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Introduction

This document is a comprehensive analysis and critique of the Gbakenging
Parental Alienation: New Directions for Professionals and Parepysight 2022, edited
by Jean Mercer and Margaret Drew. The book was published by Routledge, an imprint of
Taylor & Francis Group, a large company in London and New York. The initial purpose of
our involvement in this project was to prepare independeamikreviews that would be
submitted for publication in professional journals. However, soon after starting our
analysis, we identified gross mischaracterizations, misinformation, blatant errors, conflicts
of interest, lack of expertise, use of science det@chniques, plagiarism, and deliberate
misrepresentations of the current state of peaewiewed published research, scientific
inquiry, and case law support for the family dynamic of parental alienation (PA). These
errors are so egregious that we bebethey constitute a deliberate attempt to mislead
mental health professionals, legal professionals, and parents. The misinformation
contained in this book is likely to cause irreparable harm to children and families.
Therefore, after conducting our anaklysive decided to submit a request of the publisher
to immediatelywithdraw the book from publication.

Summary of Our Attempts to Remedy the Identified Issues

After preparing a formal critique of the book, the contents of which are contained
in this report, wesubmitted a request to the publisher to retract the book from circulation,
recall existing physical and digital copies, and issue a public statemethighadtion was
taken. The critique and request for retraction was also endorsed by 45 organizations
studying and working with families affected by PA. (See Appendix A.)

This critique was submitted to Claire Jarvis, Senior Editor for Health and Secial Ca
at Routledge, and Jeremy North, Managing Director of Books at Taylor & Francis, in August
2022.aa® WI NPAaAQa NBALRYAS 4| was tetldwdd by & 2 NR =
GSELINIaéd Ay GKS FASERI (KI G &Ké&addedshaNB OA I
they are happy with the book and did not intend to withdraw the book from sale.

After failing to receive an adequate response from the publisher, we requested
assistance from the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) on September 1, 2022. COPE
is a limited liability company and registered charity consisting of journal editors who are
concerned with publication misconduct, unethical research, and other issues related to the
integrity of the scientific record. COPE claims to support and encourage editors to identify,
report, and investigate ethical issues in the publication proddts. accepting our case
for review, we were informed by Alysa Levine, Operations Manager at COPE, that we were
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required to refrain from posting anything on social media or other outlets while it was

dzy RSNJ NBGAS6d C2N (GKS vy S maboutauk doncatissyedakding ¢S NB
the book while COPE tried to obtain the answers to the questions we raised with the
publishers.

Iratxe Puebla, Facilitation and Integrity Officer at C@Rjled Ms. Jarvis and
Sabina Alam, iizctor of Publishing Ethics @nntegrity atTaylor & Francis. They were
asked to provide information on how they were processing the concerns raised in this
report, and whether the book was peer reviewed prior to publication. They were also asked
to clarify whether the publisher sought further review of the book by expertsifiad,
gKIFG GKS LINPOSRINI f | aLS00a 2F GKS NBOJASE ¢
COPE: they were happy with the reviews they obtained about the proposal. She also stated
that the academic credentials of the editors were also satisfactotyetm tso they were
not going to withdraw the book from sale.

Ms. Puebla from COPE attempted to email Ms. Jarvis with the same request for
information three more times over the course of three months. Ms. Jarvis was given
deadlines each time to respond.didime, the requests were ignored. We had to prompt
COPE each time to follemp with Ms. Jarvis.

Finding it unacceptable to let this radio silence from Routledge continue
indefinitely, we contacted COPE three more times through the beginning of Febdaa,
asking what the next steps were. The only response we received from COPE was that the
members of the Facilitation and Integrity Subcommittee were discussing the matter. No
additional action was taken.

(See Appendix B for the complete corresporae among the authors of this
report, the leadership at Routledge and Taylor & Francis, and personnel at COPE.)

Given that Routledge and COPE failed to take our concerns raised in this report
seriously, we have now decided to make this material publis.vorrisome that the
misinformation, misrepresentations of science, and use of science denial techniques
(among many other issues) remains in print and is being used in ways that pose a significant
danger to families.

For example, the American Profiessl Society on the Abuse of Children cited the
Mercer and Drew book in their newslettéfPSAC AlefVolume 13, Number 2§ K G &I vy
expert who claims that PA is accepted by the relevant scientific community is impeachable
on the ground that there existumerous publications and a recent book (Mercer & Drew,

H N H HThedd.S. Department of Justice website also lists the book in their library of
publications written by individuals who have received funding from them (one of the

10
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chapter authors, Joan Meieflhe book received a positive reviewDomestic Violence

Reportd { F FFNBY S HANHHUO® bdzYSNRdza | R20F O& of 23
the book, and several articles published in-t@ted, professional journals have cited the

book in articles(not research) critical of PA. The book is also being used to support
arguments to change laws about PA in the U.S.

Therefore, the purpose of this technical report is to raise attention to the dangers
of this grossly misleading and inaccurate book. We are extremely disappointed in the
failure of thepublisher to be concerned with the issues that are raised here and believe
they have acted unethically. We are also disappointed in COPE, which is supposed to assist
AY | RRNBS&aaAy3d adzOK O2yOSNya Foz2dzi SGKAOI f
invdvement in COPE is to give thppearanceof being concerned about ethics, but in
practice they have allowed a book likdallenging Parental Alienatida remain in
circulation and spread falsehoods and ideology rather than scientific evidence. We leave it
to you, the reader, to form your own conclusions. We hope that if you agree with us, you
will assist in raising awareness about this serious issuaffieats the lives of millions of
families.

11
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Overview

During a time when public trust in institutions is trending downward due to the
AYFEdzZSYyOS 2F YAAAYTF2NNIGA2Y S Lzt AO (NMzai
(Funk, 2017). Scientific misinmigation (e.g., cigarettes not causing cancer; Oreskes &
Conway, 2010, climate change denial) proliferates through social media, entertainment
news, and the Internet. Scientists are slowly realizing that the problems of public health,
social inequity, or cthate change cannot be solved without addressing the growing
problem of misinformation (West & Bergstrom, 2021). This document serves to address
misinformation throughout Challenging Parental Alienation: New Directions for
Professionals and Parents.

Misinformation versus Disinformation

We have used the term misinformation to describe much of the content of the
Mercer & Drew (2022) book, which refers to information thamaslvertentlyfalse and is
spread without malicious intent. There is plenty of misinformation in this book, particularly
within the chapters published by authors who wrote opinions outside their scope of their
expertise. For example, many of the chapter authors argdesmwvho provided opinions
about scientific research and how custody evaluations are conducted or who, not being
mental health providers themselves, mused about how mental health professionals are
trained.

In contrast,disinformationrefers to the spreadf information known to be false
with the intent to cause harnfWardle & Derakhshan, 2017). While it is impossible to
determine the intent of the authors of chapters in the book, we will use the word
disinformation only in instances where we believe tbgoes and their colleagues either
likely knew, or should have known (based on their years of experience and academic
backgrounds) that the information they provided was blatantly inconsistent with widely
known existing research and ignored due to the aede not supporting their belief
systems. This disinformation has a strong likelihood to harm children and families affected
by these writings.

