


"An Act relating,.to the 8ustod and re resentation ﬁf a child

An court groce% Ingsl ? court’s au} orlfl
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Hr. Speaker: Date sUijh 6 /7

The Committee on gy has had

under consideration. A Majority of the members of the Committee

( )recommends it DO PASS

( )recommends it DONOT PASS

( )recommends it DOPASS WITH ATTACHEDAMENDMENT(S)
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CS FOR J M DO PASS

() "and" recommends it BE REFERRED TO THE
COMMITTEE
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Bowman, et al

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 238
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

A BILL

BY THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

"An Act relating to the custody and representation of

a child in court proceedings; and adding to the court's

authority under Rule 17(b), Rules of Civil Procedure,

and Rules 11(a) and 15, Rules of Children's Procedure.”
DJE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 09.55*205 is amended to read:

Sec. 09*55*205. JUDGMENTS FOR CUSTODY. In an action for divorce

or for legal separation the court may, during the pendency of the
action, or at the final hearing or at any time thereafter during the

minority of any child of the marriage, make an order for the custody of

or visitation with the minor child which may 3eem necessary or proper

and may at any time modify or vacate the order. Appointment of any
guardian ad litem or attorney for the child shall be made under the

terms of AS 09.65.130. In awarding custody the court is to be guided

by the following considerations:

(1) Dby what appears to be for the best interests of the child

and if the child is of a sufficient age and intelligence to form a pre-

ference, the court may consider that preference in determining the
question;

(2) as between parents adversely claiming the custody neither

parent is entitled to it as of right.

Sec. 2. AS 09.65 iS amended by adding a new section to read: .
Sec. 09.65.130. REPRESENTATION OF CHILD. (a) The court may,

upon the motion u* either party or upon its own motion, appoint an
CSHB 233
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attorney or guardian ad litem to represent the interests of a minor or
dependent child with respect to his custody, support, and visitation or
in any other legal proceeding involving his welfare. When custody,
support, or visitation are at issue in a divorce, it is the responsi-
bility of the parties or their counsel to notify the court that those
matters are at issue. Upon notification, the court shall determine
whether the child should have legal assistance or other services and
shall make a finding on the record before trial. The court shall enter
an order for costs, fees, and disbursements in favor of the child’s
attorney or guardian ad litem and may further order that other services
be provided for the protection of the child.

(b) If custody, support, or visitation is an issue, the order
for costs, fees, and dishursements shall be made against either or both
parents, except that, if the responsible party is indigent, the costs,
fees, and disbursements shall be borne by the state. |If either or both
parents are only temporarily without funds, as determined by the court,
the court may advance payment for legal representation or other services
rendered to the“é'ﬂild The attorney general is responsible for en-
forcing collections owed the court, and repayment shall be made directly
to the court under the provisions of rules governing the administration
of the courts. The court shall, if possible, avoid assigning costs to
only one party by ordering that costs of the child's legal representa-
tion or other services be paid from proceeds derived from a sale of
property belonging to both parties, before a division of property is
made. No repayment may be required for those who are receiving legal

services for the indigent.
Sec. 3* AS 13.35.100(b) is amended to read:

(b) The attorney services and facilities and the court costs
shall be provided at public expense to the extent ahat the person, at

CSHB 233 -2-
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the time the court determines indigency, is unable to provide for pay-
ment without undue hardship. Appointment of any guardian ad litem or
attorney shall be made under the terms of AS 09.65.130, to the extent
that that section is not inconsistent with the requirements of this
chapter.

* Sec. 4. AS 20.15.100 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(j)) Appointment of any guardianad litem or attorney for a person
to be adopted who is a minor shall bemade under the terms 0fAS09.65.-
130.

* Sec. 5¢ AS *17-10,050 is amended to read:

Sec. "7.10.050. APPOINTMENT OP GUARDIAN AD LITEM OR ATTORNEY.
Whenever in the course of proceedings instituted under this chapter
it appears to the court that the welfare of a minor will be promoted
by the appointment of a guardian ad litem or attorney, the court may
make the appointment. Appointment of any guardian ad litem or attorney
shall be made under the terms of AS 09.65.130.

