211,

“They want it all in their ‘fféterlﬁ.ity”. This is how the court professidnals make money .
referring one anothet.” Absolute nonsense. |

“Please no more name calling:v‘Dr. Tadros did his due diligence and uncovered Doyne’s
con job.on all of us.” Why, Dr. Tadros, can’t you take someone standing up to you
outside of the court system. You are a sore loser.

“hannel 10 then vetted all the information. This is true. ” No they didn’t. They have
researched information they have failed to provide the public . .. . which they have had
for months. Ask them.

Y ou are a sham, Dr. Tadros. Keep it in the court room . . . and by the way, when you lose
your nonsense case, will you post it here, too..NNOT.

Family Court Walch

Movembor 1o, 2000 899 mn

Dr. Tadros ... ..

You say, “Hach judge who allows Doyne to testify now that the “CAT” Diplomate is out
of the bag is not interested in justice. * This is such complete nonsense. Dr. Tadros, you
think you have some smoking gun, but why are you losing your case. Last week you were
attacking Judge Alksne and Commissioner Lowe . . now it’s everyone. What nonsense,
“Speak loud an clear if Doyne is permitted to testify” |

I’mlsarry, what about everyone else in town you have attacked. ARe they all 0.k., now.
You are such a coward. |

“Channel 10 in watching Family Courtand is more of a force for justice than any of the
judges.” Nonsense, Dr. Tadros. In your profession, yoﬁ have hoodwinked them, it will

come out. They ahve a copy of the true credentials, but have failed to release them. Are



they afraid of you? Are they afraid they will have to eat their own words? Shame on you -
10 News and Dr. Tadros for this entire nonsense story and this blog.

212. Extortion Revealed

November 2n, 2009 S0%.am

The Truth once again is revealed by Channel 10°s Award Winning Investigators.
EXTORTION fIS‘WHAT IT'S ALL ABOUT, PLAIN AND SIMPLE. Sparts is .d'o,yne’s
right«hzmd«vboy. Judge Bostwick speaks the truth-about all of it. Kudos to him.

Here it is in black and white:

10News I-Team Investigations

Related To Story

AP

I-Team Examines High Costs Of Family Court

Parents Say They Are Drained Of Money By Court Professionals

Lauren Reynolds

10News I-Team Reporter

POSTED: 2:18 pm PDT October 29, 2009

UPDATED: 10:24 pm PST November 1,2009

SAN DIEGO — Jim Wittmacks home is lined with hundreds of pictures of the two
children who no longer live with him., |

“The whole custody thing was about money ,”' he said.

He has strong feelings about the family court system.

“Itis very well crafted by the professionals to extort money from the parents and ramp up

fees,” he explained.




It'sa cvomplailn-,t the 10News I-Team has heard several times over the past year while
investigation several stories in fami])" court.

Connie Valentine of the California Protective Parents Association said, “It's pay to play.”
She said the problem is not unique to San Diego or even to California, but m nationwide.
“Jt's a money industry at this point; a completely unregulated money industry in which
the professionals can charge what they want,” she said.

The professionals include attorneys, evaluators, special masters and mediators.
Sometim.es one person will take on different roles in different cases. For example, a
mediator in one case might be a custody evaluator in a second and a speeial master, or
tie-breaker, in a third.

Among the higher priced services provided by psychologists in San Diego is-a custody
evaluation. There are a dozen psychologists routinely used in San Diego Family C_durt.
“The fact that they use the same 12.people over and over again just confirms that it's like
~ acartel,” said Wittmack.

He said the professionals know each other well and refer each other work.

Wittmack had two evaluations over three years with the same psychol-dgist, The cost was
$14,000.

“You just have to.come up with the money whether it exists or not. In my case, |
borrowed it from my sister,” he explained. |

The evaluators often will not release their reports unbtil their bill is paid; they even get
judges to compel payment, the I-team learned.

The ]-Team found one example out of Northern California in which an 11-year-old boy,

Coby, was the center of a custody dispute. His mother was ordered to pay $2,200 upfront




to a custody evaluator. In the ruling, the judge wrote, “If mother does not pay the fees ...
primary custody shall be changed.” |
The mother did not come up With the money and she lost custody. She told the I-Team
she didn’t have the money and the boy’s father had missed child support payments.
Valentine said, “It’s a s‘hocking cage.”

She reported it to the Judicial Council, which oversees California courts,

Evaluators counter that their work provides valuable insight, especially given that judges
get iimited time with family members involved in disputes.

Stephen Sparta, Ph.D., spoke before a gathering of family law attorneys, judges and
evaluators last spring and pointed out that evaluations are thorough and.can help spot the
psychosis in parents. He gave examples of violent outcomes of custody battles to make
his point. | |
“Sometimes I feel badly that people without money don’t get these evaluations,” he told
the crowd.

The I-Team confirmed that low income families, even those with documented iconﬂ‘icts
are not otdered to get the custody evaluations because there is nobody to pay for it. The
reports are only used for families with financial means.

Since-even sbm-e judges question the value, the I-Team asked Sup,crvising Judge Lorna
Alksne why they are used for people in the middle or upper classes.

She responded that parents often request or demand these evaluations hoping their side
will be favored, In most cases, she said, it is the parents and their attorneys who provide
the court with the names they want to be selected as the evaluator. Judges do not control

the costs, but they may rule on how parents should split the bill.




Alksne also pointed out that some judges try to dissuade parents from getting the
evaluations because of the time and expense invmlvea and the fact that it does not always
solve the problems relating to custody sharing arrangements.

Parents have told the I-Team that attorneys or even judges steered them into the
evaluation.

One local Judge, Jeffrey Boswick, is openly critical of the process. He spoke frankly
about the evaluations while giving a presentation to .céurt, professionals. The presentation
was videotaped and provided to 10News,

“It’s too expensive, it takes too long to do,and it often times doesn’t solve anything in
the case,” he said.

Wittmack said e had 50-50 custody of his children and that he -and. his wife typically
were. cordial to each other uﬁt'il the lawyers and profegsionals' became involved.

He said he-agreed to the first custody evaluation, but made it clear that he couldn’t afford
the second one.

Tn a letter, the custody evaluator who worked on his case said Wittmack fai’le‘d to pay the
entire “cost of the assessment” up-front.

The evaluator wrote it “resulted in the court changing custody.”

Wittmack has his pictures of his children all around him, but he only has hischildren
every other weekend, |

Copyright 2009 by 10News.com. All rights reserved. This material may not be published,

broadcast, r
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Extortion Revealed, Pooooo

Noverber Ard, 2000 a0 1938

ok., Dr. Tadros:



You think that this Iatést Channel 10 News does anything? It doesn’t. You have done it
again, Dr, Tadros. You misrepresen‘t the truth, again. Undoubtedly, with Mr. Wittmark‘,
there must have been some tryly serious allegations. It is highly unusual for anyone to go
through 2 psych evals in 3 years . . . . alﬁlost untheard of.
Once again, you and your attorney’s pick the evaluators and chose to use them , and
chose to pay them. It has nothing to do with the family court. Dr. Tadros, when will you
post your psych eval?

214. Mike

Sovenrher 7ih, 2000w i llom

Don’t forget about Penny Angel-Levy. Another one of those conflicted custody
evaluators who has blown more (custody).calls than a little league ump (and thats froma
fellow evaluator in the county).
Looks the other way if there is an bad info about daddy.
Stay away from this nightmare!
215, Ginny Turner

Novamber b, 2009 aL i pm

I also am in the system. My girls were taken away from me based on hearsay from my ex,
Their brothers were left with me, and the family has been chopped up. I talk to:my littlest
only 2 days a week, their father wont allow her to call me. She ‘lost‘ her brothers. I have
disproved all the garbage about not having toothbrushes, about not getting medica‘.l care,
about grades, etc. yet the courts do not see it. The judge misread the D (detained in school
office) where the school sends child to school nurse, as detention and took the girls from
me. This because of a tween with a difficult menstrual cycle and héadaches. We now

have a child advocate (lawyer) who is falsifying information and each time, I have to




disprove with medical records and school documents. We are in a evaluation with a child
psychologist as well. This process has cost me over $60000, jsut because I filed for éhild
support after 6 years of being divorced. It is about the money for my ex, he filed fér
custody 7 days after I filed for support. Now I have 3 children in therapy, 1 has been ina
mental hospital due to abuse by her father with the help of the system. No one cares
enought to fook at the facts. My lawyer is good, but the judge is arrogant and refuses to
look at her errors so far. The child advocate is supposed to be my childrens lawyer, but
she met them orce only 3-months ago and then put info in the court does that she got

~ hearsay from my ex, thvevkids state she did not ask the-m.thin'gs about me. They are 9-17
years old so certainly can speak for themselves. The advocate is not working for the kids
as she was hired to do. My lawyer even agrees and is willing to pursue charges against
her which previouély they had said, is nevefdone and never successful. They feel this is a
blatant exception. The kids suffer. Even if the evaluator reaches the conclusion that I was
a great mom, I am sure he will, T am still out all that money and have lost evérything,
home, savings, it is glrea'dyall gone. And the bills keep piling up. When all is said and
done, hopefully the judge and evaluator will see all the proof from the schools, doctors,
that prove I only followed the rules in my parenting. That I was a great stay at home
mom. Coaching all the kids 'spo»rtsteams, volunteering often at the schools. T was
completely involved and close to the kids. Their father saw them 2 days every 3-4 weeks
by his choice.

