs to be relayed to me has to go through our
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daughter. So that is one big difference we have because | don't feel like she should be i
the middle of anything. We’re 2 adults we should be able to pick up the phone and talk
to each other. Um, so and another thing they kind of a big issued | had with the courts
was they ordered him to attend a batterers program. So they interviewed him, | don’t
know if it was done over the phone, personally | don’t know and | didn’t know until years
later when | got involved in my last custody case and that they interviewed hinnsfor
domestic violence batterers program and then they came back saying Oh, hendeetsn’t
the qualifications. You know, whatever this __ he doesn’t need it. Then later on in the
file there is a note that says we received the police report, we’ve now cdritanttd

come back in and re-interview because now they realized, wait he was lying to us he
really does have these issues. | don’t, from what | have seen in the file helidever
complete the batterers program. And the courts never did follow up on that kind of stuff.
Unless you bring it to their attention they are not going to go out and chase people, but
yet | didn’t know that that was in the file. So there might have been other wayl| ¢

have protected my daughter growing up and kept her from the violence she experienced
there with him, his household. But | was unaware of this. Now with my youngest
daughter, (sighs) with my youngest daughter it has been a completelgritsry with

the courts. It seems to me like there was a definite change in the way tise court
perceived child rearing as far as they now believed that a parent should havenegual ti
with their children despite anything to do with safety or domestic violence or andgs
alcohol despite any of that the child still needs to have equal time with both parents.
Now | do not know why how that ever came about. | have no idea but that's what |
experienced going back to court. With my youngest daughter

Rick this is fairly recent then?

Participant yes, she was born in 2005 (crying) um, and we have been to over a 100
hearings

Rick I'm sorry did you say 100 hearings

Participant since she’s been born

Rick in ?

Participantand (garbled) continued abuse __ court system

Rick now is this the same dad, this is a third dad?
Participant yeah. Third dad and no | wasn’t married to any of them. Um so with my
youngest daughter there was never any physical abuse towards mewd$ete/sical
abuse towards objects around me there was physical abuse

Rick: what does that mean
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Participant he would break things and | remember one time in particular we were at
Target and he went to open his truck door and the door shut and smashed his finger and
he got so mad he took about 20 steps backward and ran toward his truck as fast as he
could and bashed in the side door with his foot. | was like, Oh my gosh! One time he
dropped a call on his cell phone and he threw his cell phone so hard it busted out the
dump truck window. Those are the kind of things, so it wasn’t physical abuse towards
me but it was lack of impulse control, those kinds of things. He did at one point in time,
my dog got in a fight with his dog we have animals, separate animals pter to t
relationship, and he got my dog and put her in a headlock and punched her about 5 times
as hard as he could in the head. All the time my kids are seeing this. You know to the
point where my dog pooped all over herself and it was just horrible. And you know, I'm
thinking in my head, you know he’s got some issues (laughs) and uh but uh, um the
relationship continued. My daughter, my youngest daughter was confused biinge tel

me no and him not listening.

Rick: he raped you?
Participant | have a hard time calling it rape just because it started out consensual but
when | when | said stop, he didn’t listen. Sexual assault to some extent | dididt tal

him close to 3 weeks afterwards and uh | found out | was pregnant and | met with him

and explained | didn’t know what | was going to do. | loved him. Kids are my life. So

the alternative wasn’t a possibility. And | knew | was going to have thcahd |

wanted the best | could for the child and so I told him let’s work together on thimldHe t

me, | knew you were pregnant. And | was like, what? (whispered) What do you mean
you knew | was pregnant? And he’s like, that's what | wanted. I'm going, Qjosty

Um, well at that time | had my own house | was doing fairly well, | had neveleshibut

| owned, (garbled) | was a very thrifty person, you know, | had money in the bank, | was
secure. Me and the kids, we're doing ok. | have always been a single parent but my
children have always been number one. Anything they needed, they had. Maybe not
everything they wanted, but everything they needed, they had. So we never had to worry
about anything like that. He came along and he took all that from us. Um, |, he had told
me that he had, he knew a lot about me. That he had done some extensive research, had
contacted all my friends and found exactly who | was. This scared me, bdtaussyt

he called, the night | met him, he was (garbled) in a bar and had went to watch some
friends who have a band. And | never wanted to go because with my Christian
background I you know | didn’t frequent those kinds of places. And uh, | finally gave in
and went to go see my friends in the band and he was there. He was drunk and he wanted
to dance a couple of times and | danced with him a few times and then he tried to kiss

me. And | slapped him. And he said, uh, well you can’t blame a guy for trying and |

said, yeah you can. And (garbled) | grabbed my friend and | said we are going. And he
laughed and he called me couple weeks later. And | said who is this? And he said oh
Steve remember we met in a bar and | went Oh my goodness, how did you get my
number? Oh, | know a lot about you. And I'm going OK. Well part of me was

frightened but given my domestic violence past and my low self esteem, patwdsn
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impressed. Oh! This guy wants to know more about me. Um, you know, now I'm a

little bit more educated about what all that means and | should have ran but (laughs)
anyway, um. So after | was pregnant and | (garbled) him, you’'ve got yeuhd got

my life and we can raise our child, you know, we’ll work together. We’ll do whatever i
takes for our child. And he kept coming around, and coming around. And uh, eventually
he started contacting my sister and my best friend. My sister and myiérdtare the

two closest people in my life. Um, my mom and dad are deceased. Um, so they were my
everything. I, | also had a sibling that was 2 years older than me and hinvarelbest
friends. You know, he was such a big part of my life. And uh, every time he came
around, dad made sure that he made him miserable, go away, go away kind of thing. |
had actually brought another one of my brothers, | have three brothers and two other
sisters. Um, but had him into my house for a while, while he was trying to find a job, and
dad managed to get rid of him too. And | didn’t see the pattern as him trying to what — I,
I

Rick: isolate

Participant Yes! Thank you, cause I'm blaming me and uh, next thing | know I'm getting
a phone call from a realtor and I, (garbeld) | need to come out and look at your house to
put on the market. And I'm say, well what do you mean. | don’t understand, I'm not
selling my house. So, dad got a hold of us and, No, No, No No, this isn’t dad’s house.
This is mine. And you know, I'm talking to him telling him you can’t be doing this. You
know this is my and my kid’s life and no, you can’t do this to us. Oh, you don’t want
nothing for us, you don’t care about us, you don’t care about this baby and he would
eventually wear them down. Uh, him and his dad found another house out in the middle
of nowhere up towards (garbled >>>springs?) and felt that was the perfect hause for
There was enough room for his business equipment and it was close to his parents you
know and it was away from everybody | knew. And so, so it was a mess. | didn’t realize
until later that this is financial abuse, but um, | had profited $100,000 in a settlement. He
had went and told the loan officer that | was too sick, that | was on bed rest bdcause o
the pregnancy and so he needed to sign all the paperwork. Uh, | didn’t know this until
years after the fact, again when | got a really good attorney andshetbeato uncover all

this stuff. Um, so the loan officer took him for his word and when | went down, finally
went down to sign the papers, she’s like OK, we’re paying off this, we’re payihgspf

and she told me everything, I'm going no, no, no, no, no. No, no we’re not. He had
bought a suburban um | was paying $20,000 for that, he bought a travel trailer, | was
paying $15,000 for that, he had some tax liens on his record, | was paying all those off,
um so basically about $50,000 was going toward him and the other $50,000 was going
towards the house, which | purchased, which | was — | would (garbled and high pitched)
that was fine. | told the loan officer I'm sorry but you know this, No, | need to go back
and talk to him. And of course, | was confronted with — you don’t care about us, you
don’t want this to work, you know, the baby means nothing to you. And Blah, blah, blah,
blah, blah. And you know for many hours of crying and yelling and everything else |
finally faxed the paperwork back, closed escrow and he got everything he wanted fr

the deal. We picked up the keys, | never got a key. | was told | didn't need a key. At
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this point, he had really changed. He had really turned into something completely
different. He would, before and now | can say this because | can see it. He pretended to
be nice to me. He pretended that he wanted for the best despite everything, all the
differences we’ve had. He pretended like he didn’t understand. When we wegddryin
work on this that as soon as he got the keys, | was a bother to him, there was no more
trying to pretend like he wanted things to work out. It was an absolute you'gettiag

a key. Ok. Well, why can't | have a key? You just don’t need one. But | need to get
back into the house if | leave. It was way out in the middle of the country and we had an
alarm system and everything and anyway, he. | was having to climb throughtbee o
windows. One of the windows had a lock that didn’t work on it so | was having to slide

it open. Nine months pregnant, climbing through a window to get in and out of the
house. And um, a week and a half later after we, arguing and arguing. He firalyat

key at me and said there are you happy? My daughter was born a month aftehasicrow
closed. A week and half after she was born. | was in the bedroom. | was, she was up on
the crib and she was cooing and making noise and | was playing with her anthishear
voice from behind me say | hate you, you make me miserable. And I, | (garbled then
whispered something not caught on tape) | turned around and looked. Are you talking to
me? And | went oh my gosh, do we need counseling? What do we need to do to make
this work? And he said Nothing. | got what | wanted you need to get out. And | went,

oh my gosh! Wow! And he told me If you don’t leave I'm going to make you

miserable. He cut the propane lines, we didn’t have heat, we didn’t have hot water. Um,
he messed with the electricity so it was to the point where it was iffy, soengtwould

work, sometimes it wouldn’t. Um he took the keys to the suburban that | had purchase
for the $20,000. And he told me, cause | was looking for the keys, and you know while
this was going on, I’'m going wait, something isn’t right. | went to look for nyg lkend

he goes, if you are looking for the keys | already took them. And I'm going, oh rhy gos
So um

Rick: this is a nightmare
Participant yeah. It was horrible and | called an attorney at the time cause lbusecdkt

for an attorney and his name (garbled) come to mind. And | said | don’t know what to

do. I've never been in a situation where I've put up so much money so much material
stuff which god hopefully means nothing to me but what do 1 do? And he says what
means more to you? And | said, the children of course. He said, then get out. So I did
and | walked away. | had nothing. Nothing, every penny | had went towards that house
and he wanted the best alarm system and full carpeting and anything and egevgthi
needed to get the house up and running. | paid for. And once he knew, and he actually
had me sit down and call the bank and put my phone on speaker phone and make sure
every one of those checks had cleared the bank including a $2000 loan to his mom,
before, the night before he told me, what he told me, to get out. He made sure that every
one of those had cleared. So anyway after the fact, | left and that is when éur cour
proceedings started. And we fought for 8 months in court back and forth, back and forth,
trying to get the house back. Um, he was actually trying to force me totheke
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payments while he was in the house. And see, | messed up really bad there bagiause |
his name on the title. The lady that called me from the title company and sattbhow

you want this put on here, you know, (garbled) sole and separate property, and | said, no,
no, no. We’re going to get married, we’re going to be here forever. Put his nameeon the
too. Worst thing | could’ve done. After 8 months after fighting back and forth in court

our attorneys decided we needed to go to mediation and work this out. So we went in
front of [name removed] (laughing) actually pulled me aside and he goes, ha@s is t

worst thing I've ever seen in my life! And he said, | don’t know how to fix it. And um,
which | didn’t know at that time, the judges don’t pull a litigant aside and talk to them
(laughing). But he said, he said, I'm not supposed to be doing this.

Rick: well he’s a mediator, not a judge

Participant yeah,

Rick: he’s a former judge
Participant yeah and he you know was floored by it. And he actually saw exactly
everything that dad had done and uh, he was able to. And sometimes | wanted to (not
able to transcribe) and just frame them because for about 15 or 20 minutes he stood up
and said [removed] is a little guy and he put him, he told him, don’t hit me, don’t yell at
me, you’re going to sit here and you're going to listen to me. How dare you do this

her? And he just, and dad was (whispered) he just kind of sat there like, he’s not talking
to me. (now raised voice) But anyway judge [removed] got it and | was really
appreciative of that and unfortunately, he told me, I, because his name is on eggerythin
well as far as the vehicle went and the travel trailer went when he peddiasn, they

were in his name because he purchased them. | was the, he never made payments on
them. | paid them off, but they were still in his name. So that is how he got, got, you
know, that worked out. He said because his name is on everything, he said I'm going to
give him the suburban and the travel trailer. Yes, his debt is paid off. Um, but Hign goi

to give you back the house. Yes, that was a blessing, but at that time it was when the
economy started to switch and so

Rick: less value

Participant- yeah and my payments were $1700 a month which is something | have to
try to do cause I'm a single parent. And I'm out in the middle of nowhere. Next to his
parents.

Rick: god, another nightmare! My goodness!

Participant yes

Rick: just awful.
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Participant so um, So had the house back and uh, so, and and let me back up a little bit
as far as the child support goes because that is a form of financial abuse too. Even
though he was court ordered he never would pay child support and | did everything |
could to work with him. You know I told him to let's go down to the family law

facilitator but he, get a modification so we can reduce the payments, just grsdtitmat

| have something for her. You know, if you could help out with diapers, but no, with
anything. But that wasn't, he couldn’t work with me on anything. He did the most
bizarre things like | breast fed my daughter. He (___) in court and saidusivegsthat

against him so he couldn’t have overnight visits. He would say, he, he used that as a
form of control in the court, but and he, it almost got to the point where | thought the
judge was going to tell me, to order me to stop breast feeding. And she was urater a ye
old, and I'm going, please don’t do this to her. You know, this is what he does for her...
but he kept pushing me and pushing me and we would go back to court and back to court.
Um we would go, yeah he would try to have me arrested for not providing enough breast
milk during his visitations. He would, it was just a constant you know, everything | did
was wrong. Um, | started feeding her peas when she was 4 months old. Oh, then he
rushes back into court, | need to have her now, | need to have equal custody now because
now she is eating so she doesn’t need mom anymore. It was just one thing after anothe
And so | thought we had finally reached a point where we were OK. | wasn’t pushing
him for child support because | found that every time | pushed him, we were back in
court. He was doing something to injure the child. Giving her formula to upset her
stomach, leaving her in dirty diapers where she had extensive rashes. He would do
anything, and | saw the pattern, and so | said, no what, | don’t need child support, just
leave her alone. Um, so then, eventually James had it set up so to where there was
garnishment sent to his parents, because he was working for his parents at thantme

um, so they were sending child support and that was a big hardship and he didn’t want
that. So he quit working for his parents and he started his own business. Well when you
are self employed, they don’t garnish your wages and so it was up to him to make the
payments. He wasn’t making the payments. Eventually contempt case wasditexdd ag

him and so he got on welfare. He has another child, an older teenage daughter and so he
was able to get on welfare. It was just, its been one thing after anothererd/gaing

to our contempt hearings he had a, there was a case that was right before us, and uh, uh,
there was a Hispanic male and female and uh, the mom spoke a little bit of broken
English but not a whole lot, they had an interpreter there. And they were talking and that
mom was insisting the dad give her child support but dad was disabled. And so
commissioner Perez said you know, | can’t bleed blood out of a turnip. Excuse me, he is
disabled and there is just not a lot | can do about that. And she said what about his
responsibility to his children, and you know, and anyway | kind of was watching Steve
and | see that there’s this big smile on his face and I'm going — what stb@ uGuess

who gets in a car accident on the way home? And so now he’s claiming to be disabled.
So it just been a nightmare, one thing after another. So then the table’s turned and he
starts coming after me, you know, | need money for this, | need money for tlestd | n
attorney fees. In 2007 me and my two older kids were a horrific crash and | eyemtuall
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had to end up settling because | needed the money to fight my custody case. And that is
how | got this horrible scar.

Rick: | see the scar. They had to remove something?

Participanthey had to fuse my neck.

Rick oh my!

Participant uh, cause my neck was fractured during the crash. A car hit us at about 70
miles an hour on the side. The the top off

Rick: yikes!

Participant we flipped 3 times. My daughter was a mess, thank God she’s ok.

Rick: my goodness!
Participant yeah! So he knew | was getting money and (laughed) the judge actually
ordered me to pay his attorney $10,000 of my money so that the playing field was equal.
He actually made a comment in court that dad has a — I'm going to forgetrttes, how
could | forget the names, um, dad has a smith & Wesson and mom has a bazooka or
something like that

Rick howitzer

Participantyeah. And I'm just going, what!? But anyway. He made lots of comments
like Mom what | see here, you've set yourself out to sail on an ocean and you've lost
your oars and there’s no way for you to get back. And you’ve put yourself in this
situation. And I'm going..

Rick: and what was that like for you to hear that?
Participantit broke my heart. It absolutely broke my heart because | knew and I tried to
put myself in everybody else’s shoes. | never jump to conclusions, | never jhdge ot
people, I try to think he doesn’t know me. All he knows is what he sees on paper. All he
knows is whats given to him and I try to understand that. And | try to process this in my
head. Its not a personal attack, he just, and but inside I'm going my gosh, what have |
done wrong? What did | do to get myself in this situation? How could | possibly make
him see the truth? Um (quiet for a time, then sighs) anyway,

Rick: what was it that you just experienced there? “The participant made gesitire
her hand and appeared to be overwhelmed” what was it that you just...
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Participant Its just that at this point in time the judge had now said that dad had
molested my daughters and there was child pornography on his computer. That they
failed to do anything. Except point a finger at me. And yes they haven't gait joctint
yet that part of the story, but that still always is there. You know, all he knethavas
fact in the case. And those were facts in the case, yet he ignored them.

Rick: that dad had molested your daughter, had he sexually abused is what you are
saying? OK and that was verified and

Participant it was found to be inconclusive
Rick: ok, alright

Participant yet you would think when they pulled the computer and found child
pornography that that would have substantiated it, yet it didn’t.

Rick: I'm going to stop the tape

Participant but um, so | was ordered to pay dad $10,000 which | didn’t have at this time
because my attorney that | found, he is the president and founder of the child
Abuse institutes in northern California, um | didn’t care how much money it cost. |
didn’t care what it took | just wanted my daughter to be safe. And um, so every penny
that | got when | first reached my settlement went toward fighting

Participant | spent over a quarter of a million dollars of my settlement case.

Rick: wow! So it was a big settlement. Wow! Bless your heart, my goodness!

Participant and uh,

Rick: | can’t imagine what that must be like
Participantits been horrible, absolutely horrible because the people that you think are
supposed to be there to help you with your children, don’t. and I can honestly tell you
that | will never, ever, ever, look at anybody in the system the same again.

Rick: in other words, you, when you say that, you look now with a jaundiced eye, if you
will, at anybody in the system because you just can’t trust them.

Participant yeah, yeah, Like | said before, | love children more than anything in the

world and | would do anything for anybody’s child and | would never, ever, ever, ever

want to see a child get hurt and cause I've gone through my last child custodyycase

eyes have been open to so much and there are so many times where we should be close to
them and | can't.
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Rick: I'm aware that you have more information that | think can be helpful. Weéare be
here for an hour and twenty minutes. And we’ve only asked the first question

Participant oh my gosh (laughing)

Rick and I've got two more. Now, here’s what | want to do. I'm just going to share my
thoughts with you openly. I’'m aware, I'm very interested in your story. | tifgk i

hugely important. | believe you answered question number 2 as we do this. I'majoing t
read question 2 to you and you tell me if you agree. If you don’t agree then we’lbneed t
figure it out from there. Question 2 is What were your reactions to the violetenite?

| heard you say that you would get in physical altercations with dad number 1 and 2, |
believe, not so much 3. And then there were guns, there would be kinds of things, | think
we covered that in the text. Do you agree?