Routledge has historically published high quality books on a variety of scientifically
important topics. For xample, in 2019, Routledge published a book that accurately
describes PA and its scientific basiaderstanding and Managing Parental Alienation: A
Guide to Assessment and Treatmeét Janet Haines, Mandy Matthewson, and Marcus
Turnbull). We are concerRe | 0 2 dzi w2dzif SRISQa &linllesgRg NR &
Parental Alienationnly two years later because so much of the content of the 2022 book

13
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directly contradicts the 2019 material, is not empirically supported, and is grossly
inaccurate. Also, Rdatlge publishe®arental Alienation: An Evidence Based Appragch

Denise McCartan in 2022, which is considerably more consistent with the Haines et al.
OHNMpPL w2dzif SRAS 06221® 2SS dzyRSNERGIYR AlG A& vy
the books ti decides to publish. However, the majority of the writing<hallenging

Parental Alienatioare neither scholarly nor accurate. It is our opinion that the authors of

GKAAa 0221 SAUKSNI {y26 2N aKz2dAZ R KI @S 1y26Yy
promotion of this book in its current form represents a lack of understanding about PA

theory at a minimum and constitutes willful negligence in the spreading of
mis/disinformation at its worst.

LG 61 a&a 2dzNJ SELISOGI GA 2y (irkrb wie hav&iBentifiddzo f A & K S N
in this book would result in their decision to discontinue publication (both written and
electronic) and withdraw printed copies from distribution. This report identifies many
misleading statements and mis/disinformation about P#vetfiable anecdotal claims
made by the authors, evidence of plagiarism, and a strong reliance on secondary (and even
tertiary) sources and opinions published by others rather than scientific evidence. There
are too many issues to detail them all. We ,vhibwever, provide a neexhaustive
selection of quotations from the book to illustrate what we consider to be the most
problematic issues, and we emphasizboldthose areas that are discussed.

For example, the very premise of the book and how Péniseptualized as being
2dza i | ao0StAST aeadsSyeé Aa LINRPoOftSYIFIGAOY

GCKAA 0221 coneepdiPaiieatd alienatiinSthe beliefthat when a
child of divorced parentsroidsone parent, imaybe because the preferred parent
haspersuadedhe child to @ this.(Front Matter, p. i)

C2NJ GKS aeaidsSy 2F ARSIa GKFG NBtFGSa |
avoidance or rejection of the other parent, we will use the pamantal alienation
belief system(Mercer & Drew, p. 3)

Parental alienation is a belief systémat purportsto inform the courts of what is in

0KS OKAfRQAa 0Said AyGSNBaldod ¢eLMAOFffesr (K¢
best interest to reside with the mother because the mother is alien@encrour,

p. 189)

The editors begin by stating the bdolRRNBF &daSa (KS aO2yOSLIié¢ 21
¢CKS | dziK2NB 2F Ylyeée 2F GKS OKILWGSNE OKIF NI OGS
LINEFSaaAz2ylfas AYLEe@Ay3a GKFEG GKSNB Aa y2 0Ol
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adaidsSyé 062N ©ushdatlgast 85 tithds $1XB Bodk) Yet, as we describe in

this report, this statement is a gross mischaracterization of the state of the research and
AOASYOGATAO &dzLILR NI F2NJ t! & aSNOSNNna SRdzOl
psychologist, so thiact that she has omitted mention of the considerable attention this
research topic has received in some of the most reputable journals in the field is a
disinformation tactic.

To organize our review, vdeveloped general themes of the misleading statements
and mis/disinformation that appear in the book. Each of these themes represent an
attempt to mislead the public and professionals, to stir controversy that does not exist, and
G2 StS@IGS &tk aslintvidu@NEGhQ stand? to benefit from increased
controversy for the groups they represent. Given the extent of the problems we will further
highlight in this document, we do not think a simple rewrite of the book chapters will be
enough. The bdomust be withdrawn from publication and circulation and a press release
should be made to explain why this action has been taken.

15
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aAaAiyT2N¥YI 8 N@BmMmpirical Réséadizat Supports
0KS wSIFftAdGe 2F tI NByalf !

The authors of the book consistently mischaracterized the status of psychological,
psychiatric, social, and legal research on PA. Numerous systematic reviews of the scientific
research on PA have been published, several in high impact journals publistied by
American Psychological Association and the Association for Psychological Science,
including: Psychological Bulletin,Current Directions in Psychological Science,
Developmental PsychologyndPsychology, Public Policy & L(aee Harman, Kruk, et al.,

2018; Harman, Bernet, et al., 2019; Harman & Lorandos, 2021; and Harman, Warshak, et
al., 2022).

In a review of all scientific research published through 2020, 213rpeewed
A0dzZRASAY RA&ZASNIFGAZ2YasE YR Yl abhénwme (KSa
authors at the time of the writing of this book. Since 2020, there have been many more
studies published (e.g., Avieli & Levy, 2022; Mullis et al., 2022; Roma et al., 2022; Rowlands
et al., 2023). This review also does not include hundredspafrpand literature review
articles written by scholasbout PA. It is impossible for any reputable scholar to ignore
the existence of this scientific work, much of it publicly indexed at the Vanderbilt University
Medical Centerhtps://ckm.vumc.org/pasq/ It is also unethical to suggest to the reader
that no such evidence exists at all. Yet across the entire book, very few of these 213
empirical studies are mentioned, much legqued on their merits by any of the authors.

The authors proclaim to be legitimate experts on the topic of PA, and yet they appear to
be willfully blind to or deliberately misleading about the existence of the scientific research
on the topic.

Below ae some sample statements made by authors of chapters in the book that
illustrate the use of this disinformation tactic:

Thus, parental alienation is not a formal legislated criterion, but rather an opinion
that can be argued in court and that may comérugxpert evaluationsl€spite the

1

¢
~

tFO1 2F ONBRAOES 4O0ASYGATAO SHARYYy OS 4adz

(Zaccour, p. 189)

Of further concern is the fact that the law was enaaledpite the shortage of
scientific studies in thabuntry(Soma et al. 2016(Zaccour, p. 198)

Z

5SALIAGS GKS aO0OASYGATAO O2YYdzyAlGeQa aAGNER
this concept continues to be applied in court cases, for instance in Spain (Martin

17
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Lopez 2009) and in Italy 2006 (Lavad&& NNJ Odzi A X Ty R ¢23f A (G A
also found that very young children and children who had a good relationship with

020K LI NByda 6SNB al t A S yparénfaRiliesatioyiBes O y 02y
court decisions an appearance of objectivity scidntific integrity, it is rather a

catchall term thathas little to do with what the literature advance&accour, p.

200)

The author (Zaccour) of these three particular statements claims that there is not
credible scientific evidence regarding tthi@agnosis of PA. There are countries that have
legislated laws against the creation of PA (e.g., Brazil) and base their judicial findings of
such abuse on scientific research. The author provides no support for her opinion that the
scientific community stingly rejects parental alienation syndrome and fails to recognize
that psychological terminology often changes as science advances. For example, just
0SOlIdzaS a0ASyGAadta I'yR Ot AYAOAlFya R2 y20G OFf
doesnotmeari KI 0 GKSe& &adGNRy3afte NB2SOG GKS LINRPoOf SY!
FfASYlILiA2yé A& dzASR G2RIF@ AyadSIFIR 2F daLI NBy
scientific advances that have occurred.