* Sec. 6. Section 1 of this Act has the effect of adding to the discre-
lonary authority of the court to appoint a guardian ad litem or attorney
0 represent the Interests of a minor child in legal proceedings under
ule 17(b), Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure, and Rules 11(a) and 15, Alaska
ules of Children's Procedure, by allowing the court to appoint anattorney
0 represent the Interests of a child in a legal proceeding either on the
ourt's own motion or on the motion of either party, and by providing for
dvances for legal representation and payment of costs from the sale of joint
roperty before property settlement.

CSHB 233



House Judiciary Committee
March 6, 1975

The meeting was called to order at 11:30 a.m. by Chairman
ggrrrdmer Al members were present except Reps. Brown and
CS CS SB 28 Marriage

The commi tee reV|ewed the 8roposed Jud|0|ar GS.  Mr.

Fink moved and asked unamm us. consent th at CS for
CS for SB 28 pass_out of committee with Pa
g%c%rpgteerré%atmn— There being no object|ons It was

HB 237/238 Divorce

Speaker Bradner, sponsor of the legislation testified that

37 was intended to provide for an informal forum outside
the Rules of Court Procedure. He suggested the following
amendments: *

1, line 14 - within 30 days after
I|ne 23 - delete "himself"

- delete section (e
gd& a section statlng(that counsel may be present

He e dpIamed the purposes of HB 238 as follows: |f
custo IS at issue, the court will be not|f|ed and
Wil con3|der the p035|b|l|ty of apPomtmg a aw¥er
for the child. specifies’ the meth ga ymen
for the lawyer. Mr Fink raised .the question” of why
legal services would have a special exception.

The meetlng ad}s\ourned at 12:10 p.m. and was reconvened
:20 E Il members were Bresent except Mr. Parr

an Mr. Brown.

Art Snowden testified that the Court system had no

objections to the bills.

Don Clocksin of Alasha Legfal Services stated %hat they

suSportedneHBlAZr?»? W:tmhh%o %Ilowm mendrherrl]e ssary papers
| -

_ (cross comp Ialnts %ad been %ﬁec? y P3P
-pi, line - ma}/ at an% time,

—Bl2 IdneI —deet() self

- sectio

Mrp Fink s d that Qf ge) were deleted, "himself could
be retamed f those circumstances where_only the judge

would be quallfled to do the medlatlon There was no
objectmn rom anyone presen

. ocksm cont ued that he thought that the r| ht
t? counsel in atten ance at mediation was Imh)
T there was a question to add language to that ef ect ,
Parties to the ‘action and the|r counsel if they choose . .



House Judiciary Committee
March 6, 1975

page 2
Mr Clockson stated that they favor HE 238.

. am raised the isSue of why legal services
w s exem t Possrble Ian ua%e gug este instead 0

e rvices" in lines 8age - except

8roh|b|ted by federal requrrement
AIan Comﬁ)ton testified that the uardran ad litem in

d be an attorneZy ggested that the

Ianguage on page 2, lines and han ed from .

‘or in~any other le gal proced md |nvo vrn% his we fare
\t/voelt'greth se matterS directly atfecting the child

Mr. Fink asked if this b|II Would make more Juvenlle
hearings formal. The repy from ?mpton and’ Clocksin
was nq even though it would Brobab result |n more

juveniles being represented y coursel.

Mr. Frnk sug%ested that "shall" in p 1, line 28 be
changed



House Judiciary Committee
March 20,

page 2

HB 238 Child's representation in divorce

Mr. Brown moved on page 2, line 22: correct the spt n
of adm|n|strat?on |OT e amendment Dassed. Pl 19

Mr. Brown moved ‘on 8ag ling 17 [%g line 2, 7, 15
change a guard|an t ny guard|an he amendment passed.

Mr. 1’arr moved that on pa& delete all and
insert: "Sec, 5.130 EPRESENTATION OF CHILD (a) The
court may" The amendment passed.

Mr. Brown moved on page 2, line 18: put a period after child,
delete however, and change no to No. Cotton obgected

Mr. Gardiner moved that the septence begmnmgn No répayment
on line 18 should be moved to line 2 he amendment

was adopted.

CS HB 238 was moved out of committee with a do pass.
The meeting was adjourned at 9 p.m.