Participant | agree. Yeah

Rick: OK. At one point you said that you were bleeding and one of your babies said to
you, Mom, look there’s blood and you said, said, Wow, and you go - | snapped out of it.
And then he did not, he kept going. | believe that description really helped. For some
reason, | don’t know how yet, but I think just the way you said that was really anport

And then Number 3 | believe you are answering that question now, too. What processes
about family court exacerbated the violence? Do you agree with me that we'r

Participant yes

Rick you're very thorough, you're very thoughtful and this is very helpful so I just
wanted to sort of understand that because we are coming to that point where you said an
attorney had to be removed because of something

Participanta judge

Rick oh ajudge. OK. And that's because, that judge had to be removed because of that
decision but that’s because your attorney that you had told him, this is not ok, you need to
remove yourself and you’re saying he got repercussions from that.

Participant oh, oh, oh, I'm sorry. Um, no one attorney removed himself because the
repercussions he was getting for being on the case. We’ve been through in tbtal, wel
think (long silence) 6 judges, | believe.

Rick: goodness gracious!
Participant yeah. One judge, it floored me, one judge when was, the person was shown
our copy of the affidavit for the search warrant for the computer, the return of 260 and the
judge, um, children sexually explicit poses, uh, that judge to me it was at a case
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management conference, it wasn't at a hearing, and so neither myself orsdheénea

but | believe according to the cannons of ethics that this person has the abibtyet@am
change right then and there. Instead that judge said | don’t want to be part afehis ca
anymore and passed it on to another judge. Um, that broke my heart but that was also the
same judge that removed her from me and uh, gave dad full custody of the child and put
me on supervised visitation.

Rick are you now on supervised visitation?
Participant no, thank God. My attorney was able to turn everything around. Um, it cost
lots of money, lots of time. And there’s 2 years of my child’s life that | can mgter

back again because of the courts.

Rick: do you have primary custody again
Participant| do. | have both primary custody of her. Dad- we still have joint legal,

which | don’t really think is proper. Um, (can’t distinguish if she said can or dzawve
supervised visitation. There is no reason to have that, but he continues to control me
through that. Um, threatens to take me back to court still. Saying, and mind you this just
happened, uh September 30, 2010 | got her back. Jan'far@4orry, February 22

was when we had the final hearing where we agreed in mediation um, that he would
continue to have supervised visitation and | would have full custody. Um so our case just
barely ended and | know we are going to go back. | know this is a (garbled) | know he
still continues to try to control me and | take my daughter to therapy and heaidyalre
threatened, if he doesn’t know the dates and times, so | have reason to believe he’s
following me and stalking me. If he wants to know dates and times that she goes to
therapy he has mentioned, called the therapist and told the therapist that mom teas peopl
coming in and out of her house at all hours of the night. Which isn’t true. But my son’s
friend has lived with us since he was 18 and he works nights. So | do know that he
leaves out my son’s room so | have reason to think he’s watching the house. Ahyway a

| know is that this has to stop. Its not going to end with this

i?ick: ok. At this point it has been an hour and a half. How are you doing?

Participant I'm doing OK. I'm shaking like a (toy?) but I'm doing OK.

Rick: has this been, what's your experience of telling this story for the past hour?
Participantum, its hard, its hard because (short silence) 1 just, um, (silence and sighs,
sounds like she is crying) There are so many litigants | know that um, thaynsanel

yell that the judges are wrong, the mediators are wrong, the therapisisag, the

minor’s counselors are wrong, um and you go out there and they scream and yell about it
and they have all these flaws and they have all these things and | just never have done
that. I've always kept everything to myself and uh, and as | was tellingdan’t jump
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to conclusions, | don't judge people, | try to put myself in their shoes and understand that
if they don’t have all the facts, that they can’t make decisions they need toondhke f

best interest of the child. In my case, um there is a lot of manipulations going on um, in
order to make it so that not everybody had the facts that they needed and that is very
unfortunate because it is hard to deal with an agency that is supposed to guard and prote
our children.

Rick: always a (garbeld)

Participant yeah, but that has a friend who was a lieutenant for the sheriff's department
and was doing special favors for dad. And how it all started, uh, dad’s ex-sikter-in-
was a CSW supervisor on the case. And so everything was done to protect dad and to
make me look like the one with the problem.

Participant so ultimately, that filtered through the mediator as she’s doing the limited
investigation.

Rick: you mean she caught that, is that what you're saying?
ParticipantNo. No, I'm sorry. It wasn'’t that, it was when the mediator requesting
information it was left out that he had molested anybody that there was child
pornography, all that was left out. So when the mediator made this decision to make a
recommendation to the judge, the judge wasn't given all the facts because themedia
didn’'t have all the facts. And so unless all the facts are there for decisiorgét corr
decision to be made, you're harming children. So its unfortunate that happens, it wasn’
until we actually deposed the mediator in our case that we discovered that and it just
blew, blew us away that she did not, she was not told any of this. And uh, what she
advised, this agency can't be trusted for giving you all the facts edpedian there

things involved, then uh, I'm hoping and hoping and praying that this particular mediator
will take that education and be able to have a better focus on children in the future. Um,
rather than just go on relying on CWS and the sheriff's department becaunsell gau

and | can show you that what they do is not always in the best interest of the child. But
uh, dad in the final case even went so far as to abduct my older daughter (garbled) and
took off with her. The school called me as he’s putting her into the truck. The school
calling me please call 911 now. And I'm going why aren’t you calling thétwas the

sheriff that responded because is not in an incorporated area. The ah, at that point
in time dad didn’t have a driver’s license because and his history of DUI. Sheriff
had at this point and of course that wasn’t taken into consideration

Rick: 8 DUI's?

Participant yes, he has nine now. He’s killed a lady in a head on collision um these are
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Participantthese are all facts, facts that can be proven or disproven by a simple run his
name through the computer and look at his record.

ick: sure

Participant and nobody bothered to do that. Everybody said, oh mom you just, you're
making this up, mom you’re mad, you're upset because of separation, mom yange try
to get him back. No, these are facts. If you just look, if you just take, don’t, don’t make
a major decision here. Take a moment, this is a child’s life.

Rick: did this case have minor’s council?
Participantyes. Take a moment and go to a computer. Do your own research. Don’t put
a child at risk because you don’t have the facts. Uh, so that was just really.

Rick: you know what, | would like for us to sort of end, if it's OK with you. Is this a
place that’'s ok to end?

Participant Yeah
Rick: Yes? ... how do you feel now that you've done this.

Participant actually, in a way it kind of empowers me to continue to try to educate and
fight for our children, for their rights, for what is their best interest.

Rick: OK. Alright. Thank you very much. I'm going to go ahead and turn this off,
you’re at a good place to stop.

Interview Number 7
Rick: thefirst question that the participant will read back is .......

Participant | feel like no matter what | do that is getting counselingnyself, taking
co-parenting classes, classes for high conflict cases, etc. | fegbiikehow I'm still a
victim of my batterer, but largely because of the family court and whabtiey my son
and | to do with the batterer despite the constant abuse. | feel we still endure

Rick can you say more about that. That's a pause can you expand on that a little bit
Participant I've done so much to try to empower myself and not be involved with

anything that has to deal with, with domestic violence and all the work that I'vet@lone
keep my son safe and myself safe and to, to know how it was that | got involved with
such a person, but even though, | keep saying I'm not a victim, the family courts keep us
together making me his victim, still. And the family courts continue to towiote, so to
speak. I'm you know, we can’t co-parent, we can't do all these things togeiterse

of the, the abuse we have, that he, he abused both of us. And the abuse that he gave us
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was mental, verbal, um emotional and he physically abused, sexually abused both of us.
And they want us to get along great, just have a good time, you can get tag@uties

and everything. And they still, they can send him to class for anger resolution and all
that, but when he doesn't think he’s done anything wrong, and it was all my fault and
everything else, even the psychological evaluations, all say there isnuwses he

doesn't feel that there was anything wrong. But somehow the courts just keep kEtoking
me like I'm just the person who’s noncompliant. Like | don’t want to like be the one

who sends him the invitation to hey come on over and get together and it’s like, being
raped by a batterer. There’s nights still that | can still remembeanida mean there’s

nights um, | still take medication and that was 1997 and there’s still, thelidisast

times | wake up in a cold sweat. Um my son comes, when he’s at the house, he locks the
doors and the windows and he always feels like, he himself always feels becaaidge he s
you know, one day you’re gonna be swimming in a quarry and no matter all these things
we keep bringing to the court, I'm always gonna be part, I'm always dushé victim.

But mostly because of the family court is making me be his victim. Théwatit me to

be his victim, through orders, co-parenting, and there’s no way you can actiially te
parents, somebody that things you know that all these things are ok to beat somebody, to
abuse somebody, to sexually molest, take my child and the courts calls it, whatgeton’t

is that the court says it's not what, well we don’t condone his behavior what he’s doing
with your child, but we don'’t see it as sexual abuse because it was just lack ofdgewle

of permissible types of touching. That's what the judge said. And | have therippans
where he says that but now when | brought that out, | opened to the court because the
judge’s wife was opening up a child abuse center. It's not longer in the ddart’d

was taken away, but | have three copies of the original transcripts thatdgraae out,

not at my house. And the judge feels that, no he never said that. But lack of knowledge
of permissible types of touching, said to me, that means we should excuse him for what
he did to him and that everybody that sits in jail right now that did the same thing to
other, to children it was just lack of knowledge, they should be out and they don'’t see it
as sexual abuse.

Rick touched his genitals?
Participant HUH?
Rick he touched his genitals?

Participant oh he was playing with them and he said he kept doing it and he said why
did you do it and he said because | knew he liked it. And I like, how do you know your
son liked it? And he goes because he got a woody. And he got this erection and you
could see his little erection coming to life. He would go in to detail and to me soynebod
that could talk about something like that and it's not sexual abuse it’s just you know, as
(noise in room) his dad actually talked about stuff like that he did with another child.
Um, the psych eval said that his there was a scale or some kind of a testing that
they gave us and it showed that he is capable of committing sexual crimes.
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Rick: Ok, ok so can you finish reading. That was very powerful material. | don't like
moving forward without talking a little bit more, but we have to because we’re out of
time

Participant | don’t want to be a victim but somehow the court continues to keep us
together to some degree and continues to have us co-parent for the sake of our son. So |
have to tolerate his phone calls with fuck-yous at the end of our phone conversations or
you know, um and if he gets mad he ends the call with such words and what | mean by
such words, by calling me trash, piece of garbage, you'll never amount to anything

and | mean, and I still have to take these phone calls because we are supposed; that’'s
parenting. So I still have endured these, these statements all the time. t'Blnettause

the court wants us to co-parent, talk on the phone.

Rick is that the end of your
Participantumhum. | can see him drive by my house. He smiles at me as though he
knows | can’t get away from him and he still controls me. He flips me off in public and
talks to others as though | have mental problems. He shifts all the attention tentay m
state what the court did instead of the actual abuse. | feel that it's athagsurt is

always talking about my mental state instead of the actual abuse thatédppeavas
victimized once by the batterer and the second time by the family c@otsetimes |

feel like had | known what the family courts were going to do to us all these g by

years | mean this started in 1997 so my son was 1 %z years old. He is now 15. Had |
know what the family courts were going to do to us | would have stayed with theebatte
and taken my chances of leaving one night without ever to be found again. The abuse of
the courts (fought/thought) out ways what the batterer had done to us.

Rick is that the end of what you’ve written

Participantumhum
Rick this is the answer to the question what were your reactions to the violent incidence

Participant my reactions to the domestic violence incidences. | remember the first one as
though it was this morning, but it was back in October 4, 1994. We were invited to a
party by a friend of mine who was an attorney. When | was getting dresssd| Imy

husband who, my husband was somewhat edgy about what | was wearing. He said to
change my clothes. |didn’t. he took his hand grabbed my neck and put me up against
the bathroom wall. He was choking me. | felt my life slipping away by his gregpsaiti

never ignore me and do as | say. He took my dress and cut it up in pieces and made me
wear a turtle neck. This was the beginning of the hell | was about to endure. Utngm c
dresses, checking on my phones, throwing the used condoms in my face. Forcing me to
have sex with him when | didn’t want to. Um asking me to buy make up to cover up the
bruises. Cleaning food off the walls, threats of throwing me into the quarry and making
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sure my body would not surface or else putting me through the auger at work where he
used to work as a brewer operator where they would burn just wood and stuff like that
through the auger and it mulches it up and he would always threaten me about putting me
through the auger. By this | mean, my feelings were that everyhemharn incident

happened it got to the point that | never knew if | was going to be if | was tgobey

alive. Um, if it was something | world completely go against, | just had to watchan

of how | would talk to him or how to try to um to calm him down because if not he would
threaten there was this girl at his job whose son killed her. And put her body in the
qguarry but she surfaced up and he was constantly telling me how he would throw my
body in the quarry so for the longest time | always had these fears of hémegwater. |

had, we got a pool and | could probably count how many times | had been in that pool
because of the fear of being drowned. Um, the auger, how my body parts would be
mulched up and then they would be burned in the incinerator. We had a wood stove at
home and | just couldn’t have the woodstove even going because | always f@iulike

know the ashes, like if | would find bones or something in the ashes. Um but if he, he
would be having sex with other women and then he would come home and force himself
on me and then when he was done, he would take the condom and throw it in my face
afterwards. And um, he would tell me that the reason he would have sex with me is
because it had to look like, | have to make it look like | satisfy my wife. And jret,

l, I, I didn’t even know what to do at that point. | didn’t want anything to do with him

but he would still force himself upon me even though | would say no, um, he would black
and blue me for my size. Um when he finally did, when | finally did tell him thaisl w

going to he would pay for what he did to me, he said he goes to report some, he reported
this to the police department and the police department said what did you do to her? And
they said well what you did to her was rape. And if she calls it rape andatimeyand

talked to me and his friends, he was friends with people at the police department, so they
sat us all together to talk about this. And they said you don’t5 your baby’s fatletdo g
prison, do you? And | was like, he looked at me and the police officer were all look at
me like to say, you don’t really want him to go to jail, do you? And | was, no. But at the
time | kept saying no to myself but then how could I live like this all the time. And
knowing what he was doing to Christian, too, our son. And um, he would he, sometimes
when | would wake up he would sit there if | would wake up in a cold sweat he says, he
says, | think you need to go in and get some medicine for psychosis or something. He
says | think you're really loosing it | think you're having problems. And he would

always try to shift the blame as though | had mental problems that | was dregnahg

this stuff. So I started keeping the condoms that he would throw in my face. | would
actually put them in a zip lock bag and everything. Because | knew, he would alway

say, that didn’t happen, that didn’t happen. And so | started saving them in the bag and |
would actually put them, | put them underneath the car, where the door, the tire of the van
is, | hid them there. So he wouldn’t find it. | put some clothes there all the time &écaus
was always trying to leave and the one time | did try to leave, he cut the Inekevith

my son, our son in the car. Um, he says, | told him, you could have killed me and you
could have killed our son and he says, well that's two people | have less to beat the shit
out of. He would just do | was so numb at times that | just, | don’t remember, | can’t
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even think about the feelings, when you say the feelings of how I felt, | mean,d was s
numb after a while, like | said | didn’t feel it anymore. And that's whyriklsometimes
staying with him probably at the time, knowing now that, because with the faonitisc

| have to relive it all the time. And with him | was always numb. | didn’t, feethamy,

| didn’t

Rick: you answered the question perfectly. Thank you very much.
This is the answer to reseamghestion 3

Participant ok, uh, for instance, uh, we were both, we both have to go to uh, for instance ,
we had , for instance we have to share our son 50/50 so we if like for instance e are a
ball game and my ex does not feel the restraining order staying 50 feetramagaich

other is quite 50 feet he calls the police department and actually makes arréoort of
others, in the presence of our son and other people at the games or will have the officer
walk off the yardage to make sure because he says | don’t want to be accused gf abusin
her uh because the court says | have to be 50 feet away from her. Sees these are th
things that the court does to kind of taunt us in a way you know, you need to be protected
because you're such a frail little thing and | might beat you up. Um, cortionsat

school where the school says you both can go to the school thing and you have to sit in
one spot and you have to sit on another spot. The of this stuff is that if | go in to
my son’s class to look at something, he will call somebody to come in or he’ll leave
reports, or he’ll leave these notes on my car, saying you stupid bitch you were duppose
to wait until 1 got there first or I'm supposed to leave second. He's alwaystethese

notes on my car how I’'m always infringing on his time if | see him theie nvit son or
anywhere where we’re around if, if we're at a function outside in town, he’ll look at me
and say um, here come here. He would bring my son over to him and then he says, now
say goodbye to mommy and he would take my son’s finger and put it in a position to flip
him off, to flip me off. And he would say, so he says, now tell mommy, what do you

have to tell mommy when you say goodbye and my son would look at me and he goes,
bye bye bitch. You know, things like that when the court says that we’re supposed to be
together he uses our son to to do things like to be angry at me, he was like daddy had to
go to jail. Daddy can’t come to your birthday party. So then my son will say mommy
because you put daddy in jail you're a bad mommy and then my son would hit me in the
face because |, because he went to jail. | was, because of the procesooftthim

bilingual and | spoke to Christian, my son, in Spanish, started speaking Spanish. The
court order me that | could not speak to my son in Spanish, because it was basically
parental alienation | was using a code to speak to my son in a different langulageis

way it would be outcasting his father. And um, he told the courts that he, like try to get
an annulment from the church he wants it done on because | did not disclose we
were, | was not Hispanic. And he says, had you told me you were Mexican | would have
never married you because Mexicans are nothing but garbage and piece oAstiso

he tells my son, still to this day, he’s 15 years old, and he says, yeah you're amol up t
one point. The other half of you that piece of shit you know so sometimes my son, you
know he says, that’s the reason why my dad doesn’t have anything to do with me because
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I’'m a piece of shit. Just, now he’s like showing them right now, he hasn’t had any
contact with my son for 4 %2 years and he actually had me put down as a vexatious
litigant, me answering to him to all of this stuff that was going on as a violdrezp

bringing it to court and so the court now has labeled me as a vexatious litigantirgswe

to his paperwork. And because he’s always had attorneys and | can't afford them
anymore, so he had me listed as a vexatious litigant and | told the judge | canmot be i
court that day because | was having a kidney removed for cancer. And they said, well
you didn’t do the right paperwork and | said, your honor you said to just have a note from
my doctor. And he said, yeah, I'm sorry but that’s not the way it goes now | have to
have, you have to submit it in the right format. So now, right now, he’s doing all these
things. He came take away my son, everything | have. And | can’t do anything
because | can't file in court without having to post a bond for him for $20,000 whether
my paperwork has any merit or not, I'm restrained from any paperwork in any
court in California. He came by my house the other day and he ripped out of the parking
lot calling me a fucking bitch and everything. Was pounding on the tables and all kinds
of stuff so | called the police and the police said I'm sorry you're goitgte to take it

to family court. Family court. They won’t even let me file a restrainingrdekst week.

| came to get a restraining order against this guy for what he’s done eeeerly

because he said I'm a vexatious litigant so, | have no, | can't get aayhfm. And the

court has all done this and, and the process that the court did to make it worse, is that the
court knew that my son was being abused by his dad still and they assigned us to a social
worker and my son was telling me that the social worker was telling him thitatniy

he kept reporting the abuse, that he would never get to see me again. And we’ll take your
mommy away and you'll never get to see her. They told my son that they would put him
in a foster home where sometimes foster parents aren’t very nice andsesréty end

up killing the foster kids. And I couldn’t believe a social worker would be telling my son
all this stuff. Well my son took his iPod and recorded her in a session when he was 10
years old. And after 3 months he says mommy you don’t believe me mommy what he’s
saying, what she says to me so | told, he let me hear the iPod. And | calle@dhs dir

CPS and he showed up at my house within 3, within %2 hour. He sat there for 3 hours.
My son, my sister says | don’t trust him. So my sister set up a camera in myanoluse

show where the director was sitting and the director was sitting there aaid lyeah

this is definitely not something we would do. I’'m gonna talk to the courts tomorrow, you
have a court case, blah, blah, blah. He did nothing. He showed up, he didn’t even tell
anything to the courts or anything and all this time | was tryingtaeid of this social

worker anyway because | could see that she was very biased. And all éhistirax-
husband kept trying to do and his attorney was trying to get me, trying to ge¢harg
against me for recording a social worker, which | wasn’t there, tryiggttany son to

record.