The author of the statements above also twistslanguage to make it appear that
PA is not a scientifically accepted concept, despite research on its being published in some
of the top psychological science journals and its broad application in courts throughout the
world. While there is publishedditature by critics of PA in professional journals (most of
them lowtiered and lacking scientific impact factors) or unreviewed papers posted on
internet archives (see Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022, for details on this issue), these
opinions are not suppted with empirical evidence. It is dangerous to imply that the courts
should defer to the opinions of these critics rather than the scientific evidence that is
downplayed and omitted by these statements. It is especially concerning when these critics
speakoutside of their field of expertise. Zaccour is an attorney who has no qualifications
to render judgements about scientific validity.

The following set of quotations are taken directly from a chapter written by Meier,
another attorney and advocate whoniet a scientist, where this notion of there not being
scientific evidence for PA is repeated many times.

This chapter begins with a brief overview of the [parental alienation] concept and

its destructive impact on custody and abuse litigation. It theviges an overview

2F (0KS F2dzyRFGA2yIlf 0StASTA Rhewddly 3 |t AS
acknowledged lack of objective, scientific support for tiiemier, p. 216)

18
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And before the pathologizatiarf parental denigration or exclusion, the reality that

parents do sometimes use their children to hurt the other parent did not imply that

'y GSELISNI¢ O2dA R 2062S0iAgSte 1y26 o6KSy
were legitimate or illegitimate, n&know whether and to what extent those views

YIe KIFI@S OFdzASR I OKAf RQa XS aikNG yNIBSYW SAWiiR §
this chapter explains why there is no such reliable research to underpin these
speculative belief§Meier, p. 217)

After years of advocacy by certain proponents for inclusion of the renamed
GLI NByGlrt FTEtASYFGA2Y RA&A2NRSNE o\t ! 5£€ 0
was rejected as lacking sufficient scientific supg#ry, 2012; Milchman, Geffner

and Meier2020).(Meier, p. 218)

CKS AYy@SyGAz2y 2F | 02y OSLIi 2F FtASYylF(GA?2
2N) 2dzald Gl fASYFGA2yé0 RA&AGAYOUG FTNRBY t!{
respected forensic experts around the turn of the millenniumy €halled for

intensive research to explore and support the concept (Johnston 2005, 761 & n. 16).
Over the following K15 years, a growing number of articles were published about

the concept but to date, there remains no credible scientific evidenoerpimhing

the way the parental alienation concept is understood and used in(&deietr, pp.

220c221)

The quasgcientific alienation conceptickages together three core premises: (i)

GKS Oldzal f KeLRGKSaAay (KL dpative viewoftBeNBE R LJ
other parentc whether conscious or unconscigusan itself do lasting damage to

I OKAfRQA NBflFIOA2YyaKALI 6AGK (GKS 20KSNJ I
RAFFSNBYUGAIFGSR FTNRBY 20KSNJ OzsifangemReptRt & € S
including, but not limited to, domestic abuse; and (iii) that the harm of alienation to
children is so profound as to warrant extreme measures to prevent it, including
custody reversal and limited or no contact with the preferred pafldwreis

virtually no research testing any of these core beliefs; moreover, there is other

credible research casting serious doubt on th@vteier, p. 222)

Existing research typically fails to differenti@eS § 6 SSy Ol dza Sa T2 N
estrangement, simplyNB I G Ay 3 S&adN} yaISR OKAf RNBY I a
Until there are scientifically valid studies using independent measures of parenting
quality that can distinguish between children who rationally and irrationally reject

a parent, PA advocates cann@aim scientific support for identifying alienated
children.(Milchman, 2020, 44fMeier, p. 224)

19
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The author of these statements again mischaracterizes the research by claiming

SYGAFTFAOE Ay Fy STFF2NIL (2 RStSIAGAYATS
ONRAGAOQa 2LIAYAZ2Y oO0aAf OKYlFyO0 |o62dzi GKS

many of the scientifically peeeviewed systematic reviewlat have been published on
the research related to the topic. We see the same portrayal of the scientific literature by
Mercer and Drew:

There hasiever been even a single published complete casetsaidyould show
how identification of a parentaliahation case was accomplish@dercer & Drew,

p. 7)
Very little of the research related to the parental alienation belief system meets high

scientific standardseindvery few attemptsave been made to answer obvious basic
guestions(Mercer & Drew, p250)

These statements by Mercer and Drew overlook the fact that among over 213

studies, multiple methodological approaches, samples, and measurement techniques,
were used to study over 17 different topics related to PA (Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022),
and therewere many case studies within this sample. highlyunlikely that theentire

FASEtR 2F addzRe 2y t! Kla at26¢ aOASYGuATAO

methods cannot be trusted to provide valid information. Rather, when findinge mad
across multiple studies that employ different measures, samples, and methods come to
similar conclusions, we can haw®re confidence in the findings. This issue is not
addressed at all by the authors, who make it appear there has been very littlecresaar

the topic to begin with.

In fact, publications involving the parental alienation belief system have offered
almost no information on some of the most obvious questions about children in
these cased/Vhat is the age range for children who are aagidiparent? Are there

more boys or more girls in these cases? Is puberty a factor that helps to trigger
OKAf RNByQa | @2ARIFIyOS 2F | LI NBYyOGK ! NB
those who do not avoid, in temperament or personality characteris{id&?cer,

p. 173)

This statement fails to consider any of the research on PA, where considerable

detail about the samples, ages of children, comparisons of age groups, and other factors
are clearly described in great detail (see Harman, Warshak, 2022). There are several

20
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other chapter authors who have presented this misinformation, such as with this
statement:

Sincethemihpy na> I 0SSt AST daeadSyY cawlfichiackss OF f f

a scientific foundation has been brought into the practice of custody evaluations
by mental health professionals who accept that belief system and apply it in their
work. (Erikson, p. 89)

Summary

The illustrative statements made by the author€hbéllenging Parental Alietien
in this section gives the reader the impression that PA is just a belief system that is
supported by pseudoscience or no science at all. The popular expressidrythatell a
lie often enough, it becomes the trushan accurate description of tkampaign that critics
of PA have waged to discredit a blossoming field of study (Harman, Bernet, et al., 2019).
The authors of the chapters in the book should be aware of the considerable scientific body
of evidence for PA and related fields of studywetdhey continuously made unsupported
and seemingly authoritative claims that amount to nothing more than ipse dixit statements
(i.e., itis true because | say it is).

It is especially alarming that the authors, most of whom are not trained as research
scientists, make such claims in areas outsidbedf area of specialty, which violates most
ethical standards in their respective professions. This science denial campaign can
negatively impact upon the safety and waing of children. Ignoring and discrediting the
scientific basis of PA is in itsetason enough to cast doubt and suspicion upon the
Y2UAQ GA2ya YR @GFtARAGE 2F (GKS | dzil K2NRA
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aAaAyT2NYI ij)\sz at | N£V[’J'IhzitAll! f Aéy
ChildrenWho Manifest Contact Refusal Were Influencéd Do
S by the Alienating ActivitieftK S ClF G2 NBR t | NB

Authors across the book repeatedly stated that PA theory assumed|tbaildren
who resist contact with a parent were influenced to do so by the alienating paegtmo
PA scholar or scientist hasiggested that custody evaluators should assume dhat
rejecting childreror every caseof contact refusals caused by an alienating parent.
Furthermore, there are no published articles or books on the practice of forensic child
custody evaluation that would suggest the assumptioangffamily characteristic at the
outset of the referral of a custody caseuch less an assumption of PA. It is noteworthy
that the PA critics in this book never cite a specific publication of a PA scholar as the source
of this false information.