March 7? 1975

Francis Williamson

Commrssroner _ _
Department of Health and Social Services
Pouch H

Juneau, Ak. 99811

Dear Commissioner Williamson:
The House Judiciary Committee is now considering HB 237,
concerning mandatory mediation in divorce cases, and

. 238, concerning representatron forchildren. * On
t ane sub.lnect, would appreciate receiving information
on the following:

1. Of the total number of divorces granted in the last
B e( Xears involvin H lldren g e flgoures
oKen down by year), oW many ere iled for

men as compared to tomen?

2. Of the total that involved chrldren how many child
custody cases were disputed?

3. Of the number of disputed cases, how many men won
custody as compared to women?

ur de ar ment does not have thefce figuees, do you lcnww
wLoygoes o why they are notrl< ! Y

Thank you very much for your assistance.
Sincerely,

Terry Gardiner
Representative
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March 7, 1975

RUdES ?leignAvenue
KetchAkan Ak. 99901
Dear Rudy,
ank you for hlour Ietter of March 2 on our domestic
tions ? tatutes our rec mmendatlons and those of
a e Schu \Evzou?eem to ma e aOrt mI segsea}o me a Jer
P{ some of the peogue |n\PcP durnyt he |C|a? 8

ga sy stems know e1presentat|ve Mike Bradner
a out a lot of time and gffor into the entire area
of divorce and child custo

ﬁoresentatrve Bradner has introduced HB 237 and HB 283
W our House Judiciary Committee Is ﬁresently working
cS)n IW |erct)hese blltlsatar%ungt dlre]%g”aeswgr%utto the .

r?mi % |[tJ R lswave a )enerar %?ect on these probFem
reas. g Provr ei for a gre |at|on rocedure
etween us an an WI cou ibly allevi te 30me

0S
f the t estat oonP cfrvoce rocedin
over chl?(,!iJ cus (5 3% which prowdespfor chlgc?rens
attorneys, wouId el the roblem rrn% of taking
the chrdrens esrr da |nteres s |nt onsrd %tron
Too many |mes ren become the o ec S o
oarents cgnf |cts |n a divorce rocedrn? wou
ntereste o r comments on these bi ave
requested the informagion that Xou orlglnally guested
rn the Degartment of Health and Social Sefvic
n u this i ormatron as soon as | recelve |t
wou e mtereste In any fu
researc that you come up.

Sincerely,

rther recommen ations or

Terry Gardiner
Representative



Mr. Rudy Johnson
3710 Alaska Avenue
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

March 2, 1975

Mr. Terry Gardner
it

gct) ate Representative
Juneau Alaska 99801
Dear Terry:
m t with Sulperror Court Judge Thomas Schultz Tuesﬂa , February 18, 1975,
ISCUSS ou Domestic Re atons Statutes and et % thoughts’ on the
s bect believe t e re?“ f the meeting % beneficial to
ation. would [ike to make h|s thoug ts known to you and

I
aarti a ew o% my own.
I ex Iarned to Jud?e Schultz that three IocaI attorneys have told me it is

|te Impossible for a man t% 0 ta|n férsto y in this state
un ess e c rove his WI e to be upfit to him’. the attorneys all
sald ourt re er to the Ten er Years Doctrrne (Krn? Klnﬁ Superior
Court In }ernrngJl custod y That ry basically says that if

I pa itnéss is concerned, the

ever th |n IS e ents
children %re be(tlter o?f Wrth the mot ert)

The Court often caIIs u#]on the Despartment é)f Heal(tjh and Welfare to make
investigations and. recommend a custo y sult ar|an Swarn
IS In charge of this |n Ketc IKan. | met wrt December 4

drscuss th S I1ssue, Before our n}]eetrng end e sche agree d th at the
beqgin their mvesé t(on?] wit sed attititudes Tender
Years Doc |r|ne an eir |na e}commendatrons accordrngly All
this was also drscusse wrth Judge Sc

Jud?e Schultz sajd he certarnly was n(} aware of the WeIfare De[oartment S
concerning this. o sald that as a[) as he IS co cerne
he Tender Years Doctrlne |s no on er e%mmate ecause of many Court
decrsrons made since that rul |no _ g that is | urte
possrble ha} tn ?octrrne stil fways oth |u crsrog I-te made
mention o act (tjha we all have certa rejudice ideas t
unintentially sway our decisions at times.