216. Ginny Turner

Noverhee O, 2000 ar 3014 v




[ have to recant my previous facts due to the fact that by posting this I could lose my case

because judges will get upset that information is getting out to the public. If anyone

knows how to get my post off, please let me know. |
217. Stand up!

November § L, 2009 a1 1200 am

Ginny Turner, that’s exactly what they want you to do!
Stand up and tell them how corrupt they are!
Loo..k,at Doyne, he has credentials from a man who gave Diplomates to a pet cat and toa
jailed man. Are you going to cower in fear knowing these facts? Doyne doesn’t even the
CRC 53,225 (j)(k) yet he puts on his resume that he teaches those rules to evaluators! He’s
in violation of these CRC and has been for years now!
Stand up Ginny!
Go downtown to 220 West Broadway and visit Dr. Tadros case and se¢ for yourself the
exhibits. Take them into court and tell the Judge that Doyne is a con artist and teaches the
evaluators CRC 5.225 yet doesn’t know the most critical rules regarding forms FIL-326
and 327.
Stand up Ginny!
Stand up San Diego!

218, Ginny, dn't be afraid.

Novermber L1th, 2009 sl iL26.am

Ginny:
Dot be afraid, Who is the judge? Who are the lawyers? Who is doing the psychological

evaluation? Tell us, We need to know. We are here for you,




219. Ginny, speak out...

Naveviher 120090t 812 am

Ginny,

I know you're in crisis, I know the fear, they make you feel this way with the way they
push you around with the abuse of their power. They want you to feel afraid so they can
continue to take advantage of you, and take advantage of other parents for years, 0 they
can line their own pockets with high dollar incomes. This is why they da'n‘glev the children
in front of you, take them away from you, they know how to keep the fi ght going and this
is why they do it. STAND UP-Ginny! Tell them what they do! Every pafentneeds" to do
this, then and only then will they begin to respect you! They use their power to silence
the parents just.as they are causing you to react. This is what they rely on, they count on
parents to go down on their k-n_eés and give more money in hopes they MI} get time with
their children, but all they do is take more money and more time away from you and your
children. They don’t care about your ‘chi.ldren or the parents, all they care aboutis a
imeans to more money, this is why they put one parent (usually) in total and absolute fear
of not getting .theri'r child, this is how they operate and they’ve been doi'ng it for years, and
it has been getting worse, There are parents who have shelled out $500,000 dollars or
more over years and never get their children, and it will only stop if ALL parents stand up
and say ENOUGH! ENOUGH of the abuse Family Cour-t'..! |

Famiiy Court we have figured you out and we 5haVe'fa¢ts and proof, and we are not going
away! |

Ginny, stay away from the black robes and cat credentialed con-artists, and pandering

attorneys... Speak out, stand up!




220. - WarriorMom

Nevcember 1R 2008 at 240 o

Dear Ginny, Good luck in your war against family court. Make no mistake, Ginny, this is-
a war. If you allow themto silence you before the battles are fought then you have
already lost. The sad truth is that you have already lost your children. The court only goes
through the motions so they can acquire more money from your pockets. The good news
is that we have just begun to fight. We are naming names and in time we will prevail. We
have lost eur children but through our efforts our children will inherit a just and honest

court system instead of the corrupt debacle that is the current San Diego Family Court.
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LEXEVIA, PC

4139 Via Marina PH 3 .
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292
Telephone: (310) 746-6112
Facsimile: (424) 228-5272

Attoreys for Amici Curiae,
CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES
AND CHILDREN, NATIONAL COALITION FOR

MEN
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
EMAD G, TADROS, M.D., Case No. 37-2008-00093885-CU-BT-CTL
Judge: Honorable Jay M. Bloom
Plaintiff, | Dept.: C-70
V. COMBINED (1) APPLICATION FOR LEAVE
TO FILE AS AMICT CURIAE AND (2)
STEPHEN DOYNE, Ph.D., and DOES 1 | AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF OF PROPOSED
THROUGH 100, | AMICI CURIAE, (A) CALIFORNIA
COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND
Defendants. CHILDREN AND (B) NATIONAL

COALITION FOR MEN, IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFF DR, EMAD TADROS’ MOTION
TO CONTINUE HEARING AND CONDUCT
DISCOVERY

Date: November 20, 2009
Dept: C-70

Time: 11:00 a.m.

Hon. Jay Bloom

This (1) Application for Leave To File as Amici Curiae and (2) Amicus Curiae Brief' is

respectfully submitted by dmici herein. the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND

U Amici acknowledge that Amicus Curiue Briefs are ordivarily submitted to the appellate courts in this state.
Amici carefully researched the preferred procedure for filing Amicus Briefs in trial courts and found no relevant
provisions-prohibiting this submission. In fact, in the matter of California Valley Miwok Tribe v, California
Gambling Control Com. Case No. 37-2008-00075326-CU-CO-CTL (San Diego Sup. 2008), The Hon. Joan Lewis
received an Amicus Brief from interested non-parties in‘San Diego Superior Court. Given the widespread impact
and important interests at‘stake in this case, and the likelihood that this issue could be mooted before it ripens on
appeal, Amici have taken the unusual step of filing this combined “Application For Leave to File Amicus Brief” and
“Brief of Amici Curiue” at this very early, yet critical, stage.

1

Applieation for Leave to File and Brief of the Califorsin Coalition for Families and Children
as Amicl Curiae Tn Support of Plaintitf Dr, Emad Tadros® Motion to Conduct Discovery
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CHILDREN (“CCFC™), and NATIONAL COALITION FOR MEN (“NCFM™), collectively,
Amici, insupport of Plaintiff Dr. Emad Tadros™ (“Dr. Tadros™) Motion to Continue Hearing and

for Discovery (“Motion™) from Defendant Dr. Stephen Doyne (“Dr. Doyne™).

L Statement of [dentity of Amici

Amici are nonprofit organizations comprised primarily of parents who have experienced a
marital dissolution proceeding in San Diego, Orange, or Los Angeles Counties. Our members are
professionals or others who are very highly motivated to devote time and resources to promote
the health and success of Southern California families and children by addressing special social

problems antithetical to such success, and which are currently being caused or contributed to by

the present marital dissolution or.other processes involving custody issues.

Amici CCFC are presently organizing as a Southern California-based Chapter of the
American Coalition For Fathers And Children (“ACFC™), based in Washington, D.C2 Amicus
NCFM are founded in 1977 NCFM is the oldest continuously running men’s rights organization

in the United States of America with members throughout America and in several countries.

i1 Statement of Interest of Amici

Amici CCFC: According to the CCFC and the ACFC’s common Mission Statements

(attached hereto as Exhibit “A™), we collectively dedicate ourselyes and our efforts to the

creation of a family law system, legislative system, and public awareness which promotes equal
) 1
rights for all parties affected by divoree, and the breakup of a family or establishment of
paternity. We believe equal, shared parenting time or joint custody is the optimal custody
situation,
Amicus NCEM: NCFM is committed to the removal of harmful gender based stereotypes,

particularly as they adversely impact men and boys. NCFM supports equitable rights for all

parents. NCFM enthusiastically joins CCFC and others on this brief.

“ The Application to the ACFC of Amici has been submitted only very recently and as such cannot yet
claim any official affiliation with the ACFC, but such is expected in coming weeks.

2
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perform broad-discovery of “all relevant evidence, or evidence likely to lead to the discovery of

{1,  Introduction

The appointment and usage of private child custody evaluators in family law disputes has
been a longstanding concern for hundreds of thousands of Southern Californians, courts, political
representatives, and the family law community for many years. Most high-conflict cases center
on disputes over child custody. Unfortunately, the experience of thousands of Southern
Californians suggests that many child custody evaluators mis_fepresent their qualifications or
otherwise demonstrate unethical behaviors that confound the resolution of such cases. increase
conflict, expense, and harm to the involved families-—particularly the children. It also appears
from experience that a lack of effective judicial oversight, accountability, and concem is largely
responsible for creating an environment in which such malfeasance exists,

The specific issue before the Court in Dr. Tadros® Motion to Conduct Discovery is
whether or not Dr. Doyne, a prominent San Diego 'psych'ologist.'of’tcn appointed or selected by
stipulation as an evaluator or mediator by family courts, may prohibit Dr. Tadros from
conducting discovery in Superior Court regarding Dr. Tadros’ claims that Dr. Doyne committed
fraud on his clients, patients, the San Diego family law community. the courts, the Southern

California public, and the federal government of the United States concerning important alleged
misrepresentations about his credentials, education and experience, his eligibility to perform
evaluations, billings, and qualifications, and many other real and helieved violations of law. As
this case has public import well-beyond the Tadros case, Amici respectfully submit this
combined “Application For Leave To File Amicus Curiae Bri‘ef"»’ and “Brief of Amici Curiae”
Amici argue herein below that the process of discovery is intended to enable litigants to.

understand and examine the factual support for all litigants’ (including their own and their

opposition’s) positions. It is long-held precedent that California courts permit litigants to

relevant evidence.” Amici suggest herein that to thwart Dr. Tadros at this early stage will not
only harm Dr. Tadros’ case, it will also curtail many very important public interests at stake,
identified in detail below.