No PA scholar since Gardner (198&hen the concept of PAS was introduted
has suggesd that custody evaluators should assume that every case of contact refusal is
caused by an alienating parent. PA is recognized by professionals and scientists as being
relatively rare (e.g.,-3% of children; Bernet, 2010) and it is only found in abO&é Bf
custody evaluation referrals (Kopetski et al., 2006). Custody evaluation referrals represent
less than 1% of all custody litigation occurring at a given time (Melton et al., 2007), so even
the idea that there is some kind of mass hysteria arounddéaatification or adjudication
of PA in custody evaluations is false on its face.

Bernet (2022) and Bernet and Xu (2022) published-paaewed research that
described in detail the recurrent pattern of the same misinformation (i.e., that PA scholars
assaime that all cases of contact refusal are caused by an indoctrinating, alienating parent)
published between 1994 and 2022. It should be noted that many of the spreaders of this
same misinformation are among the thirteen authors of chapters within this. Bdak
following are just a few examples of this misinformation in the book edited by Mercer and
Drew:

The ambiguity of the language makes it too easy to imply that when one of these
phenomena is referenced, one or more of the others must be present.isThis
especially a problem when a child is said to show avoidance of one |gauc tijs
aGraSySyd Ara rtaz GF1Sy (2 &ada3asSadz oA
SyO2dz2N> 3SYSyit 2F (KS .(@é&def&oRd, pl2@2 A R yOS .

PA scholars coatle behavior designed to inappropriately influence a ebgdhst
the other parent with behaviors occurring for other reasons, as well as various
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Drew, p. 3)

Observed events in which the preferred parent persuades, forces, or encourages the

child to avoid the other parent will be called parent encouragement of child

I G2 ARIFYyOS O0SKIFE@A2NI X L aKz2dZA R 0SS y2G4SR
that is oftenasserted but rarely proved by parental alienation proponetis tend

to infer the existence of parent encouragement when they observe child avoidance

(Mercer & Drew, p. 4)

GLRSYGAFAOFIGAZ2Y 2F Ayl LILINRLNRL G§®Bnofd NBy Gl f
the other parent- LILISF NE |t Y2404 Ay QFNARIFIote& G2 o6S
attitude and behaviorather than a matter of objective evidence that inappropriate

LISNB dzZ aA 2y KMérce&Dte®, . 7L | OS dé

9FOK 2F G(GKSasS adlraSySyida tSrRa GKS NBIF RSN

FYR LIN} OGAGA2YSNER ¢6K2 ao0StASGSE Ay t! lFdzizYl
F2NI I OKAfRQa NBaAadlyOS 2N NB fdzohsibtentyt O2y it
RSAONAOSR Ydzf GALX S NBlFazya FT2NI I OKAfRQA NB:

parent only being the reason in cases of PA. Children may resist/refuse contact due to
f2elftde O2yFftAO0Gaz SaiuNlI¥YRSYSYuHZ GRAZ2YANDOSRBM
et al., 2016). The purpose of assessment tools such as the use of ti@d¢tmeModel

(Bernet & Greenhill, 2022; Morrison & Ring, 2021) is to rule out these alternative
explanations. The authors of the statements abové tmase important details to mislead

the reader.

There are several other examples of this misinformation across other chapters of
the book:

It appears that [Gardner] was unable to accept a straightforward explanation that

a child resisting contact withparent might be doing so because of something that

parent had done. Instead, his only conclusion could be that the child was suffering

a mental disorderinduced by the other parerfDoughty & Drew, p. 27)

Gwlk G§KSNJ GKFy 06 SA Y dnfelrdd widrSokh@soR terbrétdd@s/ I G A 2 y
OF dza SR o0& | t A SyThéirf@rentialnatiBe opalichationts §eRetallyX

not recognized or acknowledged by proponents of alienafios is a significant

omission because implying that something is dy@etrceived rather than inferred

YI1Sa AG FLIWISEN G2 0S 202SQénpkasSs in yR GKS
original) (Milchman, p. 107)
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There are no behavioral observations that specifically and uniquely indicate
alienation (Saini, Johnston, Fidler, and Bala 2012, 2016) though examples
interpreted as revealing alienation abound in the alienation literature (Milchman,
Geffner, and Meier 2@2a, b).Rather than being perceived, alienatiomferred

when behaviors interpreted as caused by alienation are obsd€evedhasis in
original) (Milchman, p. 107)

Alienationt as a labal facilitates thek dzi 2 YF GA O F GGNROdziA2Yy 27
oraldr NEyiQa O2yOSNya Fo2dzi GKS 2GKSNDRa L
motive without meaningful investigatioiMilchman, Geffner, and Meier 2020).

(Meier, p. 223)

From a legal perspective, alienation claims require little to no proof. As alienation
advocates argud, OKAf RQA dzygAft f AyadySaa (2 65 A
GKFG GKS O0G38LAOFfta0y Y2 (0KSaNMIpalsH OliArAzya O

Relatally, the authors of chapters across the book also presented misinformation
that alienating behaviors of a favored paraiwayst S R (2 GKS OKAf RQa |
other parent. This version of misinformation is the reverse of the previous example. No
scientist or scholar publishing on PA that we can identify has ever stated that parental
IfASyrGdAy3 o0SKI@A2NR |fglea tSIR G2 G4KS Ol
numerous peereviewed studies on parental alienating behaviors explicitlg statt only
a small proportion of children who are influenced by such behaviors become alienated
from their other parent (e.g., Harman, Leddder, et al., 2019). Yet, some of the authors
of this book present this misinformation. For example:

Note that mere alienating conduct can give rise to these remgdiesmingly
gAlUK2dzi GKS ySSR G2 akKkz2g GKFG GKS OKAfR
LINPOEfSY Aa GKFEG alFrfASYyFGAy3é | OGAz2ya ad
norm in highconflict eistody cases (Johnston 200Zgaccour, p. 198)

While high conflict cases often involve parental denigration by parents, parental
denigration itself does not always result in PA of a child. One chapter author, Meier, even
falsely stated, with nempirical support for it, that PA was invented just for litigation:

Although the concept is viewed by some as a psychological coniitesas

invented specifically for litigaton DI NRY SNJ RSAaONAR O SR t! { I &
vengeful mothers employ anety of strategies including child abuse allegations as

I GLR26SNFdZ 6SILRyé (2 LddzyAdaK GKS SE |y

25



£ KI 3G !
dzSy

arAaAYTF2NNYIGAZ2YY dat | NBY a ¢KI
L ASylLdAay3

I 2yir 00 wSFdalt 2 SNB

<,

)\2;/ ¢t KS2NE |
i2 5 {2

33adzr$s
o0& (KS I f

O >
w Uy

u
)f 2

1992a, 1992b; Nichols 2014). PAS, teas specifically designed to refute court
allegations of dangerousness by oreept against the other (primarily mothers
against fathers)and to defend or insulate such accused parents in ¢deter,
pp. 21%218)

Summary

This misinformation theme illustrates the use of strawman arguments, which are a
common technique that deniers of science use to discredit scientific advancements. The
authors of the chapters in the book make false claims that PA theory asallioieklren
who resist contact with a parent were influenced to do so by the alienating pareht,
that parental custody evaluators should asswwery case of contact refussicaused by
an alienating parent. We have never found any scholar or scientist thavéasade this
GaAy3at S FI OnhehNbe authNdE glzYoSgyedt lengths to describe the dangers
and invalidity of the assumptiomhe authors also omit mention of the rebuttals that have
been made by PA experts against this false assumption (B20g&t,Bernet & Xu, 2022).