%reed that our present statutes give the Court almost unlimited
aut rity in divorc lgoeeeohn%s and a greed that. this authorrty could
ver(y ea |y be abused by uninténtjonal,” preconceived thoug

le, thought our domestlc rejations statute were tt(y good com
pared’ to other states. When | asked if he thou t any robléms that may
exrst now, coHcernrnq divorce prooeedlngs be alleviated through
egislation, he had these suggestions to make



Page 2

1. Set S ecrfrc gurdelrngs that the Couré must follow |n determinin
custo y of mifor children, These elines wo Id mcIud takin
the ¢ \dren s desires Into consideration. X om thi
we would see more continuity in different Courts decr on

2. et specific quidelines for apyone doing an investigation to
geterrﬁme W ogthe chr?éren S b>est mtergst would begwr?r g
(t}| as |t IS now, much 1S left ug fot he Investi atol[

etron and, too many 0 these peop s are not qualified to

ma e the decisions the e makin idelines they would have to
follow, ﬂould preety hruch take cgre futhrs proh eht

3. Investigator's reports should be made available to spouses involved.

4, The Jud%e should .have to |ve thhe spouses involved, the reasons for
his or er decrsron base u| eImes that the legislature
would grovr e. ﬂ My though lieve these two SUP estrons are
?xcell t.and heligve It wculd Provr e e eryone Involve wrtB
air an |mpart|al decision (? also &It the res\ﬁonsr ity
on t e egrs atures rather than In |vrd%al h seem
as If IS where the res\ﬁondrbr Ity % 0s. sm%e our |s latures
are expressmg the peoples wishes as @ whole; in their Iegr lation.

5 No fault drvorce th coulézl be obta ned b¥ srmPIy f|IImg ﬁut the
required form, Whl woul rovr ed were no, children
Involved.  Judge Schultz sar e felt this would save a lot of the
Court S valua e time, % to men}ron he mopey it would save those
geo le involved. Thus, effectively taking the profit out of

ivarce for attorneys.

| was very impressed with Juol ge Schultz and belreve that anyone ¢ mm%
fore | Court woulq sur be treated ﬂual and f a|r 'A drt inking
about the S, he sarol] re exammm 0 rs%a utes, incli
a%ree wrt |m t at we ave a rett setof laws conc rnin our
es IC feela(}rons | think the pr gems arecom ng more rom
|vr h mvestrgato rneP‘/ rom the statutes
emse ves ther an comp eter overhauling t ese statutes, | would
Irke to offer these t oughts:

1 Write Judge, Schultz's suggestions on guidelines into our statutes-
which wogld mcIude gurogeqmes fsor avgaréjmg alimony and child
support payments.

2. Adopt a no fault clause.

3 Change an and all wording that makes any reference to sex, Where
husb an r wife is used, change to. spouse. This would effectively
Ive .both sgogses equal responsibilities, privileges and risk in
arriage and divorce.



Page 3

4, Sé)ecific uidelines for anﬁl Court orders pen(?]inn%; a divorce roceedin%.
FOr example, removing ejtfier spouse  from horme, temporarﬁestrmm g
orders, and temporary chil squort and custody.

| have written the rest of }he Superior Court  Judges inthestate, hoping
to get some more input and facts.

| believe with what Jud%e Schultz has told me, it is imgerc?tive that a
very close look be taked at the statistics | have requested from Juneau.

| have requested:

1. T umber of divorces qranted in the last five years involvin
cn?l(ﬂen J Y J

2. Of that number, how many were filed for by the men as compared to
women?

Of the total that involved children, how many child custody cases
were disputed?

Of that number, how many men won custody as compared to women?
lieve these figures cogld.r?veal the possitlity of certain biased and
Ir practices In our icial system. ~Among otﬁer th|n%s | am wondering

U
en are r%;ettmg the aJdV|ce and representation the a[]e aying for from
elr attor eé/és bI can not see what an attorney would have to gain b

.. DU

y
ch act| t 1t certainly would be a very serious thing, and should
Ioc?kgdr into If the pOSSitbaI it¥ \le supported w the state's %ases
ready processed.
would apPreciate krllgwingywhere this possible |egislation stands at

w

DoV —
—Dc= o> —h5 o
O
S»d

resent. Iso would vefy much appreciate seeing any proposals that ma
Be |Sntroduce3. PP y prop Y
| hope this material may be of some use to you.
Sincerely,