Rick: let’'s stop here and
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Interview Number 8

Question 1

Participant covered 9 years. The first 3 years was believing in the judicial systenst at fi
for about 3 years. Severe abuse occurred during this time to the point of | hagiealh
getting a fair venue to the judicial point. The next 3 years the abuse wasgietpeia

the legal system failing and prohibiting or protecting my children allowinglugive

partner, ex and his family to use the judicial system that continued abuse withiest

legal means. Then the following 3 years the next 3 years | spent a lot aktime

analyzing because of my financial background | actually went to theamdigiulled

several files and did some excel spreadsheets and kind of drew my own conclusions wha
was really going on. Cause | had, you go from believing to not believing and yotowant
know why. So | was in the why phase. | wanted to try to figure out is this reallgas ba
as | think it is? So by pulling the documentation and doing my own analytical teséarc
came up with my own answers. And then that’s when | started to get into that action
phase or the anger things. | spent the next 3 years working with Connie Malenti
lobbying or doing whatever | could to assist other mothers. I've had one or two mothers
stay with me that needed assistance and to talk to them and to listen to them ama to try t
help them out.

Rick you mentored them in a way

Participantumhum. And | what was really worth it cause you spend so much time

talking and interacting and it was so nice cause | got a call from one of thermabout

a month ago. I was in Sam’s club and she telling me how much she appreciated my help
and then everything | told her was hard to take at the time, but it helped her so much. |
felt like maybe a little glimmer of hope that | helped somebody.

Rick oh, that's wonderful

Participantumhum.

Rick and that was that

Participant yep

Rick ok

Participantand | could kind of elaborate on quite a bit of this whatever you'd like to
hear.

Rick when you did the spreadsheets, you pulled files from other cases, not just yours?
Participant right

Rick how many cases did you look at

Participant about 10

Rick about 10, ok. What did you find?

Participant exact same thing that happened in my case. I'll give you the readers diges
on my case. Domestic violence. Went in for retraining order, actually had two
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restraining orders dropped. Forced into a psychological through the court sysssed Pa
that one, forced into a 730, passed that one. Forced into another 730, passed that one.
Forced into another psychological which was really bad

Rick you guys are paying money for this, right?
Participant Yes. So I'm being financially devastated as well, stressed to the max. on
the fourth psychological | was put in with a counselor that | was ordered bgultethat

if I didn’t see him my kids would be taken away. All through the court systemwlzere
always that threat. If you didn’t pursue or do what they exactly tell you weese¢he

threat of losing your children. And of course what does a mother do? You know it’s like
the carrot at the end of the stick. So on the fourth psychological the psychologistygot ve
abusive in the office. He took a notebook out of my son’s hand because we're all
traumatized we learn to write things down. So when we go to where we need to talk
about it we could. Like this. And he took the tablet, ripped it in half, threw it in his face,
stood up and kicked my briefcase across the room.

Rick the psychologist did that

Participantyes. And | got up and got my briefcase and grabbed my two children and
started walking out and the whole time he’s screaming at my back, if you dorfitestay

| will write a bad report and you will lose your children. Come to find out, | did some
research on this psychologist. At the time he was under probation and wasn’t supposed to
be seeing anybody, for abusing a private client. But yet this is the psyishthegudge
insisted | go see. So when | went back in the courts and | got reprimandedkiaogwal

out of the office. And I told the judge right to his face, | finally realized wizeat going

on. | said, you sent me to a psychologist that needed a psychologist. And he just sat up
there and laughed his tail off. Knowing that exactly what he knew. But the wdmoke g

of my case is that my ex in laws son in law was a public defender. Who they paid to go
after me because when | first went to him for help cause my ex was beyrapusive

the only words | ever heard from the grandfather is | will financiaily mentally break

you if you leave my son. And I didn’t realize what that curtailed until | gatdiato

the court system.

Rick he was not just making idle threats, was he.
Participant no, it was major. So this public defender, my new, stalked (?) me for 2 years
and dragged me into court over 80 times. A lot of ex partes. My court file is 9 volumes
long

Rick holy cow

Participantumhum. | kept being called in and called in and called in and called in.
mine’s 9. It's quite extensive but the whole idea was to stress me out over p&perwor
Every time | turned around | had to do something. If curtail, you know a
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psychological, no 2 psychologicals, - | have to go back over my notes. 2
psychologicals, 2 730s and then that one. So the whole idea was to wear me down. And
of course the public defender. 1 finally moved out of state when my kids got taken away
from me and while | was out of state the worse thing happened. The public defender got
caught with cocaine and 2 hookers in a motel room. And so | felt safe to come back to
California. Cause once my kids are taken away he started putting more heat on. And
doing some things that weren't too ethical. But | can’t prove anything. So he got his
hands slapped and he’s back at work. And | pursued that by going through a couple
different legal means and to no avail. And I finally saw my children about 5 lgar.

They left their father. My youngest one after she ran away 3 years@tlat and

stayed in hiding for 2 years until his father would let him come home. And one of things
that let him come home | had to sign off any ability to receive any kind of suppart fr

him for my son to come home. So | got my son back. So he’s doing real well right now.
He’s almost ready to graduate sac state. And my oldest son is also gradaated as
engineer. So I'm very proud of my boys even after all we went through Weegtila

stable. Mom maybe might not have been so stable all the time. | was alwsgsdstre

out. But I tried my hardest to keep a normal family going.

Rick you went for 5 years without seeing them
Participantumhum. And there was absolutely no contact and | couldn’t get back in the
court room. | made several filings and it's a long story, but when you have money and
power in the other side of the family and people that are ingrained in the justera,sys
you don’t have the chance.

Rick: go ahead

Participant what | did is | went to through the court system one day | was there and |
ended up pro per you know after 8 years 128,000 later and I lost my kids so I'm in there
pro per and I'm standing outside to have a lawyer on the other side tell on hel his cel
phone talking about if you put a little more stress on his client he could probably get the
house cheap. And the light bulb came on for me. Cause being a financial officer said ok
this isn’t about the justice system; this isn’t about getting a fair venuledse thildren

or protect them. This is about how much money we can make. So | went upstairs and |
copied down all the court numbers that were pro per that were 10 years old and those are
the files | pulled. And it's very easy. You look at the income expense statentieat at
beginning of the divorce you see the progression and then the next thing | noticed as |
was going through the files if there are contested it follows almost aecogker in my

case. | could see the same things happening toward s the end | pulled another, they
usually do an income about every five years. | notice how the assets were drawn
and what they normally do in the 10 cases | saw, 8 of the cases the house went to the
mother or the person that was mo less financially able to hang on to it. That is one thing
| noticed. So let’s give the house to the person that might not be able to hang on to it.
Maybe at the end we can get it. And then my friends that found my house when | left
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Rick you're talking about the attorneys
Participant yep the attorneys were getting it. When | left they did something in court

and | was real lucky to find out about it but they had actually put my house up on the
auction block. And was going to auction upstairs in the cafeteria at lunch time in the
court house. And | came, well | was up in Reno, | took a job up there for 6 months to get
away from Tom Warts, the public defender who | knew was as looney tunes as could be.
Um, found about it, came back and barely saved my house. But see, | would've just been
another victim. We worked her through the system and we almost got, they almost got
the assets.

Rick good lord
Participant so almost all the cases if you look at them it’'s not hard to do the simple excel
spreadsheet and say ok who was the victim, who claimed domestic violence, who
received the assets, what they made them go through, what’s the hoopsdbdiiena

jump through and pay, what, another thing | would like to know the threats that they did
because they are not supposed to be able to force a 730. But they are doing that, ok. And
then at the end what'’s the results and now what’s so sad is the children. You know, they
are like ping pong, you know going back and forth the whole time through all the stress.

| pulled a few cases that were, several were real fast like withinr@. yeaant to also do

that. There’s no financial assets attached to them. They got through thé proceas

of the justice system.

Rick ok, I'm going to stop here. OK, this is the answer to research question number 2,
could you just repeat, you said “I can do this in one sentence.” And just go with it.

Participant Yeah | can do this in one sentence. For 8 years, you are so traumatized that
you’re mind is just spinning like a clock and you're just going from one day to the nex
um, | any logic place, it's mostly you run out of emotions. You know, what'’s the
next thing, what's the next thing, what the next thing. It took me about 8 years tolwhere
start settle down and to get the logic side of my brain to kick in and say Why? | need to
know why. | don’t understand why this is happening. and that when | felt | was healing.
Cause to be truthful the first 3 years is a complete, it just ran together.mdtipreally
you’re a mess, an absolute mess. That's the only words | have for it. Untiltyloutlye
point you can logically think through the process and understand what is happening to
you. You're gone. You know. | just hope | was a really good mother at that point
(laughs) it's scary. Cause you go off into a fog. Because | got to the poultin't go
to the mailbox because there would be

Rick paper in there
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Participant paper in there. If I let my mind rest, I'm a mom, | have a ranch, I'mgrio
raise two kids trying to yada yada. And what made my case worse, it wasn’
just my ex, my in-laws got drawn into the divorce. So if they weren't pulling me to
court, he was.

Rick how did they do that
Participant the public defender was just their son in law, the cocaine addict. She was
going to Reno and | found out, eventually through some relatives, how she was paying it
she was going up and cashing markers at Reno, getting cash. Coming back to pay him.
So they were keeping the trump and guess where he worked, in the domestic violence. So
he knew all

Rick all the legal ins and outs and loop holes

Participantand what to do. So

Rick my goodness

Participant | met Connie Valentine, about 6 years into this mess, bless her heart
Rick she’s helped, didn’t she

Participant she’s a kick. | love that lady.

Rick OK that was interesting. Ok I'm going to stop. THegBestion

Participantwell it was my ex in-laws the grandparents getting drawn into geearad

using the services of [name removed], the [title removed], which is their son in laws
brother to exacerbate over 80 court appearances or plus, would have to go back through
the 9 volumes. That's what exacerbated was that there’re controlling andguanti
financially and mentally devastate me. At first | tried to be very cotiper® the point |

got thrown into jail on abuse because | was so cooperative. The cooperative part of the
part of being thrown in jail was grandparents had every Saturday visitation fars2 yea
Rick in the middle of Saturday we’re on the ranch. We had forage (?) all the forage
things are on Saturday afternoon. We camp, we’re fishermen, we love to go outdoors so
there’s about 6 times that | had to beg and plead for their 4 hours and what | did was |
made a written or verbal agreement. Like | had to give them a whole dag betwid

take them to a forage meeting. All 6 incidences where | took my children and did
something with them in those 2 years, she filed contempt charges againstomen W

let me put any witnesses forward. All of the paperwork that she signed thaapeesl

days and when they threw me in jail they had me abused (lilting voice — high pitched
while | was in jail because they had the political connections.

Rick abused?

Participantit was the middle of December and | was dressed to go to work in a nylon
skirt and a silk blouse. And they took my coat away and they threw me a 8x8 cement cell
with no heat.
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Rick holy cow

Participant yeah. And by about 2 o’clock in the morning | was blue in the face because |
was past shivering | got on the block

Rick you were like hypothermia
Participant and put my top over my shirt and | shook to where | almost passed out. It
was God'’s grace because the guard that was processing me walkgxatamsive. She

would come and be at my fact and scream at me and say if you step over that line I
gonna hit you along side of the head and would walk me out of the cell and go over to the
camera but it was a blessing because every time the door opened a woof oirwarm a
would come in. it was a holding cell they called it. So | go in front of the caanédrthe
camera won’'t work. She started ripping film out and she had a very colorful metaphor. |
don’t think that woman knew another descriptive adetejive form of the word. She scared
me. She was so violent. So | walked back to the cell. She said, well I'll pull back out
and if you don’t do this I'm gonna, you know all sorts of threats. But I figured what she
was up to. She was paid to do what she did. So | went out of the cell the second time the
camera still wouldn’t work. But it was a blessing because every time thadvpeoed |

got a woof of warm air. And | got warm. And the third time, | came out and the @amer
finally worked and I looked down, a lot of interesting pictures on the ground. And all |
could do was smile. And then | went back in and | think the guard change at 2 or 3 in the
morning, | can’t remember, because | remember the guard stickingaldisrhihere and

saying, what are you doing in here? This is only a holding cell, its freezingein her

What did you do to piss off the judge? I'll never forget him saying that. And | dicatke

him and said, sir | didn’t do anything that pissed off the judge, but money talks and BS
walks. And that’s all | can say. So he went upstairs and came back down and at 4
o'clock | got released. So | know what was going on with that situation. You know, that
she was paid by the [title removed] to just make life hell for me while | nveere, or

an excuse to get me, excuse to say | was combative or something. So | wasrgeing ve
very careful not to agitate her. You know somebody screaming at the back ofdrly hea
knew what she was up to.

Rick that is scary

Participant so | know what happened, you know, with money and politics. So that’s

why | was in jail for missed grandparents’ visitation that were never hisSe it all

stemmed around them using the judicial system to continue the abuse. Both restraining
orders got dropped within 24 hours.

Rick the ones that you filed

Participantthat | filed and | got the restraining order, it got served and within 24 hours it
got dropped. Both restraining orders had very good circumstantial evidencedttache

them but because of politics and the money they have and the ability they had, they didn’t
last more than 24 hours. Which was sad because they would have really gave me a lot of
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relief from a lot of abuse. They actually pulled the car into the driveway on a 1 He&degr
day. Parked right next to the window of my office and sit in there with the door shut and
my kids would be crying, because they, would be just, my little one would be throwing

up in the car because they were having heat exhaustion. Those are the way they were
abusing them in front of me. And there was nothing | could do. | called the sheriff and
the sheriff would show up and as soon as he saw them come around the corner, my ex
would drive out. And another day where he had my son in a head lock, was dragging him
off. | called the sheriff and he let my son go, my son ran back in the house. He runs next
door to his mother’s house and calls the sheriff and says I'm threatening ke kids.

And of course, they had me come out with my hands up and | tell the officer, | said. He
says | thought you were going to kill your kids. | said, no, no, no, no. | said | called you
because he had my son in a head lock, was dragging him down the drive way. Please talk
to my boys. I'll go in the other room. And what was so nice was the young officer had a
gun on me and the older officer knew immediately | was telling the truth, toldohi

lower the gun. Because me and my sons didn’t needed that pulled on us. You know,
we’re just standing there as defenseless victims. So | was so happyHhewant ['ll

never forget that day | wanted to just give him a big kiss. And so he took my kids off to
the other room. And then he came back and said you get you and your kids to a safe
place tonight. But see how my ex turned that around? And see they knew the game. So
politically he used the cops against me he used the justice system against ha's So t
what happens when somebody has the power and the knowledge.

Rick and the position

Participant and the position to use it.

Interview Number 9

Question No. 1

Participant so responding to the question what it was like to have encountered and
endured intimate partner violence during and after family court litigatipersonally

was not intimately involved with a partner during the court litigation. | fosght
counseling to pursue um, help in confirmation of the domestic violence, which | received
from the counselor whom in various cases here, that confirmed there was verbal abuse
and then there’s psychological abuse and then there’s emotional abuse and there’s
financial abuse. In my marriage that I lived with a partner | didn’t have @iyscse

going on but | had all four of the others. But on the second experience that | had after
that 10 year marriage when | got a divorce and um moved to California, back to
California where I'm from, my experience in that relationship was reage because |
wasn’t intending to get married and | wasn't intending on that relationshgpbeén
documented that um, it was a form of rape, which is called by (weis) coercion
without a knife and a gun, but it is still rape. If the other party is not willing arsdthel|
other party that they’re not you know that they do not want to participate in angadhysi
relationship. So | was forced and that marriage came from a forced pregiatause

of my faith that I didn’t want to have a child and not be married. However, | met this
person in church and uh they were asking for forgiveness over and over and over and
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over and over and crying and crying and crying on the phone. And so | forgave this
person and uh because | do not believe in abortion, that is my own personal, for myself. |
don’t put any one down for their own personal decisions on that. | chose to have my
daughter who was born from coercion and rape. Because | met this person in church and
they continued remorse, from what | understood, | thought possibly down the road if they
were really really truly sorry and did want a marriage and wanted you knashitdeo

not be you know, not having one parent, and etc. | thought maybe that would be the best
choice if everything could be worked out.

Rick so what was this like for you

Participantit was kind of a scary because

Rick would you like water?
Participant sure. Wasn'’t sure 100 percent, another person expressed caring for me
saying that they loved me on a continual basis. And I didn’t know the person a long
enough period of time so it was difficult for me to make that decision but you know but |
didn’t want you know the child to have only one parent and uh at the time | was still
recovering you know from a divorce that | had, we had been, | was only maybe a year
away from leaving, you know an unfortunate marriage that | tried very veidyyba

know to save, with my other three children. So | wanted to exercise faith in thtositua
which | did but the other party was not honest and so that becomes a big problem. Even
though | met this person in church they were not practicing the ethics or withityso

that you know, whatever that | believed what they represented themselve st tizey

were. So | later find out that all the crying over the sorrow of forcing rhave physical
relationship or physical act was while they were drinking very heavily. | fdusaut

later. That people if they drink severely, some people cry. crying and it's so
deep that they’re you can hear their guts almost. | mean they're like asdithat |

was hearing from this person and that’s why | thought they were sincere. Contk to f

out,
Rick they were drunk
Participant yeah. So which leaves another part of the whole picture with this person
because he apparently had a tremendous alcohol problem for a long period of time and
then come to find out later he had a drug abuse problem prior to the alcohol problem that
was | guess one of the parts of his experience in the church. He had given ug the dru
abuse but all he actually did was switch addictions to alcohol, which alcohol can be
considered a drug as well. I mean, you know, it is to some degree called, jushtliffe

form. So all that was hidden. | would see him coming to church and when | went out on
a few outings or whatever none of that was involved and it was never discussed or talked
about. So and the few times on Sundays that he didn’t come to church, he had a big
family and said you know, there were a lot of family events and his familygbmaakd is
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Hispanic and Indian and so uh | knew they had a lot of family events. They, ther@ wer
children in the family so they had many birthdays and many celebrations end lat

found out some of the reasons he wasn’t there at church because drinking on the
weekends and then not coming on Sunday because of huge effects from the alcohol. So
he was playing an instrument in the chorus he was speaking in the church he was doing
outreach to the children and youth groups and all these things so it was very ungercover
a part of his life at this time.

Rick how was that for you
Participantit was really hard for me to discover that because of after already Heaang
forced you know

Rick you said it was hard for you
Participantit was hard for me because of the physical relationship that he had forced on
me even though | distanced myself after that. He continued to try to you know pursue
our relationship on the grounds that he was a sincere person and he was representing
himself as being someone else actually. And then it was like a slip up, but had he been
honest with all the other factors you know it would have been a more understanding
picture for me. So for me it was very, lack of knowledge, lack of you know honesty,
caused a deficit, whatever, caused detriment to my life. You know because you know
when you see somebody in a position doing all these sorts of things you you tend to
believe stronger what they represent what they are doing. You know he wasn'’t just
somebody that came to church and sat there, you know. So that made it a harder picture
to digest and so therefore | was having to you know see somebody who was sort of a
dichotomy kind of a person. They're one way and then they’re another way so |
distanced myself even further | actually had moved back to California andistas |

settling in and so | would qualify having no home and no car at the time for a trarmsitiona

housing program where, what put me in that area of , Which was south o
don’t know if you want all this detail but that put me in a whole other environment than
what | was raised in. Even though it is the same town, is quite diverse if you're

living in different areas.
Rick OK

Participant OK. And so which happens in many big cities I'm sure. So therefore | was
not in my normal environment, you know, where people | think more a little morereal t
their word. So

Rick do you feel betrayed

Participant oh yes | felt betrayed, very betrayed. Yeah, that's a good word. Betrayed
and then violated of course goes with domestic violence. Violated again then | had no
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not a very good resources to turn to at that time because | had temporarily moeéd ther
have a place for one year for me and my children and | was going through fitioinahs
you know meeting all the qualifications, maintain a home there for us that liegh&bif

Rick and the kids were with you

Participant yeah and uh so I didn’t have | was starting over in, it is my home town but a
lot of things change in 10 years, or 12 years so | was starting over and | didn’tlbave a
of connections as far as resources. | did go to WEAVE. 1 did go to further counseling
that | requested. | went to the crisis pregnancy center actually andugsieting there

and requested if they had a referral which they did to a to a very phenomenéakr call
doctor of psychology and as well as she shared the same faith as | have anériaeon’t

if her name is important. Her name is Dr. [name removed] she is very very good. And |
further pursued the counseling there which helped a lot. But you know, like you said I'm
still betrayed and I'm still as a woman carrying a child through you knowya ver
unfortunate happening. So at the pregnancy crisis center they do offer you dyismns t
options weren’t any that | felt good with. You know | felt the need to keep my owh chil
and I'm a very prolife person so | believe that life overcomes anythiog. kifow |

believe that death is never the answer, you know. No matter what the horrays are y
know as long as there is breath, there’s hope. It's sort of one of my mottos you know
what | mean.

Rick so you were lied to, betrayed, violated. You tried to escape a couple of these
things, moved to a strange area and then

Participant well where | moved to is where it actually happened. Well so that would
have been the process of re-starting my life, leaving another state dvad allthe
process | had to go move to a new area that | was not familiar

Rick so at the end you feel like your faith got you through this thing
Participant yes that is true and | give credit to counselors

Rick really cool helpers

Participantthe counselors and therapy, you know and definitely there being there was a
big help to me because they were able to confirm what I'm going through
Rick help you understand it

Participantand understand it. Because
Rick help develop a plan probably

Participant right they did as well as we each had counselors too, we have counselors and
have session and stuff
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Rick I'd like to move on to theecond question Would that be ok?

Participant go ahead, sure.

Rick could you just finish that thought though. Since we’re talking about research
guestion 2 you said some of the agencies that cut you off

Participant yes, they are not interested in how you feel or what you’re going through.
All they appear to be trying to do is prepare you to survive this system whidly is ve
horrible I've come to find out. This system is not what | grew up in cause lupgew
Carmichael California where it's warm and but the system now is veryehtusthe

family actually as a unit. You're feeling don’t count, what you're golmgugh doesn’t
count, why nothing matters except, except if you can speak only in facts, they donh’t w
you to express any emotion. They don’t want you to share any feelings or aay hum
natural

Rick so this is really odd for you to be asked what your human feelings, things are about
this

Participant yeah

Rick ok, thank you

Participant and just so you know the agencies that are promoting this type of behavior is
CPS for one. In fact I'm sorry to say they're leading

Rick ok but this is going to be research question 3 so
Participant so they impact the court because I've learned the court system is, it has 3
floors. Simple but very interesting. Thé floor trumps everything in the court house.

So there’s family court, there’s probate court, and then there’s the child depgrcdert
which is at the top. And anything that comes from that third floor, even if they write one
sentence, if they pass it down to the other levels the judges and everyone step back and
just put that sentence out on the table and shove all other documents aside. It doesn’t
matter what you have because the children protective services have it ordered
unfortunately their agency doesn’t research almost anything. I'mtsosay. Them and

lots of other people do cause you not to be expressing what is really going on. Cause if
you start to express, they will cut you off.

Rick thank you for sharing that

Participant yeah

Rick so this is going to beesearch question 2
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Participant what were your reactions to the violent incidents? | went to WEAVE which

is an organization that helps women escaping domestic violence. And | sought
counseling at the crisis pregnancy center now called Alternatives foeWomm

pregnancy. | left the area where | was temporarily qualified to comptete gear

program for transitional housing as soon as my year was up | left it. In other words, |
didn’t have a place to go into right at the moment. But as soon as my year was up and
this happened in the middle | pursued moving to another area because | did everything
that they required. | got a good referral so | was able to move in to some aypsittmae

were close by [name removed] where | was pursuing a degree in counsedilfang

at the time | was also because of my experience | had also helped peopledigding
through chemical dependency rehab work and so | pursued that originally. Sodtalso g

an associates in that as well. However my desires kind of changing toveakitsgw

more family related and children because of what I've survived. | want to phesue t
counseling in the other direction. But to continue reading this. | left the area whas
temporarily qualified as soon as my year was up to bring a distance belwerart that

had coerced me, forced a rape on, to me and then | became pregnant. So he went to the
church there | had attended so | had to find also a new church as well as move in to a new
area close to the college community college where | was going pursyiogllege

degree. So | had to again change churches which is you know some people have a lot of
internal with that too as well because you're just trying to get famiiidr people and

get started over you know

Rick why should you have to leave, why couldn’t they leave

Participantthat’s a good point but the problem there was this person had been going to
that church first and for a few years and all the people knew him and more, m@ch mor
closer relationship to him and like | said he was very active in the church aimdt| di
actually share this with the church and with the pastor. And which you’ll find ishieue
statistics that WEAVE have | wish were more run out to for you know for gdoiet

know about because one of their statistics is very true that the highest form offabuse
is least documented of reported is sexual abuse. They’re very right and curremt on tha
Because it is so humiliating and it's also the surrounding elements and the pdugle, ot
parties can make the victim feel guilty or and so depending on your background if you
never experience something like that, which is my case, you don’t really knawowha

do, you don’t know how to share that with people and then people don't always know
how to respond to it or a lot of people are uncomfortable if you do share it and it just |
found it was better to not share it.

Rick just keep quiet about it

Participant yeah that’s what | found because you know there’s a lack of understanding of
what it’s all about and people tend to come up with, they want to blame, when you just as
well, they really don’t know the story so they kind of look at it, it actually kind of eguat

the way the court tries to look at it. The court tries to look at things like, they throw i
boxes. This is really good for your study. This is what | have survived. | learned i
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college that stereotyping is one of the worst things that can be done in my training i
pursuing counseling and psychology as well. However, in this society thatlweig

in this system is one of the biggest things they’re doing is using stereotypestamg put
people in boxes and the court is one of the biggest organizations that’s doing that right
now. And they have boxes for domestic violence or if you are surviving in if there is a
father and a mother involved and it becomes a custody battle in some way or another and
there is a child involved they tend to remove from the domestic violence box so to speak
and then they throw you in a box they call the custody box and CPS is really good at
doing that. I've discovered that they actually promote that being done.

Rick ignore the violence

*%k%

Participantyeah and all of a sudden that is like history, it's ignored history and you're
now in custody box number 1 where it’s all about he said and she said so no one really
cares that much because none of it becomes valid anymore because what sl® said ge
gualified by what he said or it becomes a big fight in the court and honestly I'vedieen t
this and | sort of tend to believe the root is money because if it's in that box tae’s t

of court people and other people that that intermingle through the court system that get
money off of this, this whole scenario. You have the court supervisors that supervise you
and your kids for hours and you pay them money. You have all these court counselors
you have court mediators who act as sort of counselors that | know for a faceit’s be
even in the news that they are not qualified. They don’t have the training to do what
they're doing. But yet they are in there doing it and then they write upd® kof things
about whatever party they don’t favor. And that's the way this court thing works. They
pick a favorite and it could and the favorite could be picked by CPS who passes their
opinion down to the court in the matter of a sentence or two. The court picks that up
because it's no research on their part. If they can take it from one orgamirati gave

some kind of a favoritism to one party then they don't, they then start from therng. The
don’t have to go back and research any history. We can just go from there and then we
can just bad, build you a session with the parties and they will just look for thingiseto wr
bad about the party that is not favored. And they’ll just write tons of stuff down and it
will be not even what you said. It will be twisted. It will be stories cotefylenade up

about you. And then you’re back in court to try to battle not only the surviving the abuse
you went, but you’re then having to battle these false scenarios and stories built upon one
group whose building upon another group who said one word. It's kind of like rumors
that got passed down from one to the next to the next. And you're just keep building a
huge story and then guess what. You throw more money into the court system because
then you’ve got to hire this big powerful attorneys who most of us, especially,moms
can't afford. And so therefore, you're scraping to find any attorney who, you krsdw |
paying money to get them to maybe get one decision changed. Then you've got
mountains that are still lies told about you that you’'ve got to maybe find andtireest

down the road to help you because that one will only do a limited scope of one litle piec
because you aren’t paying them enough to research. So as you keep going down this
road, there’s not enough money to research this so something else gets done wrong. So
then you have a whole another mountain built up on another wrong foundation. And it
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just keeps mounting up and mounting up and mounting up until without tons of money,
you're like a little teeny fish swimming in this big ocean and all the Blg$guashing
further down until you pretty much drown at the bottom

Rick all right. Thank you.

Participant yeah

Rick so you feel like you got to answer that question?

Participant yeah.

Rick: Ok, all right. Now let’s do the third
Participant what we were just talking about? And it relates to research. Here’s my
analogy for anyone who wants to hear it. According to my life experience amebasur

of CPS, who is an organization in or California or many other places that is
trying to supposedly protect children. | call them child endangerment sebgcause

they're endangering many children. Because of their lack of reseatthmyaanalogy is

this, taking the notion again. We're a body of water. If you are at the surfactjsaisd t
what | call CPS, they're surficial um they're looking at the surfadeegsmove from

case to case because “they claim their case workers have too many dds, th
understaffed, they’re under whatever reason they use as excuses. But thisis wha
happening. They’re looking on the surface, at, when you have a big ocean or body of
water, things rise to the top. And whatever rises to the top, floats. So if theigevit r

the top and float, then some organizations such as CPS can see it because it'sigisible a
it is now floating upon the top of the water. However, unfortunately they don’t bother to
look down like a you know like a gyser (?) would do. To go underneath and find out
what what was it that let that object go to the top. You know, were there forcdsathat t
allowed it to make it up to the top. Were certain things you know, smothered underneath
so that only certain things rose up to the top and were able to float? It could have been,
you know, there’s creatures under the sea, there are deep-sea divers, you know what
mean. There are those of us that that go in to the ocean that don't really live there. You
know. We're not creatures of the ocean but we go down there. So I'm just using as an
analogy that they look at what comes to the surface. And if it's something thefiesg

either can write that down, they can do something upon what they see on the top, but they
do not research to find out what the cause are that brought it to the top. And that's my
analogy of CPS. And that’'s why the children are being endangered and theystaumt s

is similarly following the pattern and working in conjunction and hand in hand with CPS
in this type of observation that is on the surface.

Rick this is the answer to question number 3 and the participant indicated the last
paragraph when talking about boxes that that belongs under the research question 3.
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Participant ok so my process is about family court exacerbated the violence. Ok,. The
processes began with stereotyping they began to stereotype a case amelythaow

the case into boxes that they feel it fits. Unfortunately if a case betatheidomestic
violence stereotype then all of a sudden if there’s children involved custody [seaome
issues, obviously because one or both members are violent. However generallygspeakin
they end up throwing into the custody box and once they do that because children are
involved then it's no longer the domestic violence is no longer even considered. It's as if
that never happened and the entire case is just a story between what he saidaidd she
And all the court participants treat it as such. You become like a number. You don't have
feelings anymore. You not even like a human being. You're just somebody who
someone else is fighting, you're like two fighters in a boxing ring and you’reldamt

because you're fighting. And then there is a little child who’s sufferingen Ehough

you’ve gone there to get help for the child and yourself you become somebody looked
upon as a bad person and you get yelled at by judges and you get all kindsobibrestri

put on you, your children get taken away. Even though you are the victim of domestic
violence in many cases your children are taken from you.

Rick did violence continue? | mean how did the children get taken from you?
Participant only one was taken and it was the daughter of the man who I know how the
restraining order _____in fact the restraining order is covering me and my athbas

lives with me. And the judge that gave me, that granted me that restrainingaddder s
himself that this is one of the strangest cases that he’s ever seen lhecsug@nting

me this restraining order because | have withesses however he’glda/youngest

child, which is my little girl with the man, the abuser that is being designatedtatery
moment to have the restraining order placed upon him. And he is leaving custody in the
hands of this man with the child.

Rick why did he do that

Participant because of CPS. Because of their little writings that some social waiker h

a feeling that this child is better off with the father. This is writteruadigt written and

that she would only be exasperated to with the mother because the mother, myself,
happened to know of all the abuse and | was pursuing freedom for her life from this
abuse. But he was able to deflect all of his abuse upon another person, an innocent party
who was in my household and who absolutely had nothing to do with any of this. But he
was successful in doing that by using my little girl as a pawn so to speak bedhese a

time she was 4, highly influenced and intimidated by someone who has abusianttaits
violence and this person, her father was able to coerce her to making seme rstaf

abuse by an innocent family member in my house, who happened to be an older brother
who never had done any such thing. But because she would say it, these social workers
that he took her to say it to or told her to tell a teacher, or whatever answer, standid it
then she had been many times has been known to have told us that daddy buys her gifts
and you know she has been bribed and intimated. Basically bribed and threatened to do
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so but no one has followed up on that. Because no one has researched her life in any
way. They've just written it off as she’s in good shape with him. So my other childre
were more fortunate because their father lived out of state and they werallyot re

involved as much in his, except for being blamed by, except for him using them to blame
his behaviors upon. He even had been acknowledge that there was sexual abuse, physical
and verbal abuse in his family background and that his own father had and himself had
participated in pornography. My oldest daughter said that he told her that he had eithe
been involved in or knew of experienced child pornography which unfortunately is what
happened with my daughter. My daughter has been sexually abused by him. And it's
been covered up by CPS because of the fact that they made a bad decision so they have
ignored doctor’s reports and everything on my daughter. And they’ve pursued just
leaving it like it was my son who was never involved. The problem is that 2 years later
one year later, after her living with her father, she was diagnosed withaay tract

infections by me taking her to a hospital on one weekend that | was able to get her
because you didn’t follow the court order. And | had to get the police and they did honor
the court order and | got, started getting her for my weekends that | hatlyadtune the

court process and earned back this custody that they wrongfully took. And whesdl forc
him to abide by it, it was a court ordered agreement, that when there wasieeting
sessions done, when this was done, and all these hoops were jumped, that | would then be
progressively gaining my time back with my daughter. So the first Saturdeagsn’t

getting he wouldn’t give me those. He kept telling supervisors and people that | di
complete everything, but he was the one that didn’t complete the co-parenting. But
nevertheless the police honored my weekend and on the first weekend having heard her
symptoms of burning and itching in her private area and all these things, | took her
immediately to the hospital where she was directly immediately diagassealving

severe urinary tract. She required a high dosage of antibiotics, of which he dain’t e

take the medicine when he got her back on his time, my time ended. He didn’t listen to
me when | told him that she needed medicine. He acted like all she needed, maybe s
needed some cough syrup or something. He told a police officer that he had gotten,
because he thought | was not going to give her back, that he had called so he had
wrongly represented her health needs. And he took off with her so | had to get a co

it's called a police emergency medical escort down to where he lived. They took 24
hours later for me to get there with the police with the medications that she redl tsta

take and the antibiotic if you start a dosage and then you go 24 hours you almogt destr
the effects right off the bat. But that didn’t matter to him. And so we got the medgat

to him but she didn’t like them. | knew that | was able as a mother was able to get her t
take them. | don’t think he was able to the results are she has since had cteversal

She’s been, I've now recently gotten her medical reports. She’s been taken into
emergency rooms. She’s had severe abominable pain, she’s had back lower pain which is
a result of kidney, it's already been proven that the traces of protein and things in he
blood have started the process that goes in to your kidneys. But he’s now masking her
pain with Tylenols. | recently found out now that I'm getting my daughter againredr

being taken away for another year because he made up a story about my other son on the
second visit. CPS then placed him back in his full care because of lack of research aga
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After he abducted her on what would have been my third weekend because he das afrai
| would find out about of her physical ailments. And so therefore my daughtel is stil
suffering medically. | feel inflamed areas on her back. She feels of |ae-fgaer

every time | see her. She did tell me that she’s passed out, she’s had headaches in the
back seat when I pick her up from school. She told me did | have Tylenol and | said no.
She said daddy usually gives them to her. So | went to the Wal-Mart to try to find the
they didn’'t have the bubble gum kind.

Rick so this is really about the court processes the court ordered is that they can stil
control you and he’s harming the child in your opinion and the court processes are
continuing to facilitate that, to allow that to happen. Did I get that right?

Participant yes that is very correct. It's because of the court processes thiuglyter
right now is under medical neglect and medical duress because she canfjeteall
medical help because he’s not honest with the medical people and he’s actualhgmaski
her condition and that's my most right now present concern

Rick and you’re taking steps to address that
Participant | am but it's so hard because he’s lying to medical people and then it goes on
record and then they look it up when | go in, which [ just recently got permission to go in
on my own on the, because | had an attorney on a limited scope who pressed the issue
that | could at least take her and he actually jumped up and said, well | vkeuld go,

can | go, can I go? And the judge for the first time said no, that because | have a
restraining order anyway, it wouldn’t make sense for him to come where | @hisS

new judge said no that won’t be necessary she can let you know just like all | require
notification by both parties and that's where we are with that.

Rick ok, all right. Do you feel like you got to answer the question?
Participant yeah, | know | went off

Rick that’s all right, that's important. But do you feel like you got to answer the
guestion?

Participantum

Rick | thought you did a really good job.

Participant | hope so.

Interview Number 10

Question 1

Participant | wrote that | see the family court system as a big silo in which theopetiti

me, is a cow and each time | go to court, and I've seen it before too, that um ana | have
big network and we all feel very similar in this regard. | feel that, | fieellim being
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milked, in a sense, that um | go to court and um you know they, they we sit there for a

couple minutes. They do their so-called rhetoric and they nod their heads, uh huh, uh

huh. And then we get sent out and we go back the back door to so called, barn doors so

to speak. And we go to graze. Which | interpret that as getting fat again, more money

and then to come back again. And so | just see this as a big circle. You know, come to

the silo, and we’ll pretend that we’re doing you justice and uh, oh no you have to come
oh we can continue with this. | mean the legalities of the things that, oh no we

can't talk about that now. That's another issue. Come back and we’ll talk about that. Oh

you have to have a motion for that. And you know the courts they only see, they have

these certain papers and this is kind of what | was talking about. They only look at what

is on at what is on the dock and that is only what is put forth in front of them of what they

want to see. And you know they don’t even have a clue you know what. They only see a

very minute prospective of who we are and what we’ve been through. And it'sea matt

of how we rely on our attorneys. How the attorneys are in a position where they can

litigate, who can litigate better, how that'’s interpreted to the judge and shesagydieg

to keep that information or what they are going to do with it. And um, you know, then

its, they just do what they want with it. And | can't tell you how many tirnaslive

seen people it just absolutely phenomenal, that it's the stories and then the judges just

look at you like um, fill out the paperwork and see us later. You know and you know

I've been divorced since 2007 and we were separated from domestic violence in 2004.

And it was 3 years of agonizing litigation. I've had three, two, 3111 evaluations.

Probably six family court services. Minor council involved. And primarily, whish it

taken a spin, primarily it started with me having full custody because thenastwper

the, my ex-husband is an alcoholic and a Viet Nam vet who is untreated. And the court

systems do not want to acknowledge that at some point the system needs to break and the

people who come in to the system as regular divorcees or people who are, wiatithe w

Rick irreconcilable differences?

Participant exactly! Then you know, that’s fine. And then they'll file their certain
paperwork and then, maybe in six months, they’ll be on their way and most of them, |
know a lot of people, they're already remarried. You know, they've gone on with their
lives. You know, then the rest of us, who are a certain population that this is where the
big hole is. They grab on to you and that’s another sithdi | feel is that, | feel like I'm

in quick sand. The more that | try to get out, they, the more that they want you in there.
They want you to be engrossed. They don’t want you to be healthy. They want you to
stay there cause they know. THEY know! Me, a mother, who's been through domestic
violence and has been fighting for her children for years and years. They kneWehat
will do anything. And they know that that is somebody that's gonna stay in tleensyst
and she will find whatever she has, every last penny to keep it going. Not bduzase s
keeping it going because she’s keeping it going, the courts make it keep Betause,
again, you've got to pay your attorneys, got file papers, it goes round and round and
round. You know, I've spent $80,000. And you know, even to, the problem with that is
that even though you're divorced, it still isn’t finished. It's the custody. Thenydu
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get the divorce, then you have the next level. You have the property settlement, then you
have the next level of custody. And that's the one where they love, they love that
because children stay, a certain, cause they know that from whatever agpayatese

the point the child is 18, they can have a hand on those kids and once you are in the
system, they will not let you go.

Rick who is they?
Participant the family court system. Absolutely. Family court system. Becasse it’
big, you know, what's the word? Um, big old boys’ network kind of thing

Rick little boy’s network
Participant little boys’ network, yeah! Judges get paid by the courts. My council gets
paid by the courts. Our taxpayers pays them. Attorneys. Um, judges won’t see any
cases come to their bench unless attorneys have, are there to litigate. And you know
minor council aren’t gonna have, get paid by the courts, get free. Paid by the courts,
which are taxes today, | mean our economy is the crap why are we payingdor m

council when they, they are billing $95 an hour to sit at their desk and email attorneys
back and forth and make things go around in circles. Instead of really having sgmethi

be done about. Saying ok you guys need to decide how you’re gonna have the rest of you
lives. You are the parent, you are the parent and you need, I'm here to be the mediator
Not to instigate this and keep this going. They purposely do this. They keep it going.
And it, and even as | said, I've been divorced since 2007 and even as of recently,
yesterday, my ex husband, I still feeling the domestic violence wheed,ddiefortable

in telling you the extent the email and things and because, and here’s anegxanyplu

know its Easter break. And part of our custody arrangement is that we're supposed to,
which by way cost me thousands and thousands of dollars to get to this point. Um, share
the spring break. Well the way that the orders are is that the dad gets oddiyears f
special holidays, so therefore this Easter is dad’s Easter time, ume&sekek as | told

you, unless Greek Easter falls, which it does this year, if Greek fall onidend=aster,

then it goes back to whatever, whoever has it. Okay. If Greek Easter fallsyeaihis

still get it because he gets, Greek Easter is always different.

Rick Greek Orthodox

Participantyes. ltis, it only falls on American Easter every four years. So scane lye

will actually get two Easters because even, if Easter is on an evemgedareek Easter,

| will get both. But this year it happens to be, | don't get either, because, sdat ki

evens out. Because it's not only does Greek Easter fall on American Eastet, itig

year either. Okay. So, in April, Aprifl email the dad and said cause this is my

weekend also. | have the first, third and fifth weekend. And | also fought for um because
I'm also as a a teacher, | want to be more involved in the kid’'s school so again
thousands of dollars to negotiate more time with my kids. | got Wednesday afteynoon t
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spend with the boys for doing their homework and things like that. And also there was
another issue. cause the dad doesn’'t do that. So | had them this weekend. So |
emailed the dad and | said, since you have them for Easter and this is my weaekend, i
sounds reasonable that I'll take them, cause its Friday, | get Frigaelfiiool Saturday,
Sunday, which that would be my normal time. But | also get them Wednesday and | said
so why don’t we just split, I'll just keep them all the way through Wednesdaywétyal

have Tuesday, Monday and Tuesday, and then since you have, and then you can
Thursday and Friday and then finish off the week, because then you'll have E#ster w
us. And he created such a mess. | never got back, he never emailed me badled! em
him again, since | haven't heard from ya, I'm assuming the schedule is seth MWhi

didn’t want to handle it that way because | don’t’ want to engage any discathidam.

| either wanted a yes or no. Or you know, cause | learned, | learned witht@omes
violence with specifically my ex the best way to handle them is to, is tondridtey are
young kids that you want, you're talking to them in a constructive way. You're stil
getting your point across but you're not being, you're not allowing any kindtizism

to come back. Because that just opens up the door for not getting to the issue. It's like,
oh there you are! Now, nitpicking or quibbling or which is what he says. So | emailed
him back and said | haven’t heard so, therefore | couldn’t make plans. Didn’t wait, he
waited purposely waited, this is his MO because he wants to cause problemsetie wait
until yesterday, Friday, to email me and said, Oh | suggest that we do this aatbithis

this. So I'm thinking to myself, what do you mean you suggest, | had already, the orde
are, and | had already made, the only difference is how we are going to bplitast of

the week. You take the, I'll take the first two you take the second two and emgrythi

else was already our time. So he created such a mess that he emailed the minor, he
emailed me, again this is the part I'm saying that domestic, even thougk die@ced
domestic violence still continues through the email | still felt that he wasipgihis

finger at me, thumping his chest that means, like he used to do with his alcohohc breat
and tell me I control you. If you ever divorce me, | will bury you. Well hel toigrying

me by trying to attempt to kill me that was what the beginning of the divorcehies.
actually had me on the ground choking me, and my at the time, six year old saw it. So |
managed to get away and he was arrested and he was put in detox and that's when |
sought my first attorney and got the restraining order and that started thepndoass.

So um, you know in saying you know, | feel sorry for you, you're a sick person, you
know I'm so sorry for you in a sad way, you caused me misery and now I'mggetbin
know, and by the way, he’s ccing them to the minor council. So that tells you what
arrogance, not only arrogance, but there’s a narcissistic sociopathic teimlereed in

that. For someone who can blatantly think that they're being honest in a sense of normal
conversation, that’s it's no big deal and you know, I just couldn’t believe the tone.in that
And that’'s how | felt, you know you’re miles away from me through the virtualldm

still feel the thump of the chest, the finger on my chest, of the control. | cgatrojou

will do what | want cause I'm the custodial parent and | am now calling the shots

I’'m gonna get back at you for everything else that you caused throughaaiage,

which he doesn’t understand it was him. He was the alcoholic. He chose not to get
treatment and he chose this path. So anyway.
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Rick did you get all the way through that paper
Participant | just said extending his controlling finger, thumping my chest telling nie tha
he is getting back at me for his misery

Rick OK, you did. This is the response to 8econd Question

Participant What | was thinking when you were saying that, it's very ironic that, it's

kind of significant, because almost 7 years to this weekend the domestic viblence

initial domestic violence hit causing him to be arrested. Not that it hadn’t happened

many, many times before. Burt that was the actual one where | was hurt anddbled a
officers took pictures and things like that. Where a actual police report happEme

other times that happened that we, | chose not to do a police report because | did not want
to get, | thought | was strong enough that | could handle it and we could get him help and
we could save the children, cause my children were really young at the time. But wha
happened was, | came home from school on a Friday, like | said, 7 years ago and | can
see it in my mind now. Came home 7 years ago and pizza, one of those bake in the oven,
put that in the oven, when into my room to change my clothes, you know gonna feel like

it was Easter break, gonna have some good times. But no. You know, | was in the
bedroom | was changing my clothes and am | allowed to say his hame or ex

Rick yes, whatever you want to say, we’ll edit names out
Participant OK. And [name removed] followed me in to my room and threw a card at
me. A business card where he had written down a telephone number saying he had
gotten a call from the bank of America asking questions about authorizing an ity |
you know and him accusing me of opening up an equity line and how come | was doing
that and spending money cause he was always, the paranoia part of him wasaaying t
was hiding money and frauding him and stealing money from him. And why was | doing
that and | told him that | hadn’t opened up accounts. Why would | do that? | froze the
equity line because he was spending money on beer and the equity line was not for that.
And | was told by many sources including the bank and friends saying that that
obviously, that | could grieve it because anything purchased, purchased anything unde
$300 should really not be used for equity line. Obviously not for 5 years. And um, | told
him I hadn’t opened it up and of course he did not believe me and he kept you know
accusing me, screaming at me, thumping his fingers in my chest and just wolelaveot

me alone. And just continued to interrogate me, following me everywhere, stgeami

me and we were. Then | walked into the living room and | was probably as clase to y
as | am to to you, just standing there listening to the tirade cause | know about him.
When he gets drunk he just rambles, he’s an evil drunk and so | tried not to engage, but
so | honestly did not see it coming. Never thought that he would actually attackme. A
he said out of the blue, again, | don’t know if it's necessarily out of the blue because |
mean he had actually did it. | mean obviously, he’s drunk, screaming, you know volatile.
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He said I'm so tired of your shit and hit me in the mouth. Struck me in the mouth. And |
felt the blood trickle down my face and in disbelief that I'm bleeding. | dalieve I'm
bleeding. And so I turned around to leave to get away. He grabbed me by, we were, the
way our house is, is out on the living room kind of like the hallway. So, it's off the
kitchen and then our son’s room would be butting up against the little entryway for, so
it's the entryway that would separate the living room and then the boy’'s bedroom and the
kitchen is off to the right of that. So I turned around to like go around that to get away
from him and he grabbed me by the neck and started choking me. I'm almostthéd” at
time 1 was 120 Ibs. He is 6’1" and that time probably 230 Ibs. so obviously over
powered me. Grabbed, started choking me. You know, enraged, drunk. | could feel, |
could feel him really choking me and | remembered things going through my heatl. A
gonna die? And I'm gasping for breath. And I'm like, I'm calling out and &dhrgy for

my son’s name. I'm like, Help! And so Jordy comes around the corner. He’s 6 ykars ol
and he, the baby at that time was only 3. And that’s a whole other story. He had a,
[name removed] had a cast on his foot because [name removed] had run over him with
the lawnmower and cut, chopped off his toes, because he was drunk. That's another
story. So that was actually, now its March, so remember the domestic violeAgeilhit
cause | already told you its almost 7 years to the day. So it reall\heasdginning of

the end. And | had also started therapy and even the therapist said, you know [name
removed], she goes, I've been in therapy, | mean a therapist for 17 yeagoing to

tell you, you are the second woman in 17 years that you have to get out. Your
relationship to him is toxic. You need to get a divorce. So I really knew, unfortynately
that that was the beginning of the end. But | could not believe, actually that, | wa
actually hurt and that he was actually gonna kill me. And another side of that, is t

which is another caveat to, the reason | actually got out of it, too, not only was he drunk
and what | wrote in my notes here, is that he was, | was able to get awa\eltbetus

part, but also, | can get him off balance. Because he also had a cast. He alsod¢®ad a bra
And the reason why he had a brace on his foot, on his leg, is because he had been,
probably about 25 surgeries; cost my insurance company $1 million. While we lived at
the house in 2000 he had broken his leg power washing a gazebo. And we’d only been
there 10 days. Christian was just weeks old and so as a result he broke his leg,dike one
those Joe Theisman kind of breaks. A real bad break, K? However, the difference
between that, Joe Theisman kind of thing and [name removed] is that obviously an
athlete is motivated to heal. He was not. He did not want to give up his drinking. He did
not want to give up his smoking. And he continued his little denial about that anything
was wrong. He was in and out of the hospital like probably at least 25 times. Each time,
each time not only would he be in there for the weeks of the surgery, but then he would
have to go into the rehab part. Okay? So here | am with two children working full time.
Little kids, working full time. Him in and out of the hospital. Anyways so that’s kind of

a side of the point. So you could see that, as a result of him not healing, Dr. [name
removed] said you know what , we’re gonna have to cut part of your leg. He says,
well actually said we need to just amputate it. And there’s just no way. You're, you
don’t wanna heal, you don’t wanna stop drinking, and all the grafts, skin grafts would just
slough off. He wouldn’t take his meds because, we had home health nurses and they
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said, you know what __ ? There’s no reason for it anyway. | said unfortunately his
drinking is so heavy that all this heavy duty meds all it does is, this medicatibeingt

able to do anything. So I don’t want to get too much into that because that’s beside the
point. | just want to show that, that was a contributing factor. The fact that hefwas of
balance because of the boot he had on. Cause as a result the surgeon had to cut off the
inside part of the bone, K? The infected part so he had to limp now forever, okay? So
anyway, that’s part of what | wanted to say. That, his drinking and the corbittzt

he was kind of off balance, the way the boot was, are the only two factors that allowed
me to probably get my wits about me to get away. And because | was down on the
ground and he had his hands around my throat | was able to use the thrust of my of you
know, standing up on your quads and kind of pushing up the back to just temporarily
throw him off a little bit. Just enough that he kind of fell back and let me go and that's
when | went around the, the hallway, grabbed the cell phone, not the cell phone, the
portable and. We lived in the country, a 400 yard sub . Ran down the driveway.
Called the police. They came. They told me to stay out by the driveway. Biyrteat t
remember | have a pizza in the oven and | have two small children in the bedroom. And
so | told them what am | supposed. | said my children, my children are in the house.
They said don’t worry about the children. He’s not gonna hurt the children. And
ironically again. Remember Easter vacation. | had a friend alreadpgdmom the bay

area. She was gonna go to another mutual friend of ours in Tahoe, in Truckee. So she
was on her way. She was gonna sleep that night at my house. So she. | called her. She
was already in Dixon by that time. She was already on her way. She w#mvesl my

way anway I'll see you in probably %2 hour. | said, well you’ll probably be heheat t

same time the police did. So___ calls his dad. Told him, | saw him sitting outside the
porch, told. Called his dad, said you what you probably get down here cause I'm
probably gonna be arrested. So his dad lives in Lawford and so the police showed up and
they saw my mouth and they took pictures of my neck. Of the redness around my neck
and then they wanted to talk to him obviously. They said stay here. So | stayed at the
edge of the. | said would you go make sure the boys are OK? They said. They went in.
They talked to them. They're fine. They turned off the pizza, which was burntigpa cr

by then. But at least my house didn’t burn down. So anyway, it took, and the irony of it.
Not irony. It took 4 police officers to take him down cause he tried to resist afied

then his dad showed up and was screaming at the officers to leave him alone, you're
hurting him. And the officers saying, if he wouldn’t resist we wouldn’t have to hurt him.
You know, he’s being arrested for domestic violence. So anyway. So you know,

Rick: so is that, are you done with what you wrote? Or is there more?
Participant | just said you know, that kind of told about that grabbed the phone and ran
outside and called the police and that why. And you know, what's even more. What's
super super ironic about this is that after this hit, we started process divoresspnd |
was given full custody of the kids, doing 3111 evaluation. Well immediately first
custody anyway, because he was arrested. | did restraining orders sitdhé& ewen get
around the children. | went for WEAVE, Jordy and | went for WEAVE cause he was 5.
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_____was only 3 so he was not eligible for WEAVE. The DA, here’s the irony of it. The
DA gave me a thousand dollars toward an alarm for my house. And gave me aoyear’s
free counseling through VOC, victims of crime because they felt imdanger of him.

The irony of it is that the court system did not. And they did not charge him. So he’s
used that the whole time. So whenever I try to utilize, to use domestic violenaegor br
that up or any time, not that | wanted to use it to my advantage so to speak. Bug.anytim
The minor council the court has, they’'ve squashed it. So what happens, this is what
another thing | wanted to bring up is that the pendulum has swung and that now the
perpetrators or the men, nothing happens to them.

Rick: let me put you on hold right there.
And this is the response tesearch question 3

Participant Well | was given a restraining order for myself and the boys. The DA’s
office gave me $100 toward an alarm and what started out as according to the rules, 30
sessions of counseling through VOC. Which they paid. And so | had a counselor. And
then what is interesting about it, is that the court and particularly the minor lcyonci
know what'’s interesting about it, is that they don’t want to acknowledge anything to do
with domestic violence. And the reason why they don't is, this is my feeling, ihémat
they'd have to admit that there’s a flaw and they failed. And judges and minor council
and attorneys will not admit that they are wrong and that the system leds faid
that’s one of the reasons why these, keep perpetuating. They're thinking thatttlahgs
they're gonna change something through one of these little forms thatlyaut find
come back. It doesn’t. And so when | finished my first 30 sessions with VOC, as you
know, litigation still continued. And even though again, even though we had been
divorced for 7 plus years, my counselor still felt that and she requested another 30
sessions because she felt that my involvement with a person of domestic violence and
also minor council in the picture, and being involved in court and custody issues, that |
was, even though | was not physically in the realm of a domestic violence perdan, a
was not physically being choked, I still was in the throes of feeling hkaslin domestic
violence because the system would not let me go and they would not hear it. And so it
was just, and this is how , my therapist we were talking, you know | its’, you
are still feeling the emotional trauma and control of the domestic violence of
because they have such control over you and you are still constrained in what you can do
because you are micromanaged about your parenting, about everything you do that you
feel like you are still the emotional trauma of being victimized.

Rick do you agree with your therapist’s opinion

Participant oh yeah, absolutely. Oh absolutely, yeah. But minor council and courts
don’t see that. And any time that | would bring anything like up the minor council would
slough that off and said, oh that’s history, we need to move on. But yet anytime that was
brought up that referring to my history about something, or | mean, let me proof read ....

Rick bring up old history against you but not him
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Participantumhum, exactly. You know, when | would talk about wanting him to be

drug tested, alcohol tested, because of court orders and for whatever reasoreti@gudg
judges and the minor, the attorneys sideswiped that because remember | told you the
minor council you know they don’t want to admit that there was something wrong with
that. Because if they did, that means they would have to change it and they would have
to address it. And so by not addressing it, the problem is not there. They don't think the
problem there if they don’t have to address it. And that's so, whenever | would talk
about that it was always, oh that’s history, we need to move on. But, when | would bring
up my history in regards to domestic violence, oh there you go again, dragging up, how
are we supposed to move forward if you keep bringing up your history? So it’s either,
you allow the history to work through or everybody’s history is gone. One of the two.
Either you push everything aside and move forward for everybody or the components
you need to talk about in your history is brought to the table on both sides. And it's never
that way. The men who are the domestic violence, the perpetrators, it’s like nothing
happens. Nothing happens to them. It's actually amazing. I'm not kidding.

Rick: participant laughs with irony. Do you feel like you got a chance to answvier tha
Are those tears in your eyes?

Participantyes! Because, yeah. Again, like | said, you know 2004, I've been doing this.
And I'm still feeling it. I'm 55 years old, gonna be 56 in July. My kids are 11, gonna be
11 and gonna be 14. | have a high school kid. In 4 years he’s gonna be going to college

Rick: and you don’t have them
Participant No

Rick you've got visits

Participant yes, yeah.

Rick why is that?

Participant because the minor council
Rick are you the batterer or something?

Participant no!
Rick he’s the one that got the TRO

Participant yes,

Rick there’s the police report

Participant yeah, | know.

Rick did they think you were alienating, is that it

Participant no, actually, he was able to get the kids to lie and told them it was my fault.
And that | was the perpetrator, | hit him. And | caused the divorce and he wsisdrre
because of me and um, yeah. At this point, the more you try to explain it, it makes you
feel, then they're like there you go again. You know.

Rick what's that feel like, when you hear that
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Participant at some point you just say, I'm done. The court system has completely failed
me. And like | was just saying, I'm 55 years old now and all | want right now otim
system has taken so much away from me in regards to the quality of life with my
children. I've missed so much. I've missed a lot of field trips, I've misseditioas,

I've missed parties. I've missed school events. Because the systemksoyauou

can only see them this time. And the minor council supported a domestic violence person
whose vengeance is so great of me, would rather see me dead than have a qéelity of li
with our children. And so | have nothing left. They've taken everything. I've filed
bankruptcy. I've spent $80,000 and I'm worse off than | was then. And that’ where,
kind of the beginning of what we were talking about. They know that women like myself
who have been in the system, they are like a bear cub. You, that’'s my children dnd | wil
come after you. | am going to protect them. But the system has totally beaitgp.

And like | said, its quick sand. The more I try to, at this point it’s like, if the kids twant
see me, they're gonna see me at this point. If they don't, then | can’t do grgftiout it
anymore because you know, it hasn’t gotten me anywhere and it’s just getten m
heartache, it's gotten me bankrupt. | have no, | have nothing left and it's atiulpy
relationship with my children. Now my children and | are back in counseling. And my
focus with our therapist, the first thing | told her is that | want to rebuild miiaetip

with my child, with my older

Rick and this is family therapy or reunification therapy. Sounds like it's justyfami
therapy

Participantto rebuild my relationship with . Cause | honestly don't think that
and I, and this is how | see the system, is that knowing this, that picture | kvas tel
before. The courts need to know that when there’s domestic violence that at certain
points there are flags that when these court cases keep coming up and these kinds of
issues come to the judges table or bench, 3 to 4 times, there should be a flag going —
there’s a problem. This has to be re-routed, this is not the normal divorce, this is not
going to be done in 6 months. So that, | know where I’'m going with this..... let me just
think about that. You know,

Rick it needs to be like that and it needs to be not treated like oh here we go again. It

needs to be treated as, we need to figure out what happened here.

Participant yeah
Rick did I get that right

Participantyeah. And now you know my children, you know, think oh it was you.
You're the one, you know. What this has done, is now, because they've aligned
themselves with their dad and the other issues is because of the way the cotlmés are
longer, the longer the boys stay with their dad the harder now is to change. Bemause
their MO is status quo. Why do we want to change it? Well, you had no problem in
changing the very beginning. So, anway.



340

Interview Number 11

Question 1

Participant For me the experience actually began as a relief. | reported the vitdence

my marital family therapist. My personal therapist at the time. And sloeteel to CPS
because it involved the children. And once the ball began rolling there | realidd t
didn’t have to shoulder this burden and | had been trying to fix the issues in our house
and trying to protect my children, myself and the immediate process begam RO

and him being lead out of our house by the police, which | just felt that bricks had been
lifted off my shoulder. This followed with a few weeks of | think it was threeke/eé

no contact, by court orders. He was not allowed to contact, email me, the children, or
myself. | used that time dealing with the emotional repercussions of tieeahi

explaining why this had had to happen, why this was the best for the time, for them. And
then all turned around completely the day he had retained an attorney. And once he
retained an attorney, we went back to court and | was accused of lying.ateused of
twisting the facts. | don’t think | had ever been in a position personally or pimiafly
where statements that were given were just not considered fact. I'mea hoeport

data, behaviors, etc. to physicians, hospitals, administration, other nurses anast had |
never been in that situation at all. |1 was strongly pressured to remove thaiypeaieder

or they would try to take the children away from me, that was always thé tftesy

would try to take the children away from me because | was not the parentttrgingre

the children. And would lose the order. Started off visitation and I, things wenowell f
probably a couple of months and then my daughter started coming back home with um,
very credible stories. They validated one another. | also had a son who wasghe olde
He would not say anything. He would not dispute, not, and | could tell just, it was kind
of like, we all decided not to involve him. He couldn’t speak about his dad and he
couldn’t, he just wanted to be left out of it. So the girls would come home with red
marks, fingerprints, bruises. | thought | was doing the right thing and reportntié

court appointed psychologist. The court appointed psychologist didn’t do anything. She
just kept saying she would work with father to get him to, everybody said not lay hands
on the girls. And um, asked for anger management therapy for him and his attorney
argued it and he never received that. And | think what happened, this was 6 years ago,
and | think looking back now what happened is that this empowered more and more to
become more aggressive with the girls and to get by with more becauss hblato.

And um, they would come home with stories of the younger one, | don’t think we had
text back then, calling or emailing me that my younger daughter was put inradvat

Friday afternoon after school and not let out til Monday morning. She was made to eat
dinner in the bathroom. | told the custody evaluator that my daughter, obviously I'm
saying this as a third party, that my other daughter was telling menth&ha was, and

the younger one was telling me this. We went to court and he said | was exaggerati
Incidences happened at school where he hit my younger daughter _ at school and
dragged her across campus. The school became involved. Several times the school
called CPS. Each time it was blamed on me until um, let me make sure. In March 2007
the um, his attorney and the custody evaluator, and the court appointed psychologist um
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got together without my knowledge and put together an ex parte to move the girls from
my custody, | think 60 me and 40 to him at that time. This post judgment and send them
up to Oregon to an aunt’s house they had never been to, his sister's. And we had a brand
new judge on the bench. The girls were not even given 24 hours and they had to leave
school and go off to that aunt’s house on a farm. And stay for 2 weeks and sadly, at that
point | was not allowed any communication at all with the girls. No notes, no phone

calls, no emails, anything nothing vice a versa. and then they came back and
they were put in, all had decided that dad was too angry. These same psychologists, that
dad was too angry to take the girls immediately. But they felt they néedechove

from me so these reports didn’'t keep happening at the violence. Mind you, these reports
had police photographs, they had two very high functioning incredible young ladies,
articulate young ladies at that point stating what had happened. And thes storie
collaborate and there was no, later an evaluator that looked at the mategaldber

never an exaggeration above and beyond. It was this is what happened, that’s it. And so
we were separated and it took us three years to come back to a 50/50 custody. a&nd it w
horrible. Every time | went to family court, a new attorney at that point, eweeyit

went to family court there would be some reason the girls could not see me, and or | had
supervised visitation. The reasons could be anything from the girls weren’t doiredl a

on their homework, the girls were uh, defiant towards dad, were defined as not keeping
their rooms clean, talking back to dad. They were at this point 13 and 11. Behaviors that
any other person would see as developmentally appropriate for a young putesstent

those typical behaviors towards their father as reported by their fa¢herseen as

reasons to not reunite them with their mother. It's incredible. It's incredilbtle, um

my girls kept up their grades. And their grades were very strong. Theypoure
themselves into school. We slowly, | don’t know it's about a year and half of sujgervise
visits only. | had to pay $50 an hour, more than | ever made as a nurse to see my own
children. They um, the medium was two years. They could come over Sundays for 6
hours and Wednesdays for 3 hours. They there was no other communication allowed. If
there was, if their father, one perfect example of me, | lost supervisedatisne point
because my daughter, my youngest daughter had on, | didn’t know at this time. Il
just say it how it was on to them. She had a new book of animals, mother animals
and baby animals. It became assumed by the father that | had purchase that book and
was not allowed to give the girls gifts. Thatwentto Dr. |, the psychologisiyehtat

to the custody evaluator, that mom had bought her a gift. That went to court and | totally
lost supervised visits with my daughter. Six months later when | was able to ek t

about this, she had had money in her backpack and there was a book there at school and
she had purchased that book for herself. But yet she lost time with her mother for this.
The girls, they just became maternally deprived. They, my oldest one, _ veris a
compliant, real follower. They were told if they follow all the rules, thesevg®od for

their dad, they did not talk back to them, if they did everything he said, they could go,
come back to their mother. She treated that as over the top. She became an overachiever.
She tried her best to do everything proper. | can't believe back looking back, we

followed all those rules. |just can't believe we did because the carrotwasdeld

out in front of us that if | went to the therapist they said, | had to stop my thetegtist
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had a three-year relationship with. If | went to their court appointed therapist agho w
charging me $275 cash, | had to give him cash, an hour, rather than the one on my plan,
that was a $10 or $25 co-pay. If | went to theirs and didn’t miss | had a chant¢h® ge
girls back. If they went to Dr. L--- that was now charging $350 an hour, about the

at $175 they could come back. If they missed they stopped, they had to not go to
a sports practice or whatever. Cause they had to see this Dr. L--- . They,ghestule
kept getting tighter and tighter, and we just, we kept jumping over loops. We were not
allowed during supervised visits to speak about the dad, talk about anything in the future,
even academic goals. Anything in the past, the rules were so tight waatelowed,
anything that could be construed, | losttime, _ was in Girl Scouts. | supportetl that
drove her Girls Scouts. | was not a Girl Scout mother or anything. But dad did not want
her in Girl Scouts anymore because he felt it involved mom. And probably as a reaction
to this they had a biography fairand ____, before she was taken away from me had
decided to be Julia T---, founder of Girl Scouts. A remarkable woman. And we had
gotten her the old uniform down in Balboa Park San Diego, but that was one was
and she was . When they found out that she did this for bio fair, I lost time because |
was promoting Girl Scouts, which the father was not promoting. Everything bescame
skewed. We stayed like this for a long time. We got a new commissioner. The new
commissioner started to ---- fresh look but jaded. | by this time could not afford an
attorney anymore. | was pro per and every time | went to court | askeq fdsughters
to speak to her. | asked and I think | just wore her down. The girls came in. They spoke
to her. They explained what had been happening. They explained how much they
wanted to have, | only, only every court hearing two trials, only asked for 50/50. |
completely tried to pull out the alienation arsenal. The girls asked for 95 and 9% perce
custody. She finally let us go unsupervised for that sometime. Long story steorouaf
second trial she said that she had her ruling. Minor’s council did not want to, | asked
who will tell the girls. This ruling. I didn’t think things were going well dt alsaid,
who, he had two attorneys through nine days of trial against me. Big corporateyattor
| asked who will tell the girls. And minor’s council said she didn’'t want to. Ighbu
that was her job. The judge said | will tell the girls. She called the gjirtpt them out
of school early. I'm sorry, let me back up. What had happened prior to this,is __ , my
eldest at that time 16, had been hit and hurt so badly that the police had removed her from
his house and put her in the public child abuse center, which is | don’t know child abuse
center. He wouldn’t let her talk to me cause | didn’t have custody of her that day. He
father wouldn’t let her come to me. He made her go to the child abuse center. At the
child abuse center, it was during the summer and ___ had a marvelous internship
ironically at the peace and justice center. And she needed to be at héipnterns
on Monday. She had a long talk, she had a wonderful social worker there. | never met
him, but. He explained, he told her to file charges. She would have to stay there, but
they couldn’t get her to her internship. If she didn'’t file charges she would be able to be
released to her father because it was custody time. But he also counseled her on
emancipation because | have no legal or physical custody at that time, pasiovisi
And he said, you know, he said that she was his best candidate ever. Try that. So, he
picked her up and told her that he hoped she learned her lesson from this. He hoped that
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she realized that she was being punished by going to the child abuse centerand
obviously this is me hearing it third hand, stated him, dad | was put there becgaose of
actions, not because of what | did. And he turned around and tried to readmit her to a
child abuse center. They said we don't take her, da da da. Within a week she was back
at his house and she was pushed down, her hair was pulled out, she had the hair that he
had pulled in her hand. She ran away to my house, which is only like 4 minutes away,
walk time. And he had the police come over. The police told her, said that we’re not
going to do anything. You have to decide what to do. Meanwhile... | went back to
court to say she’s at house, | don’t legally have any right to have her at ney Wsit

can we do. By then she’s been to Polinsky Center, he was trying to send this gyung la
to Utah as a behavior issue. He was getting the custody evaluator to apeeehildren

were in a private that were expensive at that time. He was legally hayay tbat bill.

So it would have just been switching over to . So then ----- an ex parte to prevent
her from being taken out of state, to keep her in school, and to ask the judge what do we
do. Meahwhile, so then the judge again had her come and speak to her. And
explained what had happened. And he took, it would, the last, after that week was the
last day of the internship. He wrote the internship and told them that she would no longer
participate. She was only one of five kids in San Diego to achieve that internBRip. S
ended up with of work she had done. Ironically, on __ education for females.
She, the judge called her in and after that she told her that, she told them both that she
was probably going to lean toward a 50/50, but for right now she felt the girls needed to
not be with either parent and that dad would move out of his house, his third girlfriend in
three years that had just moved in from lllinois was going to keep them at herdtouse

his house. So ___ at that point told the judge, the commissioner, with all due respect |
will not follow your orders, my father is violent. | will, | think she had been empaxver

by the counselor at the Polinsky Center and she said I'm not going back thereaihey
out of court. It was four or five o’clock. We sat in the parking lot. | didn’t know what to
do. Minor’s counseloris upset. _ gotinthe car. She wouldn’t get out of the car. It
was horrible. | told minor’s counselor | would take them home for the night and | would
be back tomorrow and they could decide what to do. But they needed to go home for the
night. They wouldn’t go with their father. Their father is calling all theifheind

deputies. Deputies wouldn’t do anything. |took them to school the next morning and |
told them that they needed to decide what to do. That these were the orders. |didn’t
know what to do. | went back the next morning. | told the judge that | sent them to
school, | would not be picking them up for that month. It was a 30 days. | never picked
them up. They went, actually with his neighbors. And they didn’'t know what was going
on. They went to school every day. They never went back to him, with him. ----
February I, March £, we had our 30 days were over. Out of the blue she ruled 50/50
custody. _ neverwentback.  didand. ___ stayed with me. she stayed
until November 18 this year and he kicked her out of the house for taking her brother’s
college physics book to show her chemistry teacher.

Rick so did you cover everything that was on your paper?
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Participantthe other thing | focus on, the girls. The verbal abuse that continues
through every email, through | don’t talk to my ex-husband on the phone for that reason.
Everything is by email. It's absolutely horrible. | can’t believe I'mysars out and |

still feel punched in the stomach when he does this. | filed and since the second trial

I’'m completely on my own. I've filed, | since then have learned so much about the
domestic violence. The court didn’t care. They didn’t care. The girls filedladd-f

the horrible things he had called them. He told them that they wouldn’t amount to
anything, they were pieces of dirt pieces of s-h-i-t, they were just likentio¢her, they

were stupid, they didn’t deserve to go to school. The court reversed the orders and
allowed him to not pay for their private school anymore. He stopped. That they would
never amount to anything just like their mother. The verbal abuse, that’s the , he was
going to tell the dean what kind of girls they really were and he was tgotelj them

that you know that they were really stupid. When | | forget the word, when she
would excel and get an award at school, | can’t remember the word, but it was something
like you're just, it was just horrible. Nothing, everything and everything akentaway.

Every activity, every after school, they were just isolated all my famédywvouldn’t let

them see. Everything. _ pursued, __ , everything, even he wouldn’t take her to her
SAT test or anything like that. She’d get friend, she was resourceful and this menth s
was accepted to Harvard University.

Rick: No way! Oh! Congratulations. Wow
Participant yeah, she was accepted to nine top universities.
Rick wow that’s incredible

Participant but this is the girl that they kept stating was not credible. This is thaajirl t

they said, she doesn’'t know why she needs to go back with this man that hits her and
pushes her down and calls her stupid. She’s a survivor. And my younger one, she’s, put
on the eco fair yesterday with one other girlfriend, huge successes.

Question 2

Participant During my marriage everything started getting insidious. My firsttieas

were to protect my children and to diffuse the situations, to separate us piygicall

down stairs if he’s upstairs. Walking on eggshells and all that and shield the kids. Once
we were separated and they would come home and tell me what had happenedt My fir
feelings were he can’t do this, he’s not allowed to do this to you. Let’s segl€l's tell

the therapist, let’s tell the police or whatever. With us as that happened evgettang

more and more repurcusions by the court so the frustration to be believed became ...... I
don’t know what the word is. It was so important for me to have them believe | was a
credible person and every time we went to court that is what his attorneys tpk law

just became more and more frustrating and I'd worked so hard to make sure that judge
knew what | was saying and | was telling the truth. It was 6 years aliusd$rustration,
anger at the system, anger at the people that weren’t ethical or viekamgtcare of and
protecting my children. At one time, the minor’s council, | asked them what it
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would take to get my kids back. We were in the middle of a trial, he came in, my
attorney was right there, he heard him say this. | need to just stop complaining about hi
bill because | had found billing errors. | need to stop complaining about his bill, I, there
were a couple mundane things and | needed to make sure there were no more reports of
abuse. During the entire trial, all the trials, every court, | never usedbtiteabuse

myself, | used the word physical incidences. From my nursing traimmg do

incidence reports, and | thought this didn’t flare things up it was an incident, it was not
judgment call. You know, she has hand marks, red marks, da da da and she states this
happened and this is the incident. | tried so hard to not embellish anything or ebeaggera
| found out that the exact same week that __ had gone who at that time was
probably 14 and had told her that if she didn’t tell anybody, anybody else that her daddy
hurts her, that she would get back with her mother.

Rick that’s a nightmare
Participantits horrible nightmare, it a terrible nightmare. And | hate to say, but we

started just work, | started being the good girl, good mom. Ok I'm doing eveyytbin

say, I'm going ..... you know, just pray and still incidents would happen because teachers
would report, neighbors would report. We were in this horrible spiral.

Rick it's as if they identified him as a batterer but they're saying begause telling
the truth about these incidences, they're saying you're trying to aliem#teystook the
children away from, is that right?

Participant oh exactly. Yeah exactly. And they were, she wasn't even the batterer. It
was that | was the alienator.

Question 3

Participant The processes of family court that exacerbated the violence actualigiseve
One is the time line. Everything takes so long that it gave him time to becorme mor
frustrated. Even though he was paying two attorneys, he became more fiuiedte
anger, I'm guessing he takes out on the girls. It also because it kephgllow to get

by with these behaviors, he became more and more powerful. Powerful in thelphysic
incidents but in the emotional abuse and in the verbal abuse. Just escalated to such a high
level of cruelty towards the girls and bullying behavior. And that was toiebgtéhe

courts. The other processes | have to say | believe the court appointed psychadogist a
the minor’s council also is part of that process. That because the longeriweard,

the longer they are involved and they become paid. It, | think that between that and the
attorneys that to fan his flame, fan the fire, and keep giving him more and moyeaing
mother. |think | was seen as this inanimate object to him. | think | still am intbek

at the emails and all. | was somebody for him to punish for this loss, for his loss of a
family. 1 really think all of them enabled him to, to do this, to increase behavior.

Interview Number 12
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Question 1

Participant so what was it like to have encountered and endured intimate partner violence
during and after family court litigation. The first thing that comes to mind id’'tha
absolutely certain | have PTSD. Dealing with this man, the court system, anthywha
children were telling me he was doing to them. Once he was out of the house, because he
chose to take a lie detector test and failed it with flying colors, thenteddo do was

best for my children so | allowed him to see us on the weekends. But | wagdrying

make sense of what was real and because he constantly told me you know these things
were not happening, whether they actually happened or not. It could be as simple as a
door being left open and he’d say it didn’t happen. | mean something solid and he would
claim it wasn’'t happening. He was always very manipulative. | don’t réd@eanday of

being with him that he didn’t lie. Through the process | now realize that um, he’s| just
actually had it suggested to me that he was a sociopath. | used to always think a
sociopath was someone who committed serial murder and then | read about it and
realized it fit him perfectly. That he has a certain group that he um, witiythiag to

control. That group being Christians. He thoroughly enjoys controlling and

manipulating Christians. He claims to be one. He puts on a most sickening facade of
being a really good guy. His, the whole court experience and him being, he’s very
invasive. He convinced people that, you known, his lies were the truth and my truth were
the lies. So that put me in the position of being extremely distrustful of many, many,
many people, not knowing who to trust. Came down to you know the only people |
would trust were people | had known before it, not even that. | had friends, actually that
had known before | ever knew him that actually ended up not being my friends anymore
because they sided with him because they're Christian. So by the theory,dacade
Christianity you know, he is clean and pure and truthful. There is a lot of fear involved.
Being totally disillusioned, not only with this person that | ended up marrying ang try

to understand how in the world | ended up with someone who was so horrible, but also
disillusioned that with the system and people in general being so just easijyutated

by this guy. Not looking at facts, being just listening to what he would say aingd gay

was true because he said it was true. | mean, the ability of this man tahkgutate

people it's scary. And just every, just looking, it seemed like everything was jus
backward. And then | had to start really realizing that even though what was going on
was just chaos, that | wasn’t and that that, | remember a distinct point whehgangrg

my son was going in for this second interview about the abuse and I, you know people
were very callous. |think they'd been in the industry so long that they they dalizere

what they’re saying is traumatic to these mothers. You're not talking about a bug

You're talking about children. Not just him and me (or human beings) | could have
handled my, he was extremely horrible to me. He raped me. He threw things Bbhene
emotional abuse was insane. He did things to me, he drugged me, he did things to me at
night while | was drugged. To this day you know, people still just can't, they refuse t
believe it. | know what happened. It took me a long time to figure out what, after the
fact that now it’s very clear and absolute he was doing it.



347

Rick he was raping you after he drugged you?
Participant yes, yeah. Anally. Cause | wouldn’t do that with him. So and um, he and
then being shunned by multitudes of people because they could not bear the truth. They
just could not bear it. They would rather say the mother is crazy than to admit that
someone they know who claims to be a Christian is this hideous of a human being. And
um, yeah that makes you kind of get to a point where | remember clearly the dayl whe
was being told something by these detective interviewers, forensic imtersighat was
horrible thing to say to a mother. And just falling apart and realizing thai tohaalk

out into the waiting room and pick up my children and go on and have a normal life. And
| remember a snap, it was like a virtual snap where | was like, OK, is a husiness
You know | am going to be in business mode, an emotion is going to be here. And you
know that only, it, you still keep falling apart because the PTSD is just likekimigac

your world. You know the traumatic stress. And this man works for IBM. | have been
stalked in every way possible. He convinced people to you know, | mean | don’t know,
it's unbelievable. He was stalking my bank accounts. He was stalking my emmput

He was stalking my cell phones, which | was telling people. No one believes.oa&ery
knows its 100 percent possible, it's happening all the time now, where they’re dropping
stuff on your cell phones and monitoring your calls and monitoring your conversations i
a room even if the phone is turned off. Everyone knows, well they should know, | mean
i's common knowledge now. Back then, no. You're crazy, this isn’t happening. It was
always about the mother being crazy.

Rick how long ago was that?
Participant this started on, the end of 2004. But you know, he had been crazy making for
basically my entire marriage. He started hurting my children vaupg and they're a

much easier target. He (80) now his wife is hurting them, so. My daughter went in to the
hospital two Sunday’s ago. They never called me. She was in the hospital for two days.
| was never called. | was never told anything. I'm being treated 'as ifdt even, less

than a friend, less than relative and this is my daughter. And when [ finaltycaltpsl

by the monitor because | have monitored visits cause I'm a threat to myenhilecause

| may say something like, what happened to you? And | was told by the judge my
children were being taken away because | reported to CPS too many timed. ditfe’t

make all those reports. There’s no proof | made all those reports.

Rick how many?

Participant| don’t know. | mean

Rick more than five?

Participant well | mean, there were reports, but they were not me. There’s no evidence
that | was reporting. | probably reported | don’t know five. They, so the fact is, you
know it’s all, I had CPS workers telling me they know what happened to my childden a
then suddenly stories would change. You know, suddenly there’s intimidation involved.
There’s you know, there’s stuff going on. People are being paid and manipulated and
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threatened. | just know it. I've seen it for 6 years now. And the way things would just
change rapidly, you know, overnight. Oh, you're great, you're the most awesome
mother. You know, subpoena me in to court. This is my first monitor, subpoena me in to
court, you know I'll go in and testify that you should be seeing your childrey dagr

One week later, screaming at the top of his lungs in the San Diego Quail Gardére “you
kidnapping your children. I'm calling the police. I'm calling the childsefather.”
Screaming! | had people coming up to me asking me if they wanted me teegadilice

on the monitor. This was a large body builder, walking through the quail gardens
claiming | was trying to kidnap my children. It was insane. And then, so | then, my
daughter, then, so then | finally got to see my daughter Wednesday. I'm tible by

monitor that she has severe head injuries. She had a fractured right temple. When |
asked my daughter, at the visit, the last thing she remembered, she saidgwingi

arms at , her stepmother, and telling her | wanted to see my mommy. The next
thing she remembers she was | believe she said she was on the grassheultsided

and the little 5 year old neighbor apparently had found her and said she had fallen off her
scooter. The 5 year old neighbor. Five year old, outside by herself claimirstp¢ha

found my daughter on the side and apparently my daughter had hit her head on the curb,
yet not a scratch. I've fallen biking, | am bleeding profusely and | didn’t haeetaifed

skull. So you know, both kids show up at a monitored visits fat upper lips. Both of them.
Both claiming that their lips, the exact same fat upper lip, looks exactbathe, cut

here, fat upper lip. My son had it because he got hit with soccer ball. A soccet ball hi
him in the face. My daughter fell down the stairs. Well my daughter aplyaiadis

down the stairs all the time now. My children were never hurt when they wrenei

My son has come with 3 twisted fingers. Oh the week before my daughter went in the
hospital, my son had a dislocated wrist and his father shoved it back in to place, he said.
With no medication, and did not take him to the doctor to get it x-rayed. Why? So in our
marriage, you know, | was in the hospital and because he had shoved me because we
were in an argument and he had picked up my son to take him with him in the car. And |
was saying he needed to stop and he shoved me out of the way and | cracked my head
open. We ended up going to the hospital. They asked me what happened. | said he
pushed me and they immediately arrested him. Well those records disappeared.
Apparently you know | was never called enough you know about me filing charges. H
was just taken to jail. So you know, there are all these things. | mean things happe
constantly. And you know these things are in court. You know, then the things my
children have said to me would traumatize anybody. It's not just about sexual hlsuse, t
guy is doing things that are despicable. My son told me they both told me that he held
them under the water in the bathtub and my son says that he was looking up at his father
and his father was laughing as he held him under the water. And | said, whgowere
thinking, honey? He said, | thought | was going to die. And right as | thought | was
going to die, he pulled me up. And he stuck pins in them. Both of them said he stuck
pins in their privates. And made them eat defecation. His and their own. These are
things that my children, who were 3, 4, and 5 were telling me. So of course, this is not
possible, that can know this. That they can’t even think that they understand what they'r
saying. I'm saying why? A 3 year old knows what poop is. My son told me his father
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took him in the closet in the middle of the night and did things in the closet to him. And
he would scream but | would never come. There’s one time, this is how | know he
drugged me. On top of having vertigo, my wrists being extremely painful, going to the
doctor and saying, thinking | have carpal tunnel and him saying that doesn’t happen that
fast. It doesn’t happen overnight. It doesn’'t happen suddenly. Bleeding from my
privates. When | would wake up. And one time | remember distinctly my mind woke

up. | heard my son screaming bloody murder. My mind was awake but | wasdike thi
And | could not open my eyelids. | could not move my legs. | could not move my arms.

| could not move. And | was just doing everything. | was trying to get my mind to
control my body. Everything in me. |tried so hard | passed out. And then the next thing
| know | woke up in the morning. I'd find white powder all over the counter. And later,
taking a domestic violence class | think he was giving me the date rape drygu S

know there would be nothing in my system but this was probably, the one nice thing he
would do was bring me a glass of water every night before | would go to sleep. aghat w
nice. And then, | mean, those are just a couple of the things | have been told by my
children. What has happened to me over, you know geez, you know the five years of our
marriage and then through the 6 years of the divorce which now I'm still figtatiyagu

know, being traumatized over and over when | hear my daughter is in the hospital and |
find out a week later from a monitor. Because the father and stepmother willlmoe ca

You know, if my daughter died | guarantee you these people would not call me. They
will not call me and tell me. And you know the court supports this. The court ripped my
children away from me within hours. Told them they must go with their father. They
could not go home. My children refused to go with the father from the courthouse. The
court guard came out at that point and said, he looked at me. He was in shock. This man
had seen this divorce been going on, you know, this was different judges all along. And
he had seen it for two years. He came out and he said | have no idea why the judge did
this to you. | have no idea why he took your children away and you need to go back, you
need to file immediately. And | then had to get monitors to see my children. higjot t

big large man who you know | had for 6 months and then suddenly snap change over
Christmas. And then there’s no court order. They didn’'t go back to the court. The father
and monitor made the decision that | could not see my children anymore walking around
in public. 1 needed to be in a locked in facility, gated facility because dwa®at to my
children, of kidnapping. Because this monitor had claimed it as we’re walking throug

the quail gardens for Christmas. Therefore | refused because it was not caed.orde
Never is, still is not in the court order. The father refused to bring the kids toesand

get with a monitor outside a facility. So for months | did not see my children. When |
went back in to court the judge actually told me, | told him what was going on, he told
me that he had seriously questioned my mothering ability because | was not doing
everything to see my children. Didn’t reprimand the father one ounce for not allowing
my children to see me for four months. Then, you know now, | have gotten to the point
where my PTSD is you know, I'm evolved out of it for the most part, but when | get told
my daughter is in the hospital and | have not been informed, | have not been allowed to, |
can. There’s no restraining order. | can go to public places and see my childoeid |

go to the hospital. But I'm not called and told and allowed to see my daughter with a
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fractured skull in the hospital. So these are just, you know, icing on the cake. | mean the
stories go on and on and these stories have been in court. They know. They know. The
lie detector test was actually allowed into the courts. So it was admitted.it’Sl lost.

But it was admitted. The judge saw it. He saw that this man had failed all these
guestions he was asked. Did your son say such and such about you? Or did you do to
your son what your son said you did. No. you know it was specific and it is a lie, you
know or false. He failed every question. So, and then you know, the stalking issue. This
manis . I've worked in the computer industry. | know what those people do. They
have a large underground network. They interact very well and help each other very
well. This man was stalking me on every level. And | would go to the police and
nothing, I'm sorry we can’t help you. They're baffled. They don’t have clue what to do.

| had policemen tell me, is your ex-husband a computer guy, a politician, or arn@olice

| said yes. They are like, well we believe you. But there’s nothing wdasmhelp

you. We don’t know what to do. So they just say to keep, to stay off the computer.
Don't put any of your information out there. It doesn’'t matter. He was hacking my

credit cards. He was hacking my bank accounts. He was doing everything. And they
head up this network which is completely easy for them. You know, once you're in that
computer industry and you have all those friends. Well you know there’s one wdrking a
my bank. You know, who knows? | don’t know how it all happened. | just know that
they're tight and | know that they’re quiet and | know that they do whatever they ca
because its payback. You do it for me and I'll do it for you. You do it for me I'll do it

for you. You know and the cell phone hacking. | mean | had friends say | called you
nine times and left nine messages and you never called me back. | never gahene of
messages. So you know, it's not only you know | feel like I've been at war.’tlfdehn

like it. 1am at war. | have been at war. I've been at war with this psychetyuthe

court is completely supporting and the court does these crazy things to. You know and
the people involved with the courts. They’re all doing incredibly manipulative &g
deceiving and you know, it's about power and money and control and oddly, I've never
been diagnosed as crazy, yet. Of course that’s the thing they all like to Isagheas
bipolar tendencies. Well | meant that was the second 763 expert or whatever stThe fir
one said that | should be allowed to move to Florida with my children. Well, because he
said that the judge looked at him and said are you (193) and absolutely sure about what
you’re saying? And he sat there and | saw him make a mental decision to teithithe t

and he said yes. And | believe that man was probably then put through the wringer for
doing that one time for me because | know this man is really disliked by other women i
my position because he has said against them. But in my case, he didn’t. and then
immediately the judge said the lawyer stood up and said, this doctor is prejudicest aga
my client and we are calling for a new doctor to be put on the case. And the judgke agree
immediately and the next one was put on and cost us a fortune more and the next one of
course tore me into shreds and sat with me, let’s see, interviewed me an hour and made
the conclusion that | had bipolar tendencies. Of course, no one ever diagnosed me.
Never been diagnosed with depression or bipolar or sychophrenia or nothing. Nothing.
Nothing. Yet in court I'm continually accused of something is wrong with rma. I’

accused by monitors. I'm accused by you know, everybody; CPS, you know it's all on
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me. I'm all crazy. This man that | married was selling porn in high schooadhis to
molesting his niece when she was baby and he started out saying he was 12camlehat
down to 9. He admits that. He admits to having sex with his dog in high school. He was
arrested for vandalism at the age of | believe it was 12. He had failingsgrbl#¢ was an
outcast, no one liked him. He had very few friends. And when | met his some of his
friends when we went back to visit, you know they were, could not believe he had
married me. Here’s my high school experience. Wonderful family, straigiudé&rs,

top 2 percent of my high school, best personality-nominate for, very well liked, debutant,
never did drugs, never had sex, basically as basically about a perfect gloildcasild

get. The one thing | was told by my friends, you're honest to a fault. So you know,
that’s me, that's him. Now how does me, become this hideous human being whose just
out to get this guy. And this hideous human being become this just wonderful saintly
human being. How does that change so drastically? You know, when all these things
line up with who he was basically (loud noise caused word to be inaudible) so you know
there’s just a lot of --- (again loud noise)

Rick so you got everything on that sheet?

Participant yes
Rick how’re you doing

Participant good

Rick Question 2

Participant so he raped me. | had, before | had my two children, | had miscarried twins.
And I, when the first one happened and the doctor said no, one is still alive, so he put me
on bed rest. Well that one passed on basically 3 months in. and | had to go in for a
D&C. so | went in for the D&C and | got home and | was on some pretty tough drugs but
| was awake and my then husband said that | looked sexy. | had a D&C. That | looked
sexy and he proceeded to rape me and | was crying. | was going likayihis lsjust

had a D&C. And he went on and did his thing. And | remember getting up and going to
the toilet and wiping all this massive amount of blood and going back to bed and he went
out and fell asleep on the couch. So that was the actual rape and of course | was asked
why didn’t | report him. Well | was a newlywed. and you know | came frowoa g

family. I'm thinking I'm going to do what it takes, try and make this work. Andckida

a long time to realize you married someone that is really a socio, | mean ¢te’s you

know, he’s not sane. And because they're so good at telling you you're the one, you're
insane, you're, it didn’t happen. You know everything. But | had always had a pretty
sound um, understanding of who | was and so as much as this man tried to convince me
and beat me down, there were times where | was and | wanted to end my liferéut t

was always this voice telling me it's not me and | know who | am and | know that I’
honest and | know that | tell the truth and | know what | see and | know who | am. And
you know this man can maybe beat down the outside, you know, but he can’t get all the
way in and destroy me completely. So anyway that was the verified rape.
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Question 3

Participant exacerbated the violence. It supports him. It takes someone who is clearly
when | tell people he does this, he does this, he does this, my children said this, they can’t
believe it. You know, but it's you know even if you take away everything that I'm
saying, and you know you go to the lie detector test, and then the evaluation he was
giving following the lie detector test which he answered questions and seaigdahad

sex with hookers, he answered yes. Have your had, this was a man who when | met him
claimed to be a virgin because he is the virginal Christian man. Have you hadhsex wi
animals? Yes. Have you had sex with men? Yes. You know, this guy claimed pure,
pure, wonderful Christian man, right? And then in the, through this lie detector test and
the divorce and then he’s answering these questions, he’s saying yes. Hedtissmere

of course then his lawyer had to totally, they tried to like cover that up. And the courts
know. And it's in the courts. They have that information. Now why would this man
then all of a sudden my kids are lying? My kids are lying? All these things thashe

done and my kids are lying and I'm lying? And you know, that he admits to doing all
these other horrible, having major sexual dysfunction. You know and the courts with all
that still end up handing these children over to this man. | mean that’s, that’s, that'’s,
trauma. | mean that’'s crazy making. You know that is you know now people are, it's
happening to so many women now that it, people are starting to go OK, you know,
they're not going like coo-coocoo. You know they're like alright and they can't hea
much of it but they don’t claim you’re crazy anymore and but the one’s that vahdit

listen are like they're saying that the US government is Third World Countryycount
They're saying that, what you are telling me are things that happen in tiiai w

countries. This doesn’t happen in the United States. And I'm like here | am. You know
and it's not until, telling people my daughter went in the hospital and he never called and
she has a fractured skull. My son had a dislocated wrist the week before and then they
are all like, you know there are actually some people who will still say, yeel, that, no
that’s just a coincidence. You know. He’s a Christian. It's not possible. You don'’t
know, you don’t have proof. You know, they can't believe it. They refuse to believe it.
As far, the court, its traumatizing and | believe they purposely do it. They have
financially taken everything and tried to bankrupt me down to nothing. They make it
take extreme amounts of time. You know so when I’'m taking care of my children, the
father has monitored visits for 4 years as the divorce went on. He didn’t and get this
OK, here’s this man who'’s claiming I'm crazy and all this, does not want to divogce

So I'm horrible, I'm crazy, I'm insane, I'm making all this stuff up, but hest¢tevant

to divorce me. Why? You know, why is it, he’s just this amazing human being, he wants
to care for his psycho wife who'’s just making all this stuff up. Sure, umhum. So you
know, he makes it drag on forever. The lawyers make it drag on forever. You know,
finally | got one lawyer who said ____, as we are walking out of court, turns bdek to t
judge and says, we would like to bifurcated divorce and said , do you see that this
can be reconciled in any way. No. and then asked the judge for a bifurcation. This was
basically 5 years in. So he did not, kept believing because he’s a sociopath that he was
still going to be able to keep me after everything | had heard, after everlgthhrag

done to me after all the money he had taken from me and my family and you know all
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this stuff the court has done to support him. I’'m not working, I'm a stay at home mom.
They end up giving him $70,000 that | supposedly owe him now for slander. So | owe
him money. He came in to the marriage with $150,000 plus in debt. | came in with
$45,000 in savings plus. So $45,000 in saving and then a loss. Every penny is gone.
Every penny of mine is gone. This man now has a very nice Roth, 401K, stock piled it
all for himself. The court didn’t take any of that from him and they told me that | owe
him now is $70,000 and I'm not working. And I'm paying child support even though I'm
not working. They said that | owe him. | have the potential of making $30,000 and that
has been for the last 2 years. | now owe him $6,000 in child support and he makes an
income of about $150,000 or more. So that with the court. It's a mafia.

Interview 13

Data irretrievable due to equipment malfunction.

Interview 14

Data irretrievable due to equipment malfunction.



Appendix J
Participant Comments — Member Checks

The following are member comments after reading the situated struahdes
general situated structure. This process serves to ensure rigor fardyarsd
subsequent data analysis:

Participant (July 2, 2011):Rick, When | read the responses, the first and most
powerful feeling was that | could feel the pain, hurt, frustration and the irgukat we
felt throughout our litigation. It is as if we live in the "Ground Hog Day" movie. We
have relive the experience every time we go to counseling, attorney, caurgbead
especially reading the lies the court documents. Our lives are posted for and any
wanting to invade our privacy. How can we heal if there is not closure? It is na@rOK f
us to be forced to concede by compromising or just plain giving up so we can stop this
madness. | believe in my specific experience, my life has been more rgintiecthe
separation from domestic violence than actually being a victim of domestincéole

| believe your power will be in helping to make a change in how the court view
domestic violence divorces especially when child custody is involved.

Participant (July 3, 2011):

What surprises me still is that, even as a person who has been in a domestic
violence relationship, | had preconceived ideas of who your subjects whetégtha
would be uneducated. Instead, what | read was one was a nurse, a police officer, a
business owner, someone in finance. And | have to repeatedly remind myself, even if | 0
anyone else was uneducated, that still would not have meant that | desdreddetaited

like a dog. Even dogs don't deserve to be beaten.
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Even with that said, | read my own story, and had thought, this is someone who is
not from here; maybe she is from Mexico or from the Middle East. Then legtiat is
me. | suffered abuse here and in another country...but | am a white woman from an
English speaking country. Why do | think this makes it any different?

Some stories that | read, | remembered telling you...only, it turned out that i
wasn’t me. The person said “son” and | have daughters. And I think, “wow” it is amazing
that my story can come out of someone else. What | need to continue to know is that | am
not alone.

The truth is that we all went into our situations with the same belief. 1) /bdlie
in the vows of my marriage, 2) | believed that my children needed two parentssvto@r
happy and healthy. The final reality, 3) that | was a victim of domestienget well that
took number one and two away from me.

Make no mistake, what my husband did to me...That was full combat war. What
the family court system did...well, they confirmed that “yes” | had beemnnarathey
just refused to treat me for my battle wounds. Instead, they handed each of us hand-aids
charged us thousands of dollars for them and then threw us back out and into the line of
fire!

| liked the person who said she felt like she was an actress, playing a rale that
one liked...I found that in my marriage | was the main character in an ket Ghiis
isn’t happening to me” because my denial was so think. When | ripped away tHe denia

and went to the family court for help, | ended up being the star in the act called “this
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CAN"T really be happening to me.” | can’t honestly tell you which role wasse. They
both sucked!

Participant: June 25, 2011

Hi there Mr. Froyd,

Wow, what a blessing! You have truly captured the (tip) essence of the
complexity of DV and the impact the courts have on the family. Thank for being a
vehicle for our voices and undertaking such a monumental task! | know your endeavors
will reap great rewards!!!

Participant: June 15, 2011:

Thank you for taking your time to do this study and may God bless you for all
your hard work and dedication. | can only hope and pray that our continued strength and
desire to change not only the broken family court system but our broken abused selves
brings about change for our children's future. | can honestly share with ydlethat
interview with you empowered me to continue to go on and fight for justice and | thank
you for this. Sometimes just having someone listen to and validate your feelingsgof be
abused is all you need to have the strength to pull through.

Again, | thank you,

Participant: July 5, 2011

Hello Rick,

| have reviewed the analysis...[the analysis] seems good and is emotional to read
it....brings very bad memories back to me.

Kind regards,
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Participant: July 6, 2011:

Dear Rick,

| wanted to be able to take my time and process your study. | neededamae al
to read this. So many emotions rise to the surface when reading about the other women
in the study.

Often .. would read their answers and a first think these were my statergents
no...just very similar experiences.

Your analysis makes sense ..it eloquently places our feelings, experignces
appropriate categories.

Somehow you have been able to make sense of the surreal experiences and
learned helplessness so many of us went through. | can not only relate but grow
personally from your analysis. This validates my own lonely experieram ith
complete accordance with your analysis of my statements.

| do find it very interesting your final analysis regarding our wishing to be
activists for other children going through the Family Court System...thisssedne in
contrast to the accusations that many of us have faced in court that we aredrigeful
women making false claims to get back at our ex-husbands. | felt very goodrabout t

| would like us all to remember the mother's who are not in a place emotionally or
place safely to contribute to such an important study.

| would also like to wish that a copy of this is sent to Family Court Judges and
Commissioners.

Warmest Regards,
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Participant July 6, 2011:

Rick:

Your analysis makes sense. Not only does it make sense, you captured sentiments
that | thought were subtle and would be overlooked. You unearthed them and hit the nalil
on the target. I'm not sure if I'm elated or if I've been exposed or both. Thisisin
keeping with my wanting to be heard to make change for the future but at the same time
keeping a low profile because | have ongoing pending litigation.

If my child were 18 then I'd be more forthcoming. She's only 9 and | have to deal
with the system. In fact, | wanted to get back to you because your reqirest is
sensitive, however, | should be filing paperwork with the court in the jurisdiction I
assigned to. | gave your request more priority because | see more hdy yowre
doing than in what | need to do.

I'm relieved that you're going to exclude the counties | mentioned and thé cities
worked in and the capacities in which | worked. | say this because | did work for the
court in a law enforcement capacity and for the sheriff's department in aootimy.

It's not important to name these. That it happened in the state of Californitciesif

| believe the judge(s) in my case know me to the extent that I'm one of tigmetdi
whose last name [deleted to protect identity] and that | know there's somedhing
wrong going on in my jurisdiction. I'm torn between going along to get along timgjse
the record straight.

My main concern with the study was that you eliminate identifying counties

because my case in controversial and the judges know I'm from the [refdedated]
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and | believe they suspect | have concerns. [potentially identifyingnatoon deleted]

The gal who wrote the legislation that created the Safe at Home Program is a
former legislator who works for a public policy law firm in Sacramento. She eagedir
me to take on the [County deleted] but | hesitated because of my ongoirtgphtiad
the tender age of my daughter. You see, | have to be very careful.

In your study, you have litigants whose minor children aged out and they're more
free to talk. When your children are young, you tend to be more reserved, as am I.

As long as you delete the counties | mentioned, you captured everything
accurately.

Best to you,
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assessments in the following areas: family systgynamics, individual dynamics, and other pertinent
psychological processes, with recommendationsdssiple psychological intervention. Develop an
appropriate parenting plan recommendation based tippabove information for the presiding bench
officer. Act as investigator for families in crisiBhis includes gathering information from the pese
conducting child interviews, collecting informatifnom other agencies such as Child Welfare Seryices
Law Enforcement Agencies, as well as mental haath and medical care providers for inclusion in

detailed reports. Act as investigator for steppbaagioption legal actions

e AWARDED “SERVICE OFEXCELLENCE 4™ QUARTER2007” AWARD.

Marriage and Family Therapist
Professional Private Practice

August 2009 to present: Provide psychotherapynuliies, couples, and children using a family sysem
approach. | am currently on two insurance paneatisveark as an out-of-network provider for many other
insurance panels. However, most clients are pripaye

Area Chair
University of Phoenix

November 2009 to Present: Perform as new facudtytar, faculty evaluator, and provide various facul
training workshops. Additionally, perform adminggive functions, actively pursue quality assuraince
area of responsibility, coach both students andifip@s needed, and instruct courses in the undéugite
behavioral sciences department.
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Clinical Social Worker |

June 2001 to January 2003: Performed individuatjtedaand child therapy for persons receiving \aegf
from Tulare County (welfare to work program) usagultidisciplinary approach. Provided case
management by connecting clients to other locakgawent, private, and community resources. Provided
therapeutic services such as mental health assetsrdeveloped individualized treatment plans, and
short-term therapy to ameliorate or stabilize artls emotional issues with the goal of assistiegrtin
returning to work.

Clinical Social Worker |

July 2000 to December 2000: Performed individbatapy for clients struggling with chronic mental
illness in Tulare County using a multi-disciplinagproach. Duties included performing mental health
assessments, creating individualized treatmensplanoviding long-term individual therapy to assist
persons with chronic mental illness develop andatiifely use appropriate coping skills. Conducteslig
therapy for dual-diagnosis groups, as well as gsdappersons with chronic schizophrenia.

Marriage and Family Therapist Intern
A Mental Health Hospital

January 1999 to June 2000: Initiated a dual-disignarogram for this adult mental health hospital.
Provided long-term individual therapy for persotrsiggling with chronic mental illness.

Chemical Dependency Counselor
Substance Abuse Rehabilitation Department

June 1994 to April 2000: Performed addictions sssents, developed individualized treatment plans,
facilitated addictions groups, and provided indiatladdictions counseling in a multi-disciplinary
treatment milieu. Developed innovative after howrsgrams/workshops relating to recovery from
addictions, which significantly decreased incidattthe inpatient treatment facility.

AWARDED THENAVY AND MARINE CORPSACHIEVEMENT MEDAL FOR SUPERIOR
PERFORMANCE AS AN ADDICTIONS COUNSELOR

EDUCATION:

Doctoral Candidate General Psychology

Ph.D. Program, Specialization in Research and Evaluation

Dissertation Title:

“Retaliatory Violence After Family Court: Victim Safety After Family Gdutigation in
Intimate Partner Violence Cases”

Walden University

Minneapolis, MN

Anticipated Completion Date: Summer 2011
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Master of Arts Degree in Counseling Psychology
Emphasis in Marriage and Family Therapy

Conferred April 1999

National University

La Jolla, California

Bachelor of Science

Emphasis in Psychology and Religion

Conferred September 1996, Gradugeenma cum Laude
University of the State of New York

Regents College

Albany, New York

Associate in Science
Conferred May 1990

University of the State of New York
Regents College

Albany, New York

INSTRUCTIONAL EXPERIENCE:

Lead Faculty
University of Phoenix

November 2008 to November 2009

Instructed a variety of courses in the undergragbahavioral sciences department including: Sidist
Reasoning for the Behavioral Sciences, Effectivel®e of Helping, Communication Skills for the
Helping Professional, Case Management, Mediatind,Rield Experience classes. Taughheral
education introductory courses in the College déf&nd Sciences including: General Education 101,
General Education 300, and Communications 110 {P8pleaking). Graduate courses include Individual
Counseling, Models and Theories of Counseling,lafespan and Family Development.

RECEIVED FACULTY OF THE QUARTER AWARD FOR SUMMER 2007.

RECEIVED FACULTY OF THE QUARTER AWARD FORFALL 2007.

SELECTED ASLEAD FACULTY, COLLEGE OFSOCIAL SCIENCES NOVEMBER 2008.
SELECTED ASAREA CHAIR, COLLEGE OFSOCIAL SCIENCES AUGUST2009.
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Telecommunications Specialist Instructor
Coast Guard Training Center Petaluma
Petaluma, CA 94952

November 1989 to July 1994

Taught High Frequency Radio Theory courses and 8hghore High Frequency Communications courses
to new personnel entering into the Coast Guard

AWARDED THE COAST GUARD ACHIEVEMENT MEDAL FOR SUPERIOR PERFORMANCE AS A
TECHNICAL SCHOOL INSTRUCTOR

ACADEMIC/RESEARCH INTERESTS:

Research and Evaluation in the Social Sciences
Alternative Dispute Resolution: divorce mediation, child custody, custody evaluations
Family systems perspectives, Structural, General Systems, Dynamic Systems

Attachment perspectives

PROFESSIONAL PRESENTATIONS:

Event: Tulare County Superior Court, Family Court Services

CCFC and MCLE continuing education unit training for court personnel, local mental
health professionals, and for members of the Tulare County Bar Association.

Dates: March 1%, 18", and 2%' 2011.
“Domestic Violence: New Directions”

The discussion of domestic violence will take place over a series of three wotksEheps
presenter discussed a deeper, more nuanced understanding of domestic violemse in ter
of violence type, batterer types, as well as how power and control dynanmtsvétss

the differentiation of these types. The discussion then considered how the déferenti

of some aspects of domestic violence into types could assist court and otherqrafessi
personnel in the screening and assessing of families presenting forustddycand

visitation issues with the element of safety for the child and family meméeraining
paramount. Safety of child and family members is congruent with the best stefrtst
child.
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Event: University of Phoenix, Central Valley Campus, Content Area Meeting
Date: March 6, 2010

“Reviewing Students’ Written Work and Providing Success Oriented Coaching

This workshop provided instructors with “best practices” regarding providing student
useful feedback in the form of success oriented coaching while ensuring &dpropr
academic rigor.

This workshop provided a brief review of efficacious practices regarding tbbingaof
students in academic writing. Moreover, instructors were invited to sharédmeesrand
practices of how to effectively coach students in writing professionally icadeanic
context to meet curriculum requirements.

Event: University of Phoenix, Central Valley Campus, Content Area Meeting
Date: March 6, 2010

“Central Valley Campus Syllabus Builder Policies and Best Prattices

This workshop provided a practical demonstration of how to use effectively use the
syllabus builder to produce a professional document that provides optimal guidance for
student and instructor alike. Moreover, the importance of how the syllabus embodies the
necessary curriculum teaching points and learning objectives was shown.

Event: Tulare County Superior Court, Family Law Child Attorney Appointee Training.
Date: April 14, 2009

“Repartnering and the Best Interests of the Child”

This workshop provided family law attorneys with recent data regardingttiogliiction
of “significant others” into the lives of children of divorce. The data were disdusith
respect to optimal methods of protecting child/ren mental health as custodial and
noncustodial parents began the process of entering new significant relationships.

Event: University of Phoenix, Central Valley Campus, Content Area Meeting
Date: June 6, 2009

“Reviewing Student Written Work and Providing Success Oriented Coaching
This workshop provided instructors with “best practices” regarding providing student

useful feedback in the form of success oriented coaching while ensuring &dpropr
academic rigor.
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Event: University of Phoenix, Central Valley Campus, Content Area Meeting
Date: June 6, 2009

“Proper APA Formatting Encourages Higher Order Thinking and Enhances Academic
Writing”

This workshop provided instructors with “best practices” regarding enhancingtstude

academic writing using APA style formatting as explicated in th#i€ation Manual
(American Psychological Association [APA], 2001).

ACADEMIC (PEER-REVIEWED) PUBLICATIONS:

Froyd, D. R. (2010)Family Therapists Assisting in Court Related Cases: Maintaining
Impeccable Clinical and Ethical Integritianuscript submitted for publication.

Froyd, D. R. & Robbins, B. D. (201atterer and Violence Typologies for Family

Court IPV Cases: Putting Research to Practi®anuscript submitted for
publication.

PROFESSIONAL PUBLICATIONS:

Froyd, D. R. (2011, Spring). Understanding the HS-BCP crede@Gt#t Connection,
1(1), Retrieved from http://www.cce-global.org/Assets/voll-issuel spring2011.pdf

Froyd, D. R. (2011, March). Children and Exposure to Intimate Partner Violence.
University of Phoenix, Central Valley Campus, The Phoenix Fla(dg,dp. 4-5.

Froyd, D. R. (2010, August). Steady Growth for C88iversity of Phoenix, Central
Valley Academic Affairs News & Review Newslettgt), pp. 2-3.

Froyd, D. R. (2010, May). Advancement of Marriage and Family Therapy News.
University of Phoenix, Central Valley Academic Affairs News & Revievsleger,
1(4), p. 9.

Froyd, D. R. (2009, September). Introducing the College of Social Sciéhugsrsity of
Phoenix, Central Valley Academic Affairs News & Review Newslet®r,d 4.

Froyd, D. R. (2008, Spring). Division Highlight: Collectiohs.Session, Tulare County
Superior Court Employee Newslettpr,8.

Froyd, D. R. (2007, Spring). Careers as Family Court Mediators for MFés.
American Association for Marriage and Family Therapy, California Division News,
XV(2), 9.



366

Froyd, D. R. (2007, Spring). Division Highlight: Family Court Servi¢esSession,
Tulare County Superior Court Employee Newslefted,3.

Froyd, D. R. (2007, Summer). Division Highlight: Court Finance Divisinrsession,
Tulare County Superior Court Employee Newsletigr,8-9.

MEDIA INTERVIEWS:

Interviewed by Visalia Times-Delta regarding sex addiction

Meeks, H.S. (2010, May 10). Addicted to sex: Local therapists say problem isn’t just
limited to celebritiesVisalia Times-Deltapp.D-4D.

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE:

Licensed Marriage and Family Therapist, MFC 47367 with the CaliforniadBua
Behavioral Sciences.

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATIONS:

National Certified Counselor (NCC) with the National Board for Certified Celors
Inc., Certificate #266860

Human Services — Board Certified Practitioner (HS-BCP) (a foundimgl®eg with the
Center for Credentialing and Education, Inc., Certificate #98.

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS:

Psi Chi, Lifetime Member of the National Honor Society for Psychology

Clinical Member of the American Association for Marriage and Family Therapy
(AAMFT).

Affiliate Member of the American Psychological Association (APA).
Affiliate Member of APA Division 32, Humanistic Psychol ogy

Affiliate Member of APA Division 5, Evaluation, Measurement, and Statistics