Another strawman argument made by the authors is their claims that alienating behaviors
ofafavored parertlwayst S R G2 (GKS OKAf RQa NB2SOGAz2y 2F |
claim has never been promoted by any PA expert. The rampant use of such strawman
arguments by the authors dfhallenging Parental Alienatios another reason to be

suspicious ofthe alt2 NA Q Y20 A QDI GA2ya YR 02y Of dZAA2ya®
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aAaiyT2N¥YIl (58 NeStiEntificatlyBassdMethdor
Distinguishing Alienatiormy R 9 a i N} y3SYSy i€

The authors oChallenging Parental Alienatistated repeatedly that there is no
scientifically based method fdistinguishing PA from estrangement. Listed below are 14
examples of research published in peeviewed articles that are used to help distinguish
alienation from estrangement. Note that none of these instruments is intended to be used
in isolation in asessing a family or child for PA, just as there is no one measure of child
abuse or domestic violence. Instead, each of these measures is intended to be one
component of a comprehensive psychosocial evaluation of the family.

Baker, Amy J. L., Barbara Buarkl, & Jane Albertselkelly (2012). Differentiating
Alienated from Not Alienated Children: A Pilot Stddurnal of Divorce &
Remarriage53(3), 17&193.

The Baker Alienation Questionnaire (BAQ) is intended to identify alienated
children using a papeandpencil measure that is short, easy to administer,
and easy to score objectively. The authors found that the BAQ discriminated
between alienated and nonalienated children at an 87.5% accuracy rate.

Baker, Amy J. L., & Jaclyn Chambers (2011). AddltaeChildhood Exposure to
Parental Conflict: Unpacking the Black Box of Parental Alieniiional of
Divorce & Remarriagb2(1), 5%, 76.

The Baker Strategies Questionnaire (BSQ) is a standardized measure that
can be used to collect reliable andlid information about the specific
alienating behaviors that a child had been exposed to and/or a parent was
currently engaging in. The BSQ measures 17 primary alienating behaviors.

Bernet, William, Nilgun Gregory, Kathleen M. Reay, & Ronald P. Ri{in®r An
Objective Measure of Splitting in Parental Alienation: The Parental
AcceptanceRejection Questionnairelournal of Forensic Science3(3),
776¢783.

Bernet, William, Nilgun Gregory, Ronald P. Rohner, & Kathleen M. Reay (2020).
Measuring the Dference Between Parental Alienation and Parental
Estrangement: The PAR&ap.Journal of Forensic Scienc@§(4), 1225
1234.
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The premise of these two articles was that a psychologicat thet

Parental Acceptanc®ejection Questionnaire (PAR®Ill assst with

distinguishing seriously alienated from nonalienated children. The authors

tested 45 severely alienated children and 71 nonalienated children. The

t!wv DIFILI 60KS | 0a2fdziS RAFFSNBYOS 0S¢
PARQ: Father scores) was 9@€6urate in distinguishing alienated from
nonalienated children.

Blagg, Nigel, & Eva Godfrey (2018). Exploring R&kid Relationships in
Alienated Versus Neglected/Emotionally Abused Children Using the Bene
Anthony Family Relations Tegthild Abuse Review ZB6¢496.

The authors administered the Begfthony Fanily Relations Test (BAFRT)
to children in the United Kingdom. They concluded that children in the
alienated group who had not been abused or neglected by their target
parent expressed almost exclusively negative feelings toward them, while
also expressinglmost exclusively positive feelings toward their preferred
parent.

Bricklin, Barry, & Michael H. Halbert (2004). Can Child Custody Data be Generated
Scientifically? Part American Journal of Family Therapy23211%138.

This article studied datssing the Bricklin Perceptual Scales and Perception
of-Relationships Test from 3,880 cases and found satisfactory reliability and
validity. The BPS test shows alienated children are likely to see the preferred
parent as totally good and the rejected paras totally bad.

Gomide, Paula I. C., Everline B. Camargo, & Marcia G. Fernande\(2¢§is of
the Psychometric Properties of a Parental Alienation Sealééia, 255),
291¢298.

The authors developed tHearental Alienation Scale (PAS), astjaenaire

to be completed by evaluators familiar with the family. The questions
LISNIFAY (02 020K (0KS LINByldlaQ FyR GKS
test distinguished alienating parents from target parents and alienated
children from nonalienatedhildren.

Gordon, Robert M, Ronald W. Stoffey, & Jennifer J. Bottinelli (2008).-2MPI

Findings of Primitive Defenses in Alienating Pardmtserican Journal of
Family Therapy, 88), 21%228.
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The authors found that parents who inducalienation in their children
manifested higher scores (in the clinical range) on the Minnesota
Multiphasic Personality Invent@® (MMP42) than control mothers and
fathers (scores in the normal range), indicating primitive defenses such as
splitting and pojective identification. The scores of targeted parents were
similar to the scores of control parents.

Laughrea, Kathleen (2002). Alienated Family Relationship Scale: Validation with
Young Adultslournal of College Student Psychotherapil,) 13%48.

The author developed the Alienated Family Relationship Scale (AFRS), which
Is administered to children. A factor analysis and reliability analysis
confirmed that the two alienation scales (father alienating against mother
and mother alienating against Far) were reliable. Scores on this scale
were related to other measures in a theoretically consistent manner
indicating good validity of the measure.

Roma, Paolo, Daniela Marchetti, & Cristina Mazza, €0#2). A Comparison of
MMPLF2 Profiles Betweae Parental Alienation Cases and Custody Cases.
Journal of Child and Family Studies,1396;1206.

A comparative analysis of MMPIprofiles of 41 couples experiencing PA
and 39 control couples. Results indicated that mothers who were classified
as alienting presented a fakingood defensive profile, denied hostile and
negative impulses, blamed other for their problems, and displayed
excessive sensitivity.

Rowlands, Gina A. (2018). Parental Alienation: A MeasurementJdooial of
Divorce & Remarriagé0(4), 316,331.

¢tKS w2¢flyRAQ tINBydart 'fASYFGAZ2Y
parents designed to capture the manifestations of PA in their ehil@ix
significant factors were extracted representing the eight traditional
behavioral symptoms of PA.

Siegel, Jeffrey C., & Joseph S. Langford (1998). -MMRBIidity Scales and
Suspected Parental Alienation SyndromAeerican Journal of Forensic

Psghology, 164), 514.
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The authors found that alienating mothers were more likely to complete
MMPLF2 questions in a defensive manner, striving to appear as flawless as
possible.

{nNbdzZ !tAyl DS2NHS(OlI>X a2yl +Ayiiat Nz [ dzO
L2yl ¢dzR2NBft S . S GNAOS aNdmganhtaf > 3 w2E
Alienation¢ Development and Validation of a Behavioral Anchor Scale.
Sustainability, 1316), £18.