RJ:sm Rudy Johnson
P.S. Judge Schultz said to say hello )
cc:  Mr. Mike Bradner

State Representative 0"

ouc N

Juneau, Alaska, 99801
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Tludy lo/incon
37$ Alaska Ave
Ke.tc.hJ.kan, A acka

Januany ((, 97é

Tennu C.andincn
Hot Ue.rji.edt
Onat 7/me.man

dean (I* Canclinen, Pin, Ziegtcn, cmd Pin. Tneeman,

(n the. tad thmty yeane the num.ten of divoncec involving. ehlid -
nen ha-&incneacecl adnonominally.  Sinee (962 the cLivonge note

Jn thic eountny hac nicen 60% ° (n (953 65.5% of, cL|vonC}ce in-
voivecl ehjtcinen, and An (976 t/iic nate ineneaced. to 68% One
of the few thmctc that pcyehiatnictr and. coeJa.tocu.ctc> eojcm to
actnee upon Jc that a Anohén hone gneattu. affeetc the ehanc.ec
of a ehdid Acing euceeefut and Aenct a.Ate to cope U{th aduit

i[fe Jn iaten aCane. jhie theomj. J> heavily cupponted A/ many,
djfJenent duchies made’ Jn the tact few decadec. ' One each etudy
conc.tudcd that a chJtd affected Ay a Anoken home hue aAout the
6ame fnec/ueney of nent.at health ;E ottemc ac chjidnen that have
tod. one panent thnouc/h death e nuwAen of divoncec fon (972
wele aAout 900,000 and. affected ove OO0,000 chJidnen nation-
atty ece fiejunee ctne not jvd. nutulenc ut they nepne.cent
peoEP ? may not even netatty have a chance in Ae cucco.ccfvt
Aecdu.ee of an”envinonmeat fonccd upon them Ay. a cetf.J.ch. panent

on panentc.

The neaconc fon the Jncne.ace Jn djvoncec vany fnom t.heony
theony. (t cecme that one of the main neaconc tie Jn the
Jal| acceptance of divonce today and the penrnJedve attitude
deflected Jn mod date tawc concenning divonce, Atacha Ae
one of the mod penmiccive, (Pteace nefen to enctoced. antic,tec
Ac an examdple to thJc ane the figunec mentioned aAove on the Jn-
eneace of divoneec oven the tact 2( yeanc. Unfontunatety,
chiidnen ane atwayc the victimc of a divonce and that Jc why
comething neo.de to Ae done aAout it . No child, even ached to Ae
Aonn and.” ihe.y. dccenve mono, than they, ane gettinct out of oun
eountc today.

Undcn the pnecent. Atacha datutec a Peneon ean get a divonce. fon
vintualty. ~any. ncaeon, (f all etce faitc, they can claim in.
compatibility, Tho.ne. ane defencec ton any gnoundc a pencon may
claim, Aut cevenat local attonneyc thagt ane.’ vent/ cxpcnicnco-d i
cLivonee eacec hove told me that it ic iitenatty impocciAle to

ctop a divonce in thic date if one cpouce on ‘the othen deeince
IXLi

to
coC-
ee
tna
1

| feel vemf eent.ain that no date tegiciatune could pace tawc
that wou fence )ﬁ)anentc to day togethen and. make theio. manniaaec
wonk, lloweyven, the Atacka State Le.gictatune could pace legidea-
tion that uioutd make oun tawc much, /none fact and fain and that

\évlgétjld eneouncige manniage nathen than divonce, ac i1t p/t&cently



The most unjust aspect of oust pnesent taws on dlvoncc and child
custody, asm that they gneatly cLisenIlminate acjalnst men and ac-
tually” encounaxje women to seek a dUvonce-, Tost people do not
AcaJlize how sevene this pnotJbe.ni Is Un oun state, Ton Instance,
 found that undcn the pnesent state statutes a man could be
ob.IUe{.ated to pajj fon the woman's Zecjctl fees, _no molten who the
ptantlff, It does not stop hene, tut he couZd also be ondened to
an hits wUfe's expenses to his location so that she can pnose-
utc Aim, A man can be extnadlted fon desentlcn on nonsuPpont,_
ut thene Is absolutely no mention of a wife desenting a famUZi

n oun statutes, A woman Is almost centaln of obtaining, custody
f the mlnon chlld/mn In a divonce action In this state no maltén
w/io s al fault In the cLisotvin.g of the mannlage, A woman can be
siine of obtaining  25% of hen huShand’s lifetime capnings whethen
on not she nemannj.es, It makes no dUffenen.ce if she has been a
dedicated wife on'not and thaJL she may want a divonce 3|mpl% out
of bonedom. In conclusion, a woman. In the state of Alaska has
%\llenylhlng to gain and nothing to loset except a hushand., by

.vVonce.

Besides the things mentioneda woman Is centaln to end up with
at. least half ana pnobably mone of the husband*s estate although
she maq be the onl%one wan.tlng to tenminate the mannlage and mat/,
fullty of the things that make neconcUllatlon ImposSible.

c
Ithough the main concenn of the_counts Is theonetlcally the
hildneén*s welfare, ne have the Tendon Ueans Boctnl.ne In Alaska
Tm,g vs King Sup T Op No, (>0 19702 that oftep sways the counts
ec.iSlons] as can pe seen by the fact that In the mannItK 0f
lvonce_cases In this state” the chlldnen ane awandecL to the mo-
hen, The effect of these attitudes scorn to be neflected by the
fact that women filing dlvontze actions against theln husbands
exceeds men dom%; the” same thing by a gnéat extent. Again woren
hiuve nothing to Toose by thein divonce action, | am sunc many
women would,” wonk much handen at making theln mannlage success-
ful if they knew t/iat they stood a e/iance of looking theln child-

t/lat they .
o oR%e 18 ATyS B4 BnEELAD G4 SRERD TPhstha®ad NRBFE aRE U8 a5 1o

Insane the chlldnen of these homes would, be pnope.nlY taken cane
of. Instead It eneounaqes divonce ac¢tion when all that may be
nnede-d to make the mannlage wonk uould be a little mone wonk and
eompnomlse on.both spouses’ pants, Chlldnen need a family life
with both a motken and fath.cn and. all the financial securlty In
the wonld will not neplace thal. Some dedUcated fathens neallze
this but ane Iltenally blackmailed fy theln nilves because these
women know how Imﬁontant a man’'s childnen ane to him and that,

i he does not adhen to hen wishes she can take evenutking Ae hot,
including, hss chxldnen, 1his Is a veny. neat pnobtem In oln state
end any “state that has bUased dUvonce taws, ft seems to be that
the tegilstat_unes that caused, these taws to be passed, have defeat-
ed t.Fn oniginat punpose as the nesutts of theln legislation
testify,

Aesvlt contnact with a ta/ik on company of one kind, on anotken
cannot be bnoken just because one pantd has had second thoughts
and now desincs to be fnee fnem it, if a panty. should dcfciult
fnom a eomtnaet he on $he Is ondened by the counts to ma/ic nes-

titutlon, Ihis Is not so with, a divonce, but what could he mone
Impontant than the family inlt and the childnen within that unit?
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cahze how Impontant an Issue this |s and Aow unjust these
taws ane. They have gone to theln state leg.istalunes and helped to get
legislation passed that has c/neatly affected, these laws. One veny 1m-
pontargl Jdking that has been happening eoncennln% divonce Is that, now
nine, states neqgulne mandantony cLivonee eonsetlig aimed at neeoneltla-
tlon befone they will Pnant a cLivonee. Thene, ane many onc anI atlons
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e As Divonce
I public
slat
d

IS a2 Uused com.
much bctten of
eustomen than

aches of a b.io
Plany peopte H

C

ed
en
th
a

Ze

av

d
h

n
f
Ne
Amenlean lvonc sociation fon Ten, Chicago; and the U.S.
Refonm, Califonnla; that ane causmg much coneecn, amoung the
fon these th|ngs and ane ncAponslble fon a tot | needed legi |0n to
nectfy. some ‘veny unjust taws. | believe that iaws that woul t the
ncsp nsiblllty of cLivonee ecfuaIIy upon hoth spouses would eentaln Iy de
ten ‘many bnoken homes. Many pedple feel that theln next mannlage. will
be hat they, want %tft studies Jpdicate that the second mannlage usually
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If any of you would, be Intenested. In pv.nsuelng this molten ( ou
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a lot 8 cjnound. Wwanhi_ to. be done to cncatc this kind of lecflslatlo
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Alaska Statut% 09,55,090— 09,55,230 and 25,05,0(0 to 25.25,270
Amenican. ont.s