Applicants hereby apply to this Court for Leave to submit, and hereby submit, this
3 .
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Amicus Brief to assist the court in understanding the significant broader interests at stake in this |
Motion and litigation. Amici respectfully submit herein that refusing--at such a nascent stage--
to permit Dr. Tadros io conduct any discovery in this matter would have a tremendous and very
harmful “chilling effect™ on thousands of San Diegans 1o conduct their own investigations as o
alleged fraudulent .misfeasance/malfeasamce, or other violations of law and the public trust
committed by such important professionals, most of whom are subject to no oversight other than
the type of civil lawsuit inftiated by Dr. Tadros.

IV.  Discussion

A. The Rerl'evan.t.Publié Interests Impacted by This Court’s Decision

1t goes without saying that protection and promotion of the well being of San Diego
ffémi_lies and children involved in the difficult process of a marital dissolution is a paramount
interest of this state and its citizens. Marital d'i-ssolﬁtions often involve incredibly difficult, Hf’e—
changing circumstances for children and their parents-—changes in living arrangements, financial
instability, and conflict, all of which can have a tremendously negative impact on children,
parents, extended families, relevant commiunities, and the general well-being of our local and

state economy if not handled with extreme care by honest, unbiased, competent and thorough

professionals.

The state and county also have an interest in p‘romoting healthy relationships between
children Qn_d both their healthy parents. There is no dispute among family health care experts
that supporting healthy, robust relationships betwcén children and parents after divorce stabilizes
families and promotes peaceful, healthy relationships bétwcen children, their parexltsq and the

parents themselves. Assuring that courts—and the “cxperts™ on which they frequently rely-—are

‘doing an excellent job of honestly evaluating the best prospects for promoting such healthy

relationships is a primary interest of public welfare.

4
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There also exist important fundamental Constitutional rights guaranteed to parents and
children under the 4", 5", 13", and 14™ Amendments to the United States Constitution and
related provisions of the California Constitution to assure that i‘he legal process is.competent,
unbiased, fair, efficient, and balanced.” Assuring that those interests are honestly, competently,
and accurately evaluated and protected by those practicing in Dr. Doyne's profession is critical
to protecting anAd promoting our communities’ families and assuring the best likelihood for their
future health, harmony, common wealth, and success.

San Diego, Orange, and Los Angeles County family law community professionals also

have an important interest in enforcing high standards of accountability, responsibility, integrity,

and professionalism amongst their own. Dr. Doyne is one oftif not the-—most commonly used

cugtody evaluators in San Diego, and has achieved Widespread notoriety and success due to his
many professional referrals. His success is based largely on his reputation among this
community. his publications, his speaking engagements and notoriety. Due ‘Iétrg,ely to his
influence wit’hin this c().mmun,i'tyv‘, Dr. Doyne has earned fens of millions of dollars over his career
from San Diego families and professional referrals, a rate that is currently estimated to be near
or in excess of $1,000,000 {one million dollars) per year. Members of the family law

community—who themselves owe a duty of care to their own clients whom they frequently refer

| to Dr. Doyne—expect Dr. Doyne to uphold the highest standards within his profession. These

articulated public interests are even more important given that Dr. Doyne enjoys a high level of

3 A recent 6-3 United States Supreme Court opinion penned by Justice Sandra Day O’Connor and joined
by the Chief Justice has articulated this longstanding interest thusly:

“The Fourteenth Amendment’s Due Process Clause has a substantive component that “provides
heightened protection against government interference with certain fundamental rights and liberty
interests,” Washington v. Glucksberg, 521 U8, 702, 720, including parents’ fundamental right to
make-decisions concerning the care, custody, and control of their children, see, e.g., Stanley v. lllinois,
405 U.S. 645, 651, Pp, 587 Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.8. 57 (2000).

5
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influence among these relevant communities.

State Courts also have an interest in maintaining public trust and confidence in the
impartiality of the adjudicative process by observing the California Code of Judicial Ethics to
“avoid even the appearance of impropriety.” as well as all state and federal laws, tax laws, Rules
of Court, and Local Rules. California Supreme Court Chief Justice Ronald George has recently
expressed deep concern that the family court community is failing to “police themselves.™

The Court may recall that in this case Dr. Doyne has asserted he is a “quasi-judge”™
entitled to quasi-judicial imomunity as a key defense in this case. However, unlike judicial
officials, Dr. Doyne never passed the rigors ofappointment by a Governor or other political
body. is not subject to oversight or election by a concerned public. is not monitored by any

internal Judicial Staff or officer (in fact, he and hundreds like him are rarely, if ever, monitored

| at all), is rarely if ever required to stand by his record, insists on working under strict privacy and

confidentiality, may (and ofien does) refuse to disclose his records, and his work is never subject

to review on appeal. Judges (and most other professions) are.

Further, unlike ordinary psychologists, Dr. Doyne and his fellow evaluators are not
subject to review by the client or clients paying him-—any person hiring a normral clinical
psychologist (or lawyer, physician, builder, plumbér, or any other conceivable independent
comrgcting"pmf%-:ssio.nal) has at least some-—if not all-—control over the performance of the
profession’s services and thus can correct, guide, and—most importantly—{ire that professional

if unhappy with their work, Not so with Dr. Doyne and his colleagues, none of whom can be

directed, disciplined, and fired by the clients they work for.

Similarly, Dr. Doyne is often appoinied as a mediator in the same role as JLAM.S.-

Endispute. However, unlike retired Judges or other professional mediators who must perform

4 Elkins v. Superior Ct., 41 Cal, 4th 1337, 63 Cal, Rptr. 3rd 160 (2007) .See fn. 7, infra,
)
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| for their clients (i.c., settle disputes quickly and efficiently) and uphold rules of ethics and

professionalism, or fail to earn repeat business, clients cannot fire Dr. Doyne, have little or no
control over the scope of his investigation, the inf‘ormati.on provided to him, the amoun{ of time
he spends attempting to resolve the dispute, and if he is unsuccessful (i.e., prolongs rather than
settles) have little recourse because they are likely single-stop shoppers.

Thus, Dr. Doyne and most of his fellow evaluators are “free radicals,” selling
breathtakingly expensive services at over $300 per hour while behc)ldexﬁ to o client, no one
affected by their decisions, (i.e., children whose lives are often dramatically altered, yet children
whom have little understanding of the impact of these decisions until years later—when it's too
late to object), no colleagues with whom they work, and no superiors. Dr. Doyne is not bound or
guided by. the Cannons of Judicial Ethics (or any other moral, ethical, or professional code
specific to their profession as evaluators). He works under extreme confidentiality with little or
no public visibility or oversight, no 'xfigofous and guided review on appeal, no public scrutiny in
the press and otherwise, and no public or private watchdog groups (other than those similar to
Amici). |

Despite this near ‘carte blanche® discretion, Dr. Doyne seeks the exact same immunity as
judicial officials who are subject to extraordinary scrutiny, work in a public courtroom, are
subject to scrutiny by the press, the pu«blic, colleagues, appellate judges, court officers, superiors, ~
watchdog groups, politiciang, and must run for re-election.

Amici urge that this “free radical” status creates und extremely risky and dangerous

potential for abuse of such extraordinary power, wealth, and discretion by professionals such as

Dr. Doyne.
Further, to the extent that Dr. Doyne and his colleagues claim to be judicial officials, it
would be potentially demeaning to the bench and our entire legal profession to permit one who is
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not a member of the bench or of the legal profession to assert the deference and legal protections
achieved by the judiciary, only to behave in a way that 18 inconsistcni with those very high
standards.

It also goes without saying that San Diegans have an interest in ferreting out illegal,
unethical, and harmful behavior of professional evaluators. Whether Dr. Doyne is considered a
“quasi-judicial” official or a private psychologist, the question of whether or not he is
committing the crimes, malpractice, unethical and harmful behavior of which he is accused is an
important public interest which will be trampled if discovery is not permitted.

Based on years of experience, it is the common perception of Amici and others that
current practices are not in fact promoting .thése important interests and, in the case of Dr. Doyne

and others. these experts are in fact harming such important interests by performing

extravagantly expensive services incompetently, fraudulently, and in violation of state and

federal laws and regulations.

B. These Important Public Interests Could be Severely Trampled by Denying

The public interests identified above could be severely impacted by denying Plaintiff’s
motion. Dr. Tadros' allegations that Dr, Doyne failed the public trust placed in him are quite
serious. They include allegations of fraud on Dr. Doyne’s current and former clients, fraud on

the public, Fraud on the San Diego family law community, fraud on the courts, fraud on the

United States government, fraud on his own professional community, violation of federal patient

privacy laws, California Health and Safety Codes, and violation of state consumer-protection
laws.

C. Few, If Any. Alternatives Exist To Obtaining Relevant Discovery

There are currently few. if any, viable alternatives for protecting these important public
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1{| interests other than through better self-regulation or oversight inspired by the prospects ofa

21| lawsuit or cloge public scrutiny. Moreover, the San Diego public has no other gffective relief to
address their grievances other than in San Diego Superior Courts. Unfortunately, all efforts to

4
address this alleged harm through the family courts has been frustrated by the inherent

5

p limitations on jurisdiction, resources, and expertise of family courts.