The authors developed a scale (Parental Alienation Questionnaire)
consistingof 24 items, which reflect the eight typical behavioral symptoms

2F t!® ¢KS t!lvy gKAOK Aad RSaArA3aIySR (2
to be a promising tool not only for clinical and judicial practice, but also for

NEaSI NOK®¢

Zicavo Martinez, NelsoRicardo Rey Clericus, & Luciano Ponce (2@2TAP Il
Scale: Parental Alienation Assessment in 9 to 15 -Qddr€hildren of
Separated Parents in Chi@encias Psicologicas(1p e2159, X 15.

The ZICAP is a-#8m questionnaire completed by chigr. The questions

NBfIGdS 2 620K GKS LI NByidiQa FtftASYlGAYy:=
the child. The test scores classified the children as Absence of PA, Mild PA,
Moderate PA, and Severe PA.

Despite there being published, peeviewed scientificresearch on the
differentiation of PA cases from other forms of family conflict, the authaZhatlenging
Parental Alienatioomitted this work or expressed unsupported opinions about the validity
and quality of this research. Below is just a smallcgete of examples of this
RAAAYTF2NXNIGAZ2Y FNRBY (GKS OKFLWGSNAR oNARGGISY oe@
opinions as her sources:

In short, while the alienation literature continues to graéksere remains no
objective or reliable measure fafentifying and distinguishing alienation from
legitimate estrangemen({Barnett 2020; Doughty et al. 202(Yeier, p. 222)

9EA&dGAY3 NBASINDODK @deLAOLffad TFLAEtEA (G2 RA
estrangemerif aAYLX & GNBlFIGAY3a Sa0GNIyaSR OKAf RNI
Until there are scientifically valid studies using independent measures of parenting

quality that can distinguish between children who rationally and irrationally reject
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a parent, PA advotas cannot claim scientific support for identifying alienated
children. (Milchman, 2020, 44Meier, p. 224)

Yet one of the only existing studies purporting to test a tool for measuring alienation

itself fails to screen out abuse or other causes ofNBllgf Q& Sa (i N} y3ISYSy
I OOS LJi A y 3 -régbrisl Fewaliaiofandicdurt Bpiniomsth no verification

that alternative causes had been ruled out (which they rarelyfwe)lands 2018).

(Meier, p. 224)

aSASNNaE ogNRARGAY3A &l dstepresenty sciankeSia & way de2 G | G A
dzy RSNXYAYS AG&a AYLRNIFYyOSe® . @& albeéeay3a GKIFG G
2F (GKS 2yteé& SEA&GAY3T &a0dzRASEE YSFadNAy3a t!
have been conducted on the topic. Inahgl most of the studies detailed at the start of
this section, there have been over 27 studies that have focused on the measurement of PA
published through 2020 (Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022). Meier also completely
misrepresents what Rowlands (2018) rdpdrin the study. First, Meier suggests
w2gfl YyYRAQ aiddzRe ¢l a YSIFaAdz2NAYy3dI OKAf RNByQa a.
research was investigatingt was investigating PA. This is one of dozens of times
throughout the book that one of the authors hattempted to redefine PA to something
Y2NB O02YY2y> aAYLI AalAO0X FyYyRk2NJ £ Sada LINROT
FAG GKS ONARYS®e t! FyR SaidNIy3aISYSyild IINB yz2i
in definition and operationalizatiorf ooncepts is important.

{SO2yR> aSASNI aidlrdsSa altaGSNYylFGA@GS OF dz3
GSAGNI yaASYSy (e INBE NINBte OSNAFASR® ¢KAaA
such research exists to support her opinion. In fact, forensic mesadth professionals
are trained to look for disconfirming information to the hypothesis being formed by the
investigation, including ruling out domestic violence or child abuse of all forms. Therefore,
the questions Rowlands (2018) asked in her study'td @zNB (0 K|  {eiddsts LI NBy
were reliable for her research purposes wprecisely appropriat® screen out abuse and
other causes of PA (although not causes of estrangement because this was not the aim of
her study). What Meier fails to report her chapter is just as significant: Rowlands (2018)
F2dzy R &adzLJL2 NI F2NJc 2F GKS y FLFLOG2NAR OGKFG |
2yte | FSg 2F GUKS ydzYSNRdza GAYSa Ay GKA& 0o
technique, where sgrific pieces of information from research studies are quoted (or
misquoted) while ignoring other parts of the study that confirm what other scientists have
found about PA.

One argument for labelling a child alienated frequently seen in litigatie is
peculiar claim that genuinely abused children do not wholly reject a parent without
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toxic intervention from the other paref@ernet and Baker 2013, 1010). While it is

true that some abused children, in some contexts such as foster care, continue to

lovel yR t2y3 F2NJ Iy | 06dAAGS 2N yS3ft SOGFdA L
study were grateful for having been removed from an unsafe home (Baker et al.

2016). Moreover, children removed from their home and both parents bear little
resemblance tohsldren who live with a parent they love and trust while seeking to

avoid a parent they experience as abusive or destructive, the normal context of
alienation/custody battlegMeier, p. 225)

Again, Meier attempts to change the definition of PA to equaateally abused
OKAf RNBY 6AGK OKAf RNBY ¢K2 AGSELISNASYOS¢ GKS;
correct in stating that children being removed by child protective services and children
being removed because of PA (although she does notwanttbcaA G & LI NBy d | € | €
bear little resemblance to each other. Estranged children and alienated chddeen
RAFTFSNEBYG FNRY SIOK 20KSNX |1 26SOSNE 2dzad 0S¢
abusive or destructive does not mean that pareas beerabusive or destructive. While
Meier frequently complains that forensic mental health professionals do not consider
20KSNJ) OFdzaSa 2F OKAft RNByQa o0SKIFI@GA2NI 60ST2NB F
20KSNJ Ol dzaSa 27T OKdehsk diexpaianceldBaID® evlidehce yoi |
actual abuse can be found.

Bowles also conflates PA with other forms of family conflict:

This claim [of alienation] can come in many formwhether it is called
estrangement, enmeshment, resistanc®therterms that essentially promote the
alienation belief systeniBowles, p. xiv)

t! A& y2i aSaiNIy3aISYSyi(izé aSYyYSakKyYSyilizZé¢ ;
statements are intended to conflate PA with other family issues. Characterizing PA as
something K i 4S@OSNRB2yS¢ R2Sa aSNWSa (2 YAYAYAITS
order for bad behavior to be a parental alienating behavior, it needs to be part of a pattern
of coercively controlling abusive behaviors, unilaterally leveraged, and usednovéo t
gain and maintain control and power over the other parent and child(ren) (Harman, Kruk,
et al., 2018; Harman, Maniotes, et al., 2021). To those who research and provide treatment
for PA, it is hard to believe someone who has truly seen PA woultiassewords so
interchangeably.

Mercer and Drew also present disinformation about the differentiation between PA
and other family conflicts:
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It is common for parental alienation proponentarake claims based on poorly
validated test§ YR AYFSNByO0OSa RSNAOSR FTNRY (KS C
no other information(Mercer & Drew, p. 15)

A number of professional journals tiktim to be peereviewedhave accepted and
published articles that take the parental alienation approach. It aptieatrone

of these publications has thoroughly described identification, treatment, and later
assessment of parental alienation caséssome of the methods areqprietary

(for example, Family Bridges this is not entirely surprising. Also unsurprising is
that articles rebutting the parental alienation belief system have been published in
peerreviewed professional journa{dlercer & Drew, p. 254)

There is bsolutely no support for these statements made by Mercer and Drew. The
authors attempt to create a conspiracy theory by suggesting that articles about PA that
have been accepted for publication must not be pestiewed, and that it is only the
journals ttat accept rebuttals of PA research that are pestiewed. Mercer and Drew
offer no evidence to suggest that the journals where research on PA has been published
do not adhere to the most rigorous peeaview standards. It is no wonder the authors of
this statement do not identify which journals they are referring to, as such a statement is
defamatory on its face. At the same time, the authors claim that all the articles rebutting
GKS t! a0StAST aeaidsSyYéd INBZ Ay FIF OG0 LISSNI NJ

aSNIOSNJ I yR 5itNdbouDthe Fandily BfiSggs program also curiously
omit mention of the considerable detail about the phases, syllabi, rationale, principles, and
outcomes of the program that have been published in peelewed journals (Warshak,
2010; 2019)When a judgeappoints therapists to work with a family, they have no idea
GKFEG GKS GKSNILAAG R2Sa Ay GKSANI 2FFAOSIT y
cases. To portray the Family Bridges intervention program as being a secretive enterprise
is grossly mishding and an ad hominem attack.

As previously cited, the study of PA has amassed 213 empirical studies (Harman,
2 | NBKF1Z Sé-LBHENESY (Hlntn vlOfdh Sy YWOAM2 y ¢ | NI A Of Sa |
of misinformation (Bernet, 2022; Bernet & X022). In addition, the journals where most
of this misinformation is published do not have scientific impact factors, and the editorial
boards (who select the peer reviewers) have been identified as the primary spreaders of
PA misinformation. For exampiaany of these anPA publications have been published
in The Journal of Child Custodgiow renamedThe Journal of Family Trauma, Child
Development, and Child Custpady were authored or cauthored by editors of that
journal.
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LYGSNBadlAy3Ites aSASNDa 6 GSNAKSR daSYLANR
referenced throughout the book by several authors was not-pegewed at all and was
posted on an internet archive at her place of employment. She has published other
descrldi A S RIFEGF FNRBY (KAJburnaldf SocaNMeKatRudd FamilydzR & A Y
Law (2020; which is a special issue with other articles written by chapter authors of
Challenging Parental AlienatjorThis journal is a letiered, peefreviewed publicatn,
and Meier (2020) only refers the reader to her 2019 paper for details about the unreviewed
methods. Even her rebuttal to a critique of her study that was published in a top APA
journal (see Harman & Lorandos, 2021) was not accepted for publicatitatbyr tany
other hightiered peerreviewed journal. Rather, she published her respon$a&iournal
of Family Trauma, Child Development, and Child Cystedsr et al., 2022)

Another author in the book also repeated this disinformation:

Barbara Figir and Nicholas Bala also observe thaif KSNBX FNBE y2 @FtAR
assessment protocols or tothsit can reliably measure or establish the presence of

alienation as differentiated from other types of [parehild contact problems],

including realistS & G NI ya3SYSyid 2N 2dzZAGAFTASR NB2SOGA
(Zaccour, p. 205)

Believers in parental alienation often cast aside these concerns by saying that
parental alienation does not apply when the child has good reasons to reject the

father. Yetr & WI ySi W2Kyadz2y |yR alGiKSg {dzZf f A
agreement that family violence and child abuse preclude a finding wirtRally

no common criteria exist to ensure these distinctions have been(dudutston &

{dzf Et AQLY HAHNI HTOUL ®E

(Zaccour, p. 205)

Summary

The authors ofChallenging Parental Alienatistate repeatedly that there is no
scientifically based method for distinguishing parental alienation from estrangement,
despite there being many valid and reliable measures to do so. Interestingly, while the
authors state there is no way to distinguisk tivo terms, they inaccurately conflate them
in their own arguments. They knew or should have known that research on this topic exists
for over three decades and that multiple measures have been developed and discussed in
the scientific peer reviewed litaeture since then. The authors also misrepresent and
discount the scientific status of parental alienation research while at the same time inflate
the weak stature of their own publications (most of which contain no empirical data). These
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science denial sitegies are another contributing reason th@hallenging Parental
Alienationneeds to be withdrawn from publication.
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aAlaAryTz2NyYIl (s N@BmMpiricallg BasSeN B eatmefar
tF NBYdFEt 1EASYFGAZY S

The authors of the chapters @hallenging Parental i@hationrepeatedly stated
that there are not empirically based treatments for PA. These statements can be
characterized as disinformation, as there have been numerous research reviews and books
written on interventions for alienated children (e.g., seepler et al., 2017; Warshak,
2020), and several peeeviewed scientific evaluation studies of interventions for severely
alienated children (e.g., Harman, Saunders, et al., 2021; Reay, 2015; Warshak, 2019) that
the authors should have known about. Belone gust a few examples of this
misinformation:

At the time of this writingno published research on say parent alienation
treatments shows that any of the methods is an evidbased treatmentFor that
reason, it is correct to say that none of these treatments meets Daubert standards.
(Mercer & Drew, p. 1€7)

¢ dzZNYy Ay 3 t 2AY (Rigorou® nddeafch abdbut theSeffectiveness of this
program could not be foun{frane, Champion, & Hupp, 143)

Parent alienation treatments appear to engender some of the very issues they
report wanting to reduce, such as extended time away from a pareat is, a

youth is forced to spend extended time with a nonpreferred parent, often against

0 KS 8®’istes K often without the ability to communicate with the preferred

LI NBYdod LY FRRAGAZ2YZT GKS @2dz2iKQa LRAYD
negated in this coercive power dynamic established by -caleted
GNBIFGYSYy il Xe¢KS toldka? i chil and thit J®mpieferred parent
spend time togetherwith minimal consideration placed on identifying or
ameliorating the possible multitude of factors that led toward the initial and
ongoing rejection(Trane, Champion, & Hupp, p. 153)

And it doesmeanthaf 2 A GNBIFGYSYyGé F2N aLFd NBydlrf |
scientifically supportedMeier, p. 217)

Such draconian interventions are justified by the assertion that parental alienation
is irrevocably and profoundly harmful for clahdrakin to child abuse (Harman et
f® wanmyod ,Si y2 ONBRAOGES S@OARSYOS ad

alienating behaviors can cause such harm, or that such behaviors are as harmful as
direct child abusé€Meier, p. 226)
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Some intensive alienati treatments continue (Mercer 2019). They are
controversial, particularly because they are not regulategatment for parental
alienation is classified as psyetgucational, not as medical treatment, and is
therefore not covered by health insuranceeseés in the U$Doughty & Drew, p.
33)

A 2017 review (Templer et al.,, 2017) of ten empirical studies of specific
AYOGSNBSYy(iA2ya F2dzyR GKFG aOKFy3aSa Ay Odzaidz2RA
GFNBSGSR LI NByda IINB STFSOUAGBS Ay FYSEA2NI O
f2dzy R GKIFIG aalLISOAFTAT SR FlLYAfe@ GKSNIYLER | RRNB
FILYAf@ NBfFTGA2YAKALIA YR FlEYAf@ FdzyOQlAz2yAy3I«
that scientific research is demonstrating the biological basis of the pnaifi®A through
the indisputable consequences on the wWading and health of children. He notes such
parental loss is a question of public health, a finding consistent with the over 60 years of
research on attachment and loss in children, an area of stodiydational to any
developmental psychologist, which Mercer claims to be. Yet, none of these important
studies are mentioned by the authors. The statement by Meier regarding the Harman et
al. (2018) paper is also false. The Harman et al. paper, puhlsBRsgchological Bulletin,
reviewed considerable research to support the harms that PA does to children and to
adzLILI2 NI K2¢g AG A& | F2N¥Y 2F FlLYAfe @GA2tSyOS
G5NF O2y Al ye I|faz2 2YAla ndithaSaredasRiBactiges MAPRAG & 2 F
based on severity, with only the more intensive interventions for the most severe cases
(e.g., Warshak, 2020).