Ala dta Law Jounnat

A.Laska Deponten

Plannlage and Tamjty Inienaction _Dell (967

Con temgonam(J Social Tnoblems 12

Let’s Stop Uestnouing Oun ChIIdecn (974

Respectfully (



Hu Unjust And KiaAed AlaAha Statt3e.A

See,09:55: 150 1166 of. huAtandA 36 Alde.ncje. whecstc wife. 1a plaintiffi

If huAtand me&tA sie.Alde.ncy. sue.cfulsianie.nta and wife do&Ant Aha can uac hlA
stle AlceMCLj. to flic fosi a dlvosice,lot it do&Ant give, the man the aomc stlght.

Sac, 09:55: 170 ScpcsiasdLc stcAldenee dusting action:

bJifa may acjulsic Aapasiata siCAldanca dusting, action without conAcnt of huAtand
and without, telng ch.asicj.cd with. mlAconduct,tut thlA cloaAnt apply to man oa
wall.

Sac,09.55: 200 Temp05tuty alimony and wlfcA legal facA:

The coucta may ostdasi a huA&and to psiovida a amount of ntfway cla may la nac-
aAAasty to pstoAccula hlm, ThlA cjoca ao fast that the huAtand can la oedeeecl

to paig fosi a appeal the wife may make, (Leak va Leak (56 f, 676) >

Cvan. though the coasta have suited a wife cllao can la osidcsi&d to pau. alimony
(OtAcn va OtAan 5 AIaAha 659JmoAt cout suillngA on allmomj. ApacIJLuman Auch

aA: Co?ganA va Cogga (6 AlaAha 651 237.Tn2i), (86
Alao.In Amasilcan W TtepochA 2nd“page 3009: 't aa Atatad™ n(f jft 1a pstovad a

wife l1a guilty of masilta.l mlAconcluct the. coast can danla hast temposicuiy
atlmomy. and attoeneyA facA. lat cla a psia.aticat mattasi the haAland do&A not
psiavall vasty, fsicqu&ntiij.

Tandast UaastA doctsulLne:King va King Sap CF,Op No, 650 (9 70

Although thlA 1a rot a taw lat a coast suiting it haA gsieatty affected many
coast clcclAlonA oa can la AC& ly examljilng the slccoslcla foe the taAt five
yeaeA, ThlA cleclAlon AayA that noting chllclsten cute lett&e off with thele
motheea and Ahoutd. la placed chaste whenevee poAAlt-te. ThlA eestalnttig clLoca
not take othee AtatimA Into conAldesiatlon and mahcA ihltd euAtldy atmOAt
ImpoAAalle foe a man,The fettohxlng tawA Accm to In Lidat. - thlA cleclAlon
tat the coastA ep silcght on awaedlng ehltcLsien to the motheeA oa a mattee of
fci*t,

09,55, 205: Nlathee nasient 1a entitled to euAtocly. cla a stlcght,
SapesLtoe Coast Tinting. Op No0.86 7 (972 CuAtedy haA to te made without succgaed.
to a&x, Alao new conAcltutlonal ammendment on equal stlcghta.

See 09,55,201 Vastagstanh ( acul child suAtodtg Ahoutd te given to the pasty not
at fault and the guilty pasty Ahoutd help Auppoet the child/ten.

SuggeAtlon: it Ahoutd te alAotuttig. mandatoey that the chliclsten go with the
Inocent pasty if they want them.and if loth pastentA aste equally fit,

(t 1a a pastent.A £od given sieAponsltllitig and. stlcght to stalAe thele chlldsten
and not even th° coustA have a stlg/t to take that away ao long aA they ace
doing thele .jot In a steAfionAltle wcug.,Aftee alt I f a man waA not telng. Aued
foe dlvostee the coul/it < would not te Involved and he wouldte a!
lowed to stalAC hlA chltclcen,Uece 1la a pestfecl example wheste a tested bxlfc haA
evestthlng to gain and nothing, to looac. See.25.20.030 AayA it 1la the duty of.
ehldsien to caste foe pastentA when theig teeome unatte to do .. .The cousttA have
suited thlA 1a a mesial laauc, How much moste ao In a child euAtodiy Altuatlon?
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