]

5 1. Jurisdiction of Family Courts is Narrow

8 Because the jutisdiction of the family courts is expressly limited to deciding matters

91! relating to dissolution, child custody, parentage, and juvenile matters, family courts are not

10 empowered to address the matters raised in this lawsuit, While litigants may compel

11 , n~ T . . . . .
psychologists such as Dr. Doyne to testify at hearing before a family court judge and may

12

request or subpoena his individual patient records pertaining to their individual case, itis
13 -
(4 difficult or impossible to obtain records relevant to a complete analysis of Dr. Doyne’s

15 ' professional behavior through family courts,

16 For example, Psychologists such as Dr. Doyne regularly refuse informal requests for even
171] their own patient’s records, claiming that it is “against policy” to release records, While Dr,

18 Doyne and other psychologists normally produce a patient, child, or couple’s own files

pertaining to the requesting patient, it is often difficult or impossible to obtain the broader

20
records requested by Dr. Tadros.”
21 _
99 2. Family Courts Lack the Resources to Manage Broader Discovery
23 In some cases Dr. Doyne and other San Diego psychologists simply refuse to produce,

24 || asserting that the records contain private business records, records irrelevant to the

2511 psychologist’s testimony, or otherwise protected psychological patient or business information.

.‘ P . v * y . . .

" These records include tax records, billing records, records of other patients, credmtml/eduoﬂtmn/and
work history records, and a host of other records which would be directly relevant to Dr. Tadros’ claims and the
claims of Amici herein,

9
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This may of course be true in many cases, but these privacy and other interests may be addressed
more éffectively within the context of ordinary Superior Court litigation procedures such as
document redaction, protective orders, limiting the scope of discovery. ot other protective
measures regularly implemented in state and federal courts. Unfortunately such procedures are
rarely adopted by family courts, making them ill equipped to fashion effective protective
discovery tools. Instead, family courts tend to simply severely limit discovery to the narrow
family issues within their limited jurisdiction.

3., Family Courts Apparently Lack Expertise to Manage Broader Discovery

Finally, it has recently and often been reported that the California family courts in which
Dr. Doyne maneuvers are not doing a good job of “policing themselves™, California Supreme

Court Chief Justice Ronald M. George recently acknowledged a dysfunction in family courts,

_expressing (in a rare self-penned opinion) unusual frustration with the California Family Court’s

“inability to police itself.” Empowering litigants who allege that they have been victimized by

One commentator, Ms. Kathryn Joan Dixon, described the Chief] ustice’s opinion thusly:

“In Elkins v. Superior C't., 41 Cal. 4th 1337,:63 Cal. Rptr, 3rd 160 (2007) Chief Justice George stated:
In the present case, the trial court applied the sanction in a mechanical fashion without considering
allernative measures or a lesser sanction resulting in-the exclusion of all but two of petitioner's 36
exhibits. Had the court permitted petitioner to testify, he could have provided some foundation for his
exhibits. Inapplying the local rule and order mechanically to exclude nearly-all of petitioner’s
evidence ~and by proceeding in the words of the trial court by “quasi-default” - the trial court
improperly impaired petitioner’s ability to present his case, thereby prejudicing him and requiring
reversal of the judgment. :

The California Supreme Court has invalidated a county court rule that required divorce trials be
submitted on written declarations and prohibited oral testimony except in “unusual circumstances.”
The rule also required parties to establish in their pretrial declarations the admissibility of all exhibits
they sought to introduce at trial. A divorce fitigant whose evidence was excluded because he had
fuiled to establish its admissibility in the pretrial stage challenged both sets of rules. '

The eourt acknowledged that local courts have rulemaking authority, however, "local courts may not
create their own rules of evidence and procedure in conflict with statewide statutes.” Avoiding the
constitutional issues presented by the case, the court analyzed the statewlde evidence and procedure
statutes, the case law concerning hearsay admissibility, and the history of trial procedure in the state,
concluding that the focal rule conflicted with these statewide evidence rules regarding hearsay.

10
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The Supreme Court acknowledged that the local rules were designed in response to increasing
caseloads and limited judicial resources. However, on balance. that did not justify the violation of
basic trial procedures.

That a procedure is efficient and moves cases through the system is admirable, but even more-
important is for the courts to provide fair and accessible justice, In the absence of a legislative
decision to create a system by which a judgment may be rendered in a contested marital dissolution
case without a trial conducted pursuant to the usual rules of evidence, we do nof view respondent’s
curtatiment of the rights of family law litigants as justified by the-goal of efficiency. ... While the
speedy disposition of cases is desirable, speed is not always compatible with justice. Actually, in its
use of courtroom time the present judicial process seems to have its priorities confused. Domestic
relations litigation, one of the most important and sensitive tasks a judge faces, too often is given the
low-man-on-the-totem-pole treatment.”

Regarding the court's sanction of excluding evidence for failure to establish admissibility in pretrial
proceedings, the court.concluded that "The trial court abused its discretion ... by excluding the bulk of
his evidence simply because he failed, prior totrial, to file a declaration establishing the admissibility
of his trial evidence.... The sanction was disproportionate and inconsistent with the policy favoring
determination of cases on their merits."

Elkins v. Superior Court (California Supreme Court August 6, 2007)

The Supreme Court Justice threw a couple of profound barbs at the Contra Costa County Judges:
“_,.. we do not view respondent’s curtailment of the rights of family court litigants as justified by the
goal of efficiency.” (Page 32)

“We are most disturbed by the possible effect the rule and order have had in diminishing
litigants' respect for and trust in the legal system” (Page 34)

“In light of the volume of cases faced by tria) courts, we understand their efforts-to
streamline family law procedures. But family law litigants should not be subjected to
second-class status or deprived of access to justice.” (Page 35)

The Chief Justice also proposes a task force be established by the Judicial Council to seek to
streamline family Jaw court gystems, yet “ensure access to justice for litigants”. This statement could
imply that the Chief Justice places little faith in the ability of the Contra Costa County Superior Court
to properly police itself. . . . :

The Family Law Court is that one area of the any court system where compassion, fajrness, and
transparent judgment are-essential, 1t is acknowledged by mental health experts that divorce is a life
altering- experience especially when custody disputes over children is involved and the financial
stability of the parents is an issue. Contra Costa County superior courts have chosen to implement
restrictive rules that impose expensive, unfair burdens on family law litigants.and their attorneys.
Then to compound the arrogance and error of these regulations the court places commissioners and
judges on the family law bench whose sole concern seems 1o be their own work schedule,”

A copy of Ms, Dixon's publication is attached as Exhibit “C.™ A copy of Elkins v. Superior Court, 41 Cal,
4th 1337 (2007) is attached as Exhibit “D.”
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improving the quality of the aclminis‘tratioﬁ of justice in family court by holding evaluators
aocountab’ie to the courts and the public.

For all of these .reasonés’ denying Dr, Tadros the ability to conduct entirely routine
discovery extinguishes any ability of Dr. Tadros—and effectively hundreds of similarly situated
parties from conducting similar relevant discovery. Such an outcome would be tantamount to an
andursement. of malpractice. malfeasance, billing fraud, credential fraud, patient fraud, consumer
fraud. HIPPA violations, violation of state law, state and local court rules, state and federal tax
evasion, and more. Such a ruling would effectively make Dr. Doyne—and by example dozens
like him-—*The Untouchables”.

Amici suggest that such a perverse outcome is inconsistent with this Court™s, county’s and
state’s purpose and intent, and would be absolutely antithetical to the interests of Amici and
millions of similarly si-tuated families across The State of California. |

D. The Broader Impact of This Court’s Ruling on Similarly-Situated Professionals

Within the Family Law Community. Among Amici. and Thousands More

It is also apparent that there are many San Diego psychologists, psychiatrists, family
court evaluators, employees, professionals, and ordinary citizens closely following this case.”

Further, many local family law evaluators closely follow Dr. Tadros® case as a critical
“ost case.” If the efforts of Dr. Doyne here are successful in avoiding public scrutiny and
thwarting the Superior Courts’ powers re: discovery, Dr. Doyne’s tactics will be “blessed™ and
likely mimicked by dozens of professionals in future suits seeking to uncover wrongdoing. 1tis

submitted that these professionals will tailor their own professional ethics, conduct and

This matter has been widely reported by San Diego media, including two reports by ABC/Channel 10°s
award-winning investigative journalism “1-Team”™ reporter Lauren Reynolds, articles in the San Diego Union

Tribune, the San Diego Reader, and other regional or local publications. . It is also the subject of numerous Internet

blogs. chat hoards, email distribution lists, or other Internet discussion channels relating to family law, mental
health, professional-qualification sites, and more. A simple “Google™ search of “Dr. Stephen Doyne™ would reveal
ten or more such sites discussing this case or the similar widespread displeasure expressed by the San Diego public.
A sample of some of these publications is attached as Exhibit “E*,
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standards——for better ot for worse—-depending on this Court’s rulings on Dr, Tadros™ present
Motion and in this case,

As such. the outcome of this case will send a clear message--one way or the other—-
about whether dozens of other professionals can commit the acts Dr. Doyne has been accused of
without fear of being subject to ordinary dis;coyery to reveal wrongdoing.