The authors of these statements also fail to acknowledge a commentary written by
Joan Kelly (2010) in the jmal Family Court Revienwgarding the Family Bridges program,
the first structured intervention program for severely alienated families:

In the overall development of Family Bridges, its goals and principles, and
particularly the varied anelevant maerials selected for use with parents and
children, thencorporation of relevant social sciemesearch was eviderfurther,

the daily structure and manner of presentation of the Family Britigesshop
were guided by wedistablished evidendsased inguction principles and
incorporated multmedia learning, a positive learning environment, focused lessons
addressing relevant concepts, dedrning materials providing assistance with
Ay (G S3ANI GA 2 yhendst stfiking featdre of thie Family Begl§Vorkshop

was the empirical research foundatiamderlying the specific content of the four
day educational progranThe lessons and materials wdrawn from universally
accepted research in social, cognitive, and child developmental
psychologysociolg@y, and social neuroscieng¢&elly, 2010; p. 83)
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aSNOSNI YSyilAz2ya GKIFEG t! GNBIFHOGYSyGa I NB
GKS 32t R aGFyRINRE F2NI K2g (GKSNI LISdziAO Ay
0l aSR¢ Aa (KN tdaf kallell KaSdonuz&dSconrdiled #ri&ld. This type of
research design takes a sample of people and randomly assigns some of them to a
treatment group, and the rest of them to a group that does not get treatment. Then, their
outcomes are compared.

Mercer claims that PA treatment programs do not meet this standard. In applied
fields such as public health, scientists have long recognized that it is not always ethical or
feasible to conduct randomized controlled trials. For example, if there is Bcienidlence
that a program is effective, it would not be ethical to withhold the treatment from a group
who needs it. The population who needs treatment may also be small in number, and so
getting large enough groups of people to compare would not bebleadust because it is
not practical, feasible, or ethical to use a randomized controlled trial does not mean that
research using other methods is bad.

Other research standards have been developed for use when randomized
controlled trials are problemati For exampleBeelmann and Lutterbac{2021) have
detailed five interrelated steps that are used to create what are considered scientifically
based interventions. Fottdtay intensive interventions for severe PA meet each of these
steps. Considering advances in scientific thinking regarding appropriate standards for
establishing whether an intervention is empirically based or scientifically baSeN,JMS NI2 &
claims about the lack of evidence based PA treatments are unfounded.

Even more concerning are statements made by Bowles, Drew, and Zaccour
regarding how PA should be addressed by the courts:

In cases involving abuse, howeataims of alienatiomust be set asideith the
court focusing on allegations of abuse by one parent and any trauma the family has
endured(Bowles, p. xiii)

Whenever abuse allegations are raised, alienation claims should not be entertained
(Meier 2010, 22€P21). Safety must be the first line of inquivithout the
distractions of claims that the nabusive parents vengefully or pathologically
interfering wih the relationship between the children and the alleged abuser.
(Drew, p. 169)

To make matters worse, even as alienation is defined very bicauttys will go as

FINI LA G2 AYUGSNDSYSASYIF GAZVZELHABSND 2 K&
alienationt &AGdzZd GA2y aOf2aS8¢ G2 LI NBwhink £ | £ A
Lépez 2009, 10; Zaccour 2018, 1100). With the breadth that parental alienation
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theory is taking, one is left to wonder if there is even one custody court case where
afather could not try their luck with an allegation of alienat{@accour, p. 201)

Trial courts are capable of evaluating more than one accusation or claim at a time.
Furthermore, to preferentially determine which claim should take priority before any
SOARSYOS KIFa S@Sy 0SSy LINBaASY(GSR y2dre2yfté Ay
LINE @SY Ayy20Syidos Al LINRPOARSE LI NBydGa oAGK |
of domestic violence, regardless of its reliability or validity, deprives the other party of their
due process rights and ability to present their own perspectitbeotase. The first two
statements are blatantly unconstitutional and unrealistic suggestions and serve to
minimize the seriousness of PA and its impact on children. The alienation of a child is part
of an abusive strategy of a parent to harm the otherepa The child is weaponized and
used against the alienated parent (Harman, Matthewson, et al., 2022; Rowlands, 2023),
alienating parents are the parents most likely to have findings of abuse made against them,
and they often make false allegations of séwagainst the alienated parent to deflect
attention away from their own abusive behavior (Sharples et al., 2023). The statements
made by Mercer and Drew serve to protect abusive parents.

% 002 dz2ND& | NBdzySyid A& | (& tepydhbttriicSefl YLIX S 2
science use to demonstrate that if an issue is acknowledged, it will be the beginning of a
slippery slope of events that will ultimately cause extremely undesirable consequences.

Also, while we cannot read the mind of Zaccour, heramscabout what could transpire

if PA claims are taken seriously causes one to stop and wonder if she is projecting the very
modus operandi of the extreme advocates of the domestic violence movement onto PA
advocates. In other word€hallenging Parentali@nationpreaches that any allegation of
domestic violence and abuse (no matter how farfetched or unsubstantiated it may be)
should be taken so seriously it takes precedence over all other issues, negates due process,
and suspends normative evidentiaryfmcol.

Summary

The authors ofChallenging Parental Alienatiaepresent thatthere is no
empirically based treatment for PA, yet th@wyit research on the existing treatments and
attempt to instill fear into the reader about the potential dangers of these treatments.
Based upon their strawman arguments, the authors likewise propose suggestions about
how the courts should deal with PAicla that compromise due process, minimize the
seriousness of PA on children, and ignore the prevalence or even existence of false abuse
allegations.

40



A Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other InaccuracieS)i Sg
Challenging Parental Alienation: NBwections for Professionals and ParentSaiwsms.stos

Mischaracterizationof Research Studies

The entirety of misrepresentation of the publishextearch on PA and related
fields in this book is too extensive to review thoroughly in this document. We have already
provided a few examples in the previous sections. We will start here with a few more
examples of how research on PA is mischaracteaneldhen move to other related areas
of research (e.g., suggestibility) that have been applied in PA cases.

The work of Rowen & Emery (2018) was consistently misrepresented by chapter
authors, as illustrated by the quotation below:

The only objective #&S | NOK SEFYAYAYy3 GKS STFFSOG 27
other to the child had found the denigration, rather than turning a child against the
RSYAINI SR LI NBYyildsz Gdz2Nya OKAf RