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	Assess Your Divorce and Paternity Family Law System

	This form is not for criticism but for assisting jurisdictions in creating the best family law systems.  To assess the health and effectiveness of your family law system, assign a number 0-4 for each of the following.  An answer of 4 suggests complete compliance.  A score of 3, 2, or 1 denotes partial compliance.  For more details on these standards, see “A Brief Introduction to a Cooperative System of Family Law” on the “Professionals Corner” link of www.UpToParents.org.  To include your results in a survey, send a completed form to info@UpToParents.org or by fax to 574-233-9342.

	A. The System’s Cooperative Face

	1.
	The jurisdiction uses multiple media (including excellent pamphlets and a court website like that modeled at www.FamilyCourtWebsite.org) to communicate the advantages and judicial expectations of safe cooperation in family cases.
	

	2.
	All filings and court orders caption participants in nonadversarial language.  Pleadings use Mother, Father, Husband, Wife, and Putative Father instead of Plaintiff, Defendant, Petitioner, and Respondent.  Versus is never used.  
	

	3.
	The jurisdiction has rewritten its divorce and paternity summons forms to communicate the advantages and judicial expectations of safe cooperation and to refer parents to problem-solving resources such as www.FamilyCourtWebsite.org, www.UpToParents.org, www.ProudToParent.org, and required co-parenting classes.
	

	B. Parent Education

	4.
	All divorcing parents are immediately referred to www.UpToParents.org and all parents in paternity cases are, immediately upon the finding of paternity, referred to www.ProudToParent.org; parents are required to finish their website work, make a copy, and take it to their co-parenting divorce or paternity class.
	

	5.
	The jurisdiction has four excellent co-parenting classes:  (a) a 4-hour class for divorcing parents, (b) a 4-hour class for parents in paternity cases, (c) a substitute class for victims of domestic violence, and (d) a multi-week class for parents in prolonged or high conflict.  Screening procedures assure prompt referral of parents to the appropriate class in each case.
	

	6.
	The jurisdiction uses effective mechanisms to advise all parents of the website and class requirements and to ensure compliance; substantially all parents attend their classes within 90 days of (a) the petition for dissolution, (b) the finding of paternity, or (c) the parents’ referral to a high-conflict class, and substantially all parents arrive at their classes with their completed website work in hand.
	

	C. Broad Cooperation Requirements

	7.
	Parents are encouraged to complete a Parenting Plan Worksheet (PPW) on a form supplied by the court and are required to do so if any contested motions are filed.
	

	8.
	The jurisdiction has an enforced rule and policy that effectively promote mediation where it appears safe and helpful.
	

	9.
	The jurisdiction does not allow custody evaluations or trials until all cooperative measures have been exhausted or shown to be ineffectual; requests for custody evaluations or trials must (a) be in writing, (b) list all problem-solving measures already used, and (c) explain why further problem-solving measures hold no reasonable prospect of success.
	

	10.
	The jurisdiction requires the exchange on request of complete financial information.
	


	D. Specific Cooperation before Filings
	

	11.
	The jurisdiction requires that, absent circumstances making it unsafe or otherwise unreasonable, all motions must be preceded by a personal or telephonic consultation to attempt resolutions.
	


	12.
	If a resolution is not reached, the personal consultation required in #11 must include (a) confirmation of the parents’ website completion and co-parenting class attendance and (b) a discussion of the resources that could help the parents to reduce conflict and make future decisions.
	

	13.
	Motions are required to include “Cooperation Updates” confirming the details of the consultation required in #11 and #12.  The Cooperation Update must include a list of the resources each attorney (or pro se participant) believes the parents could be referred to in order to make future decisions, confirmation of each parents’ attendance at any required co-parenting class and completion of the required website work, and a list of the dates and subject matter of all prior hearings.  The jurisdiction strictly enforces the pre-motion consultation and Cooperation Update requirements; absent an emergency or special cause, no hearings are allowed if those requirements are not observed.
	

	14.
	Parents going to court are required to review and bring to any hearing (a) their Parenting Plan Worksheet (PPW) and (b) their Agreed Commitments from their website work.
	

	E. Special Topics and Practices

	15.
	The jurisdiction has a comprehensive written plan to (1) ensure safety in family cases, (2) respond effectively to claims of domestic violence or other dangers, and (3) discourage false claims of domestic violence or danger.  A committee of judges, attorneys, and mental health professionals reviews the plan’s effectiveness annually and submits a written report to the bench and bar for further discussion and action.
	

	16.
	Absent good reason, all judges refer parents to an effective intervention if they appear in court more than once (or certainly more than twice).  The referral may be to a multi-session high-conflict class, parenting coordination, counseling, or other process.  The court ensures compliance with appropriate follow-up. 
	

	17.
	The county has in place a regularly reviewed written plan for handling pro se cases; a standing committee studies and advises the bench and bar annually on the plan.
	

	F. Ongoing Professional Education

	18.
	The jurisdiction has developed and publicized—and regularly discusses—a family attorneys’ pledge of cooperation (an example is available on the “Professionals Corner” link of www.UpToParents.org).  
	

	19.
	The jurisdiction holds monthly meetings (one-hour meetings, breakfasts, or lunches) where family professionals (including all judges and most attorneys, mediators, counselors, co-parenting educators, parent coordinators, and others) meet to study ongoing improvements in family law programs, processes, and cooperative practices.
	

	20.
	The jurisdiction holds an annual all-day conference on those matters and related topics, and it invites broad public and inter-professional participation.
	

	G. Ongoing Review and Improvement
	

	21.
	At least annually, the family bench and bar collectively review all court rules to determine that the practices they support effectively ensure safety, reduce conflict, build cooperation, and protect children and healthy relationships. 
	

	22.
	The jurisdiction reviews all four co-parenting classes biennially, including by a committee of at least two counselors, two judges, two attorneys, and two mediators; that committee issues a report for review and discussion by the bench and bar. 
	

	23.
	The jurisdiction regularly and systematically reviews the adequacy of all of its problem-solving resources (including counseling, mediation, high-conflict classes, parenting coordination, and the jurisdiction’s practices in making timely referrals of parents to these resources).  
	


	H. Professionals’ Orientation
	

	24.
	There is a widespread awareness on the part of the judges and attorneys in the jurisdiction that litigation can badly injure children, parents, and families.  Virtually no unnecessary motions are filed or hearings held, the families brought to court absolutely required court, and attorneys work predictably and cooperatively together to ensure safety, reduce conflict, build cooperation, and protect children and healthy family relationships.  
	

	25.
	There is a widespread commitment on the part of the judges and attorneys in the jurisdiction to protect and build the best possible safe co-parenting relationships in divorce and paternity cases; the judges and attorneys are overwhelmingly aware of (a) children’s dependence on the best possible safe relationships between their parents and (b) the call for legal professionals and processes to build and support—and never injure—those relationships.  This same commitment extends to other family cases (parent-grandparent conflicts, guardianships, etc.).   
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