Moreover, Dr. Tadros® lawsuit represents a far-too-rare opportunity to provide guidance
and affect change within Dr. Doyne’s under-regulated bmfessicm. Civil litigation is e:xpens;ives,

and many affected families with grievances similar to Dr. Doyne’s (see signature list below)

could not afford an attorney of the caliber of Mr. Aguirre’s office. Dr. Tadros™ case is not a

“mass torl” contingency fee or “slip and fall” case. He apparently does not seek to recover

millions of dollars. This is a complex and expensive case, seeking primarily injunctive relief, not

money.

Thus. the Court’s actions in this rare opportunity could empower many currently
disempowered parents with tools to hold the Aundreds within Dr. ‘Doyﬁe’s profession more
accountable, trangparent, and to thé highest ethical .standardé which they themselves ‘pmi’csé (but
often do not obey). Amici submit that Defendant Dr. Doyne’s present request that this court
prohibit Plaintiff Dr, Tadros from conducting normal discovery is enﬁreiy inconsistent with the
many impoﬁant public interest mues at stake.

E. - The Interests of the Public Far Outweigh any Alleged Burden on Dr. Doyne

The interests of Dr. Doyne in thwarting such discovery pales in comparison (o the

important public interests implicated. It is true that Dr. Doyne will inevitably face some

expense, time and trouble in responding to discovery by responding to relevant form and special

interrogatories, producing certain patient records, billing records. licensure records, tax returns,

bank records, patient/appointment calendars, resumes/C.V.s, educational records, degrees,

N

certification records, correspondence, and appearing at depositions of him, his relevant staff
13
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relevant professional colleagues, and other relevant witnesses. However. the burden of such
discovery placed on Dr. Doyne, a professional earning about one million dollars per year, is no

different from that placed on any of thousands of San Diego litigants responding to routine

| litigation discovery. In addition, Dr. Tadros will be required to respond to a similar burden of

contention interrégatorie& damages discovery, -and the like. In short, the ordinary litigation
burdens placed on Dr. Doyne are no greater than those placed on every other litigant, including
Dr. Tadros.

Yet, the benefit gained from permitting discovery in this case far outweighs these
ordinary burdens placed on both parties. Dr. Tadros has raised, and Dr. Doyne has disputed,
allegations wﬁich raise the very serious criminal, ethical, and social questions deseribed above.
If Dr. Tadros is incorrect m all of his claims, this casc will likely be dismissed. If he is correct
regarding some or all of his claims, Dr. Tadros will likely request that Dr. Doyne correct any
illegal, unethicali, immoral, negligent, or otherwise harmful activities, perhaps request damages
for the same if appropriate, and perhaps additional relief as deemed just and proper by this court.

Moreover, givgn Dr. Doyne’s notoriety, such requests will not only address any proven
wrongdoing by Dr. Doyne, they will very likely have the effect of changing any similar
wrongdoing caused by many of Dr. Doyne’s San Diego colleagues, and ot}wrvsimi]aﬂy~$ituated
professionals throughout the state and nation. Permitting discovery in this case could thus be a
proverbial “shot heard around the world” to improve accountability, professional performance,
éthics. and professionalism in a family court system which has in recent years been the target of
tremendous aﬁd outspoken public criticism‘ and scrutiny. |

v, Cghcluéiﬁm |

Amici respectfully request that this Courf grant iﬁJeave to ﬁle this Bﬁcf requesting that this |
Court observe the long-held precedent that California courts permit litigants to perform broad
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discovery of “all relevant evidence. or evidence likely to lead to the discovery of relevant
evidence.” The process of discovery is intended to enable litigants to understand and examine
the factual support for all litigants (includix’xg, their opponent’s and their own) positions,

Amici respectfully submit herein that refusing—at such an early stage-—to permit Dr.
Tadros to conduct any discovery would have a tremendous and very harmful "chilling effect™ on

efforts by San Diego citizens to conduct their own investigations as to alleged fraudulent

‘misfeasance/malfeasance, or other setious violations of law and the public trust committed by

11 such important professionals, representatives, and politicians.
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USN Retired Commander Editor/Writer Tailhook Association
Interior Designer
| ‘USC, National Univ., Design Inst. of San Diego
619-435-2978

W N

Sean Kelly

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDRLN
Musician

The Samples

858-213-1162

Paul Salerni
1211 Member, CALL FORNIA COALITION FOR FAMIL IFC; AND CHILDREN

|| Career Naval Officer & Civil Servant
13 \{ Father of two daughters
619-972-6710

_ || Neal McBurnett ' -

1711 Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Texas, Arlington, BBA

Personal Investment

19| Father of TwoSons and One Daughter

| Frisco, TX (Formerly of Rancho Santa Fe, CA)

20| 858-776-6308

Harold Rose ,

23 || Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

| Sr. Customer Support Engineer — PerkinElmer Life and Analytical Sciences Inc.

2411 1.8, Armed Forces Reservmt Ret. And U.S, Coast Guard and Air National Guard ReL;
Father of one son

25| 760-274-5203

18

Applicgtion fm’ Leave to File and Brief of the Califorma Coalition for ¥amilies and Chdldren, Southern California Applicant Chapter of the
American Coslition For Fathers And Children as Amicl Curige 1n Support of Plaiatiff Dr. Emad Tadro’s Motion to Conduct Discovery
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20

George Kenner

Member, CALIFORNIA COALI'I TON FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Licensed California Real Estate Broker

United States Border Patrol Agent, Retired

Graduate Gemologist, Gemological Institute of America

619-723-5714

llison Abbasi
.Membcr CALIFORNIA COAI ITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA)

“Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006

Single parentto 2 children
858-270-7209

The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES
AND CHILDREN or other parties in support of Amici,

g

‘fw’ &
“W& ( {u e (( Py Am

‘§1gr;dtme
By, D oRsiy G enreiwg u% e
ey . 1 ~> £ o

PP TR *m et m 11

1 Signature: ; /7/) ////,/// /7/( e

| By: qlﬁﬁfﬁf} /;»,/H’ZM

/

Signature: / L - /)/’3/‘?'7
By £}:dﬁt’1 /;’/2,, &4’”»”%/Mf

o o s
Signature:
B-y: x};é Lok ,ﬁ ; ;’/ /;Lj f}m ?

Signature: )Z %»m 14 gx’wﬂa/ L.
By, oA £ Lotng FLL.

Signature;
By:_.
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Appiwstmn for Leave to Fite and Brisf of the California Coalition for Families and Children, Southern California Applicant Chapter of the
American Coutition For Fathers And Children as Amici Curlae In Support of Plaintiff Dr. Emad Tadro's Motion to Conduct Discovery
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me & Joann Swg;,iﬁ;@r (Grandparents,

iy

1| Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

USN Retired Commander Editor/Writer Tailhook Association

Interior Designer
USC, National Univ., Design Inst. of San Diego

619-435-2978

Sean Kelly

1 Merber, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
1 Musician

The Samples

| 858-213-1162

Paul Salerni

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Career Naval Officer & Civil Servant

Father of two daughters

619-972-6710

Neal McBurnett

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Texag, Arlington, BBA

Personal Investment

Father of Two Sens and One Daughter

Frisco, TX (Formerly of Rancho Santa Fe, CA)

8538-776-6308

Harold Rose

| Member, CALTFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

Sr. Customer Support Engineer - PerkinElmer Life and Analytical Sciences Inc.
U.S. Armed Forces Reservist Ret. And U.8. Coast Guard and Air National (Gruard Ret.

Father of one son
760-274-5203

18

Application for Leave to File and Briel of the California Coalition for Families aud Children, Southern California Applicant Chupter of the
Ameriean Conlition For Fathers And Children as A pded Curlae 1n Support of Plaiatiff Dr. Emad Tadre's Mation to Conduct Discovery




George Kenner

Z 1t Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILI ES AND CHILDREN
3 Licensed California Real Estate Broker
Y1 United States Border Patrol Agent, Retired ,
4|l Graduate Gemologist, Gemological Instituie of America
619.723.5714
5
o o/
| P2
Allison é\:b/ basi

g !l Member, CALIFORNIA COALY [TION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA)

91| Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006

Single parent to 2 children

191 858.270-7209

The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES
1211 AND CHILDREN or other parties in support of Amici, :

13 h '.

t («‘f‘
14 eyl b 53("‘
1% s UG NTEIR SO P

16|| Signature: / /2 /Zmﬂ 7 %4_»/

By: Siad 00 fuidieds

18 Signature: / / Cre""""11 )13 /05
19 ByJ&mt,m Lntte 10

20 . o . _(,,...‘..‘;\;1 ) 7””{«{",«/47 A
21 “éugnmurn

‘{ ,.,,«M .q‘ ‘A"Lﬁ%;«rg;”él"f!m 4//@//{64
22

23‘ Signature: ,)7/%,41/ 4 (‘” e
By ot AL e Lo g dag bl

24

2501 g5 gnature:

2% By:
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Doug & Joann Siegfried (Grandparents)

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
USN Retired Commander Editor/Writer Tailhook Association

Interior Designer

USC, National Univ., Design Inst, of San Diego

619-435-2978

Sean Kelly .

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Musician

The Samples

858-213-1162

Paul Salerni

Mermber, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Career Naval Officer & Civil Servant

Father of two daughters

619-972-6710

o ent (,Mz,{M}\
Neal McBurnett ‘ :
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Texas, Arlington, BBA
Personal Investment
Father of Two Sons and One Daughter
Frisco, TX (Formerly of Rancho Santa Fe, CA)
858-776-6308 .

Harold Rose R ' ,
Meniber, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

Sr. Customer Support Engineer ~ PerkinElmer Life and Analytical Sciences Inc.

U.S. Armed Forces Reservist Ret. And U.S. Coast Guard and Air National Guard Ret.

Father of one.son

760-274-5203

16

Agpplication for Leave to File and Brick of the California Coslition for Families and Children, Southern Californiz Applicant Chapter of the
American Coslition For Fathers And Children ay Amici Curige 1n Support of Plaintiff Dr. Bmad Tadro's Motion to Conduet Discovery
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' ‘Eileen Theofanous- : ' ‘
2|\ Member, CALIFORXIA ( OALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Associates Degree from St. John's University Medical Office Manager
3 ) [
Mother of one girl, one bo
4| 619-847-8094 .
’ @ 5&; ! 3
/e b wf 3207
61| Ben Siegfried /4
" Member, CALIFORNIA ( OALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UCSD, B.A. v A :
g || Emergency Medical Techs ician
Father of one daughter .,
9 || 858-945-0760 -
w0l e . ‘ , ,
13 %%/ /VW(/ W“{@ //w/j ».c:;q
Emad Tdr6s, M.D.
12 || Member, CALIFORNIA ( DALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Diplomate American Boar | of Psychiatry and Neurology
131! Vice Chief, Scripps Mercy Behavioral Health Services
14 Father of one boy
| B58-775-2122 _
15 . P
16| [ Wﬂﬂi {W/ |
, {an Montoya ( :fS/ -
17 || Metber, CALIFORNIA € JALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
18 Loan Consultant ,
Mother of three (11, 10, ard 7)
19 || 619-980-3801
20|
57 || Armida Montoya (Awnt)
Member, CALIFORNIA ( DALITION FOR FAMILIES AN D CHILDREN
231 323-828-4912 , » ,
Ruben Montoya (Uncle)
24 || Paralegal
B = ‘
25 626-536-9267
26
27
i Apgiicatios (or Lagve bo File aud Brie of the Calitorain Conlition fof Fwmiliza wad Chlidron, Soulhersn Callfornia Applieant Chupter of e
o Asieriess Coslition For Fathery An | Children sp Amiol Caving le Support-of PiniatilT Dr. Emad Trdro's Motlon © Condurt Discovery
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| Signature:

‘Signature:

(Jcorge Kcnner ‘

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION I*OR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN.
Licensed California Real Estate Broker

United States Border Patrol Agent, Retired

Graduate Gemologist, Gemological Institute of Amcma

619-723-5714 ' :

Allison A.bb’lsi '

| Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA)
Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006
Single parent to 2 children
858-270-7209

The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES
AND CHILDREN or other parties in support of Amici. .

Signature: o~ e

By lZeSe )udon @g ~NG

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By:

By:

Signature:
By:

By:

Signature:
By:
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Imelda Montoya (Aunt) .
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILD
562-942-2479 ‘ o

Brad Johnson

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Attormey at Law

Father of two one boy, one girl

| 858-201-8356

Heather Hughes

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Agronautics Major

Air Traffic Control Candidate

Mother of one son, one daughter

858-472-2826

Py
Chris Finseth
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Texas, B.A, '
Father of one son
619-818-5478

Stephen E. Lockwood, DMD

Merber, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UC Irvine- BS Biology

Oral Roberts University- School of Demistry, DMD

Father of three children

Business Owner, Dentist, La Jolla, CA

(838) 558-3050

www drstevelockwood com

5ppl§mﬂnn tor Leave (o Uil and Griel of (B¢ Lalkorais Coallkion far Famiie and Children, Southere Califoraln Appllesnt Chaprer of thy
Amerionn Cenlition For Fathers And Chlbdren ss Amic! Curter Yo Support of Plalatiff Dr, Emad Tudro's Motion to Conduat Dhstovery
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Doug & Joann Siegfried (Grandparents)

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
USN Retired Commander Editor/Writer Tailiook Association

Imterior Designer

USC, Natiopal Univ., Design Inst, of San Diego

619-435-2978

Sean Kelly

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FORF AMEIES AND CHILDREN
Musician

The Sampics

858-213-1162

Paul Salerni

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Career Naval Officer & Civil Servant

Father of two danghters

619-972-6710

Neal McBurnett

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Texas, Atlington, BBA

Personal Investment

Father of Two Sons and One Daughter .

Frisco, TX (Formerly of Rancho Santm Fe, CA)

858-776-6308

1\ i e

Harold Ré
Member, CALIFORNIA CQALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Sr. Customer Support Engineer — PerkinEhmer Life and Analytical Sciences Inc.
U.S. Armed Forces Reservist Ret. And U.S, Coast Guard and Axr National Guard Ret.
Father of one son
- 760-274-5203
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Eileen Theofanous-Lasher

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Associates Degree from St. John's University Medical Office Manager
Mother of one girl, one boy ‘ : ‘
619-847-8094

Ben Siegfried

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UCSD, B.A.

Emergency Medical Technician

Father of one daughter

858-945-0760

Emad Tacdros, M,D.. : : \

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Diplomate American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology

Viee Chief, Scripps Mercy Behavioral Health Services

Father of one boy

858-775-2122

Sylvia Montoya '

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Loan Consultant :

Mother.of three (11, 10, and 7)

{ 619-980-3801

Armida Montoya (Aunt) » v
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
323-828-4912 .

Ruben Montoya (Uncle)

Paralegal
626-536-9267

Member, CALII %
Teacher--909-319-9509

Pkl

t Chapter of tho
Tiiren, Soatbers Callfornis Apphices
riefof e Clforsia Conbilon for Kam e - e Tadro's Motion to Cosfuct Discovery

wd Children se vinied Curise Yo Bupport ol Platati Dy, B
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ImcldaMomoya (Aurt) g
Member, CALIFORNTA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

562-942.2479

Brad Johnson '

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Attorney at Law

Father of two one boy, one girl

858-201-8356

Heather Hughes

| Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Aeronautics Major

Adr Traffic Control Candidate -

Mother of one sot1, one daughter

858-472-2826
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| Chris Finseth

{ Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDRFN
University of Texas, B A,

Father of one son

619-818-5478
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Stephen B, Lockwood, DMD

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UC Irvine- BS Biology _

Oral Roberts University- School of Dentistry, DMD

Father of three children

Business Owner, Dentist, La J olia, CA

(858) 558-3050 _

www.drstevelockwood.com
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be B idge | .
}Ijteembez CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

Part lime student at Mesa College
Homemaker

| Mother-of three daughters -

858-453-0538

Anna Wozniak _
Member, CALIFORNIA-COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Gdansk, M.A,0

Real Estate Agent(

Mother of son and two daughters(]

619-994-8065

Rosa Montoya (Grandm{ther)

562-942-2479

@i@\f\f\e&@m

1 Arturo Montoya (Uncle)

9516890520
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDR.EN
Imelda Montaya (Aunt)

| 562-942-2479

Erin Blanchard

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Connecticut

Redl Estate Sales Agent

Mother of two boys, one girl

760-274-6061

19

Member, CALIFORNIA . COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDRENF

W

18

Appiication Tor Lenve ts Fieawd Brief of the Qubifornin Conlithm for Familles aed Children, Soutkern Californly Appliceat Chapter of te
American Coalithon Por Betkers And Chlldren s Assrd Crlae In Sepport-of Phabatliy Tr, Evead Tadrote Motlon to Condeet Discavery |

AppHsation for Leave 1o File and Brief of ﬂw Callforais Coalition for Families aud Cliiren, Sonthers Califorsds Applicaat Chapter of the
American Coalition Fer Fathers And Children as Awdel Curias In Suppovt of Plsintit? Dr, Bmad Tadro's Motlen 40 Coaduct Dlscovery
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Hebe Bridges

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHIL DREN
Part time student at Mesa College

Homemaker

Mother of three daughters

858-453-0538

Anna Wozniak
Mcmber CALIF()RNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHIL DRhN

Reai Lstate Ag,anil ]
Mother of son and two daughters(]
619-994-8065

Rosa Montoya (Grandmother)
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
562-942-2479

Arturo Montoya (Uncle)

951-689-0520

Member, CALIEORNIA LOALIHON FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Imelda Montoya (Aunt)

562-942-2479

Erin Blanchard

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
University of Connecticut '

Real Estate Sales Agent

Mother of two boys, one girl -

760-274-6061

19

Application for Leave to File and Brief of the California Coalition for Families and Children, $outhern Californin Applicant Chapter of the
Amesican Coalition For Fathers And Children as Amici Carige 1n Support of Plaintiff Dr. Emad Tadro's Motion to Conduct Discovery
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Deve McLaughlin
Secretary, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Los Angeles, CA

John Van Doorn

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILTES AND CHILDREN
Candidate, County Supervxsor San Diego Coumy,Z()OB

University of California - Irvine

Bachelor of Science, Electrical Engineering

Father of six children

858-449-4492

Maureen Miller, RN

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHlLDREN
University of California at Los Angeles

CA Hospital School of Nursing,

Los Angeles

Mother of three: 18 yrs, 16yrs, and 14 yrs

Phone: 760-845-3665

Jennifer De Marco, M.S. '
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

| Professor, Health Education

Mother of one boy, one girl

619-405-9966
/\/{,A/ )/)xfm

Sharon L kB”'own

Member, CALIFORNIA € ‘OALITIQN FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

Doctor ot Chiropractics
Santa Monica College
Southern Califormia University of Health Sciences

858-775-2107

Cheryl McManus
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDR};"J

Manager —~ McManus Valley Estate LLC
Mother of one son--619-466-6633 15

| Application for Leave to File and Brief of the California Coalition for Families and Children, Southorn California applicant Chapter o{ the
American Ceslition For Fathers And Children as Amit? Crrlag 1o Support of Plaintiff Dr. Emad Tadro's Motion to Conduct Discovery
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Member, CALIPORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA) |

Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006

Single parent to 2 children
858-270-7209

The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND
CHILDREN or other parties in support of Amici.

1

Signature: M w1 FAN

Mavreenr M }

Signature,

By: .

Signature:

By:___

- Signature:

Signature:

Sigmtum:
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1 By:

| By

George Kenner

- Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

Licensed California Real Estate Broker

United States Border Patrol Agent, Retired

Ciracuate Gemologist, Gemological Institute of America
619-723-5714

Allison Abbasi

| Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA)
Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006
Single parent to 2 children
858-270-7209

The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES
AND CHILDREN or other parties in support of dmici,

Signature: __H@eetay Lot -

By :}mxcw;ﬁ};/\ @\,, A\t ,\g\\\@

Mo

Signature:

Signature:

Signature;
By:

Signature:
By:

- Signature:
By:

: i)
Application for Leave to Filg and Briel of the Calilernia Coalition for Familivs and Children, Southern Caltfornia Appilcant Chapter of the,
American Coalition For Fithers and Chlldren as Amie Curiie In Suppurt of Plointit! Dr. Emad Tadro's Motion to Canduet Diseovery
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| By: b

s
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By 24 NPT Al GEARLNG ; PAGE W1

| George Kenner

Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
Licensed Californis Real Estate Broker
United States Border Patro] Agent, Retired

Graduate Gemologist, Gemplogical Institute of America

619-723-5714

Allison Abbasi
Member, CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN

| UC Irvine, Class of 1987 (BA)

Paralegal Certificate, USD, 2006
Single parent to 2 children
£58-270-7209

| The Undersigned are pending members of the CALIFORNIA COALITION FOR FAMILIES

AND CHILDREN or other parties in support of dmici.

Signature: =%
L

G randpwaenst #F & - %-}wsém, T

Signature:
By:
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Appilcation for Leave to File aad Brief of the Calitorals Coslition for Fawilies ang Children, Sonthern Californin Applicant Chupier of the
American Cosltitor For Bathery And Childven as Amic Carfae In Suppart of Flalnili¥ Br. Emad Tadro’s Motion 1o Conduet Dlscovery
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- Signature:

=
o

Signature:

Si gnatursk

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By:

By:

Signature:
By: '

‘Signature:

By

Application for Leave to File snid Beief of the California Conlition ior Familles and Chiidren, Southers Cellfornia Applicant Chapter of the
Ameriean Coalition For Fathera And Children s Amlel CurineSn Support of Plaintif br, Emed Tsdro's Motion to Congust Discovery
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| By:

By:
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Signature: éf:jm(‘ f\) 5 AN
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By:  frf5.0 ogat ]

. }/ \..7{’ ) /'J'
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By: Kotnleen Le P

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By:

Signature:

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By:

Signature:
By: :

Signature:

Signature:
By:

21
Application for Leave to File and Brief of the California Coslition for Families and Children, Southern California Applicant Chapter of the
Amerfean Coalition For Fathers And Children asAndci Curiee In Support of Plaintiff Dr, Emad Tadro’s Motion to Conduet Discovery
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Signature:
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By:

Signature:
By:

Signature:
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Signature;
By:

Signature:
By:

Signature:

Signature;
By,
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AC 1‘€f MISSION STATEMEN T

%%% .. the members of the Awerivan Cealition fur Fathers and Children, hereby dedicate
oursclves and our efforts to the creation of a family law system, legislative system. and public
awarencss which promotes equal rights for ALL parties affected by divorce, and the breakup of a

family or establishment of paternity. It is our belief through our involvement and dedication, we
can have a positive effect on the emotional and psychological well-being of children.

& %
"% ¥§

‘%}% believe the best parent is both biological parents.

%%‘ v believe grandparents should have rights and access to their grandchildren,

Y fie o ‘ o . .
" believe gender bias should be eliminated from family law and from {uture legislation.

%% “believe BEYTH biological pmmnts should be responsible for the emotional and
psychological wellbeing of their children, as well as financially responsible.

%% @ believe in the concept of fairness and equity in support for ALL families; and, that all

children involved in a blended tamily should have equal rights. and do deserve equal rights and
equal protection under the law,

%% = believe child support orders should be reasonable, realistically reflect the cost of the
children’s basic needs, and reflect the relative parenting contribution of both parents in a shared
parenting plan.

%%% ¢ believe when parents are given equal rights, equal responsibility follows; when parents
have equal access to their children and support levels are reasonable and reflect the true cost of
rising a child, parents will comply with court orders.

A% ¥ ) _ . , o O N
¥V ¢ believe when equity is cmﬂrt ed in our taws, the conflicts inherent in divorce situations
digsolve and that. in the end, this is the greatest gift which we. as parents. could possibly bestow

on our chile irm

-

Copyright 1998 - 2( 09", Anmierican Coalition Tor Fathers & Children
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Founded in 1977 NCFM is the oldest continuously running men’s rights
organization in the United States of America with members throughout
America and in several countries. NCFM is committed to the removal of
harmful gender based stereotypes, particularly as they adversely impact
men and boys. NCFM is also a staunch supporter of equitable rights for all
parents. Hence, the Board of Directors hereby supports the Amicus Curiae
brief in. Tadros v. Doyne. '

The appointment and usage of private child custody evaluators in family
law disputes has been a longstanding concern for many. Most high conflict

cases involve disputes over child custody. Unfortunately, evidence suggests

that some child custody evaluators misrepresent their qualifications and
otherwise demonstrate unethical behaviors that confound the resolution of
such cases and cause harm to the involved families, particularly the
children; it appears a lack of effective oversight and judicial concern is
largely responsible for creating an environment in which such malfeasance
freely exists absent any meaningful accountability.

It is our understanding the Superior Court of San Diego County rejects
responsibility for verifying the qualifications of child custody evaluators,

even those to whom judges routinely refer litigants or independently

appoint from the bench ~ all of which is (1) a violation of applicable rules
and procedures requiring the Courts to annually and fully vet child custody
evaluator qualifications as well as making such information available to the
public and (2) is clearly harmful to the best interests of children and the
public at large. :

As the Amicus Curiae points out, it is essential that broad discovery be
allowed to protect the public. However, here, such discovery becomes
substantially moot by the San Diego Courts” apparent unwillingness to
comply with well established guidelines adopted and followed by virtually
all other counties in California. Clearly this creates more than an appearance
of impropriety. '

NCEFM therefore joins with the California Coalition for Families and
Children (CCFC) and others as a signatory to this Amicus Curiae.

br  Dedicated to men, their families, children, and the women that love them
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Réspectfuﬂy, ,

Harry A. Crouch
President, NCFM
WITH APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Dedicated to men, their families, children, and the women that love them
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NTRA COSTA COUNTY FAMILY LAW COURTS' |

CcO
LOCAL RULES STRUCK DOWN BY CALIFORNIA
URT

| SUPREME CO |
Judge Barry Baskin caught in a lie. Chief Justice George terms Baskin's ruling
"mechanical”.

by Kathryn Joanne Dixon © '8/8107

In an August 7, 2007 decision authored by Chief Justice Ronald M. George and joined by all the
California.Supreme Court Justices, except by Justice Kathryn Werdergar, in part, the Court
delivered a death blow to the family law courts of the Contra Costa Superior Court. The Family
Law judges of Contra Costa County must not only chuck their old Local Rule 12.5(b)(3), which was
adopted in 2005 regarding famity law triale immediately, they must also eliminate their new Local
Rule which modified the old one just slightly when amended on-January 1, 2007. Those Local
Rules provided and provide that trial litigants couid present only written declarations. Only in
“unusual circumnstances” could witnesses be cross-examined, and only upon request could
declarants be cross-examined. The admissibility of all exhibits were and are required to be
established in pretrial declarations .

Jeffrey Elkins, a self-employed consultant, represented himself in a dissolution trial before Contra
Costa County Superior Court Judge Barry Baskin. His ex-wife Marilyn Elkins had sued him for
divorce. Substantial property issues were at stake.

At trial, Contra Costa Superior Court Judge Barry Baskin applied the Contra Costa Local Court
Rule and Trial Scheduling Order that had been enacted by a majority vote of the local bench. He
excluded all but 2 of Elkin’s 36 exhibits because Elkins did not provide a declaration to establish
the foundation for their admissibility prior to trial. He would not allow Jeffrey Elkins to testify. Jeffrey
Elkins, hearing this, threw up his hands in despair. Then Baskin applied the rules as strictly as
possibly — in effect he defaulted Jeffrey Elkin of his property rights in his dissolution case because
he did not, could not or was simply unable follow Contra Costa County Local Rules. Elkins filed his
writ. The First District Court of Appeal denied it, but the Supreme Court opened the door and
heard it. ‘ ‘ '

Money is no object and this was proven when foremost *appel!ate attorney Jon B. Eisenberg was
hired to defend Contra Costa County's local rules. He presented a defense of the indefensible — a
defense of unfettered and untested hearsay declarations. :

The Supreme Court did not reach the heights of the constitutional due process issues presented by
Elkin's counsel Garrett C. Daily, but it did hold that the local rule that provided for trial by

deciarat{b?hs, rather then live testimony in court, was a violation of the state Evidence Code and
L ¥ .
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Code of civil procedure speczﬁcally the hearsay rule. Therefore Judge Baskin is reversed. Elkins
case must go to trial agam .

When the Supreme Court af California thréw out Contra Costa County S Loca! Ruleé it opined that -

all declarations are hearsay and are inadmissible at trial unless there is an exceptuon to the

hearsay rule or they are stipulated into evidence. (Note: the Supreme Court acknowledged that for -
purposes of family court Jaw and motion proceedings, declarations are still admissible.) The Court
stated that the opportunity to call witnesses and cross-examine them is essential to a litigants’
having his or her day in court. Credibility of witnesses is important and must be tested by cross-
examination in court. Mere written declarations do not allow for credibility to be tested.

The countless family law litigants and the manipulated children must be wondering what the Contra
Costa Superior Court judges were thinking? Hundred, perhaps thousands of families have been
subjected to the Local Laws that, in many ways, smacked at outright fascism. Because the
Supreme Court's ruling did not directly address the issue of constitutional due process it is unclear
how many litigants and their children have been denied their due process in the Family Law Courts
of Contra Costa County.

The Supreme Court was generous in finding some degree of sympathy for the Contra Costa Court
whom it found wanted to promote “efficiency”. However, no statistics were presented in the court
filings to account for how many hours each family court judge spent at various tasks such as
reading paperwork for pending cases, review of motions, preparing and signing orders, and
interaction with litigants, attorneys and court personnel. The unanswered question is how many
hours a Family Law Judge spends on the job and how many hours they spend socnahzmg on the
golf course, at art shows, and or at Family Law Associations meetings.

As for “efficiency”, Mussolini boasted of efficiently making the trains italy run on time as his
campaign platform. And what is “efficiency” to a couple caught up in the grinding machinery of
dissolution — one, if notthe only, matter in their lifetimes which is of critical importance — child
custody and visitation, support, division of property.

One Judge who has consistently focused on heavy work loads and limited time for judges is Judge
Barry Baskin, the judge on the Elkins case. What did Chief Justice George say about Judge
Baskin? First the Chief Justice recounted the facts. '

Judge Baskin had “tentatively sustained” Marilyn Elkin's objections to 34 of 36 of Jeffrey Elkin's
exhibits, because he had no declaration to back up 34 of them, subject to “further argument,” as the
Judge said, “after the morning break. Ch;ef Justice George stated (See page 7 of the opinion)
that “No such break ensued.”

In plain English, Judge Baskin lulled proper litigant Elkins into a false sense of security implying
that he would probably allow additional arguments by Elkins later on. In truth Judge Baskin lied to
Elkins because Baskin alone controlled the conduct in his courtroom. Judge Baskin did not allow
the break he had alluded to from the bench. Instead Marilyn Elkin’s declaration and her exhibits
were entered into evidence and she rested. Jeffrey Elkins was promptly stripped of his right to
testify and all of his 34 exhibits were excluded. His right to be heard were eliminated by a judge
who lied to him while maintaining the illusion of impartiality.

http:/ fwww .ne wgfpakmgnow «com/kd,elking supreme,court,8,8,07.htm Page 2 of 8
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Chief Justice George wrote:

- Without providing the anticipated “morning break”, the court invited closing argument.
Although observing that the trial was proceeding “quasi by default so to speak”, the
court stated that both parties still should address the subjects of the “furniture lists” and
the contents of the safety deposit box.” ' ' ‘

The Chief Justice noted both the matter of the furniture and safety deposit box contents had been
subject to stipulation prior to trial.

Once again judge Barry Baskin created the illusion of a fair and just hearing pretending to consider
issues that the judge fully knew had already been agreed to by both parties. So in October 2005,
Judge Baskin divided most of the community property in accordance with the declarations
submitted by Marilyn Elkins. Then Judge Barry Baskin defaulted Jeffrey Elkins out of all but one-
half interest in his family home, a matter previously resolved between the parties.

Chief Justice George stated:

In the present case, the trial court applied the sanction in a mechanical fashion without
considering alternative measures or a lesser sanction resulting in the exclusion of all but
two of petitioner's 36 exhibits. Had the court permitted petitioner to testify, he could
have provided some foundation for his exhibits. In applying the local rule and order
mechanically to exclude nearly all of petitioner's evidence —and by proceeding in the
words of the trial court by “quasi-default” — the trial court improperly impaired petitioner's
ability to present his case, thereby prejudicing him and requiring reversal of the
judgment.

The Supreme Court Justice threw a couple of profound barbs at the Contra Costa County Judges:

...."'we do not view respondent’s curtailment of the rights of family court litigants as
justified by the goal of efficiency. (Page 32) '

“We are most disturbed by the possible effect the rule and order have had in
diminishing litigants' respect for and trust in the legal system” (Page 34)

“In light of the volume of cases faced by trial courts, we understand their efforts to
streamline family law procedures. But family law litigants should not be subjected to
second-class status or deprived of access to justice. (Page 35)

The Chief Justice also proposes a task force be established by the Judicial Council to seek to
streamline family law court systems, yet “ensure access to justice for litigants”. This statement
could imply thatthe Chief Justice places little faith in the ability of the Contra Costa County
Superior Court to properly police itself.

What does the future hold for the Contra Costa family law courts and Judge Barry Baskin and most
of all, for litigants subjected to this court in light of the Supreme Court's decision?

It can ba?f\';gntici,pated that the Contra Costa County -bench will at least revoke the local rules cited in
the Elkirig ruling sometime within the next 30 days. That would appear to be a timely act

“a gy
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~ respecting the Supreme Court decision. However, under Presiding Judge Terrence Brunniers'
loose reins and the secrecy imposed by Court Administrator Ken Torre, the Contra Costa County
Superior Courts find themselves in crises. ' _

The Family Law Court is that one area of the any court system where compassion, fairness,

and transparent judgment is essential. It is acknowledged by mental health experts that divorce is
a life altering experience especially when custody disputes over children is involved and the
financial stability of the parents is an issue. Contra Costa County superior courts have chosen to
implement restrictive rules which impose expensive, unfair burdens on family law litigants and their
attorneys. Then to compound the arrogance and error of these regulations the court places
commissioners and judges on the family law bench whose sole concern seems to be their own
work schedule.

Judge Barry Baskin Is typical of the type of individual overseeing family law disputes in Contra

Costa County. Judge Baskin is a product of the South African legal system before moving

into California’s civil litigation arena. A man who went through a bitter divorce himself, one would
assume he would understand the trauma and emotional devastation such an experience leaves in

its wake. But apparently that is not the case. In the courtroom Judge Baskin is always in absolute
control to the point that he often does not let litigants before him time to express their thoughts and
present their evidence. He is brisk, abrupt and about efficiently moving a case right along
regardless of the effect of the parents or the children involved. Chief justice Ronald George said it
best when he described Judge Baskin's ruling as "mechanical”. '

The Supreme Court of the State of California has found that the Contra Costa County Judicial
Bench invented its own rules and created its own fiefdom and, in so doing, disregarded the laws of
the state of California. Will the Contra Costa bench finally recognize that itis not a

kingdom that can dictate to its citizenry regardless of the constitution or will this court continue to
rule without a conscience ? .

Kathryn Joanne Dixon © 8/8/07

Notes:
The ruling is Elkins v. Superior Court (Elkins), 07 C.D.0.S. 9285.

Supreme Court decision PDF hitlp I courtinfo ca.goviopinions/documents/S 139073 P 0E

Jeffrey Elkins was represented by Garrett C. Dailey, an Oakland sole practitioner, who argued his
case. ’ ‘

The Contra Costa Superior Court was represented by Jon B, Eisenberg of Eisenberg & Hancock,
Oakland, CA who argued his case and by David S. Ettinger Horvitz & Levy.

Marilyn Elkins was represented by Leslie Paige Wickland of Fancher & Wickland, San Francisco
who argued her case and by Daniel S. Harkins of Harkins & Sargent.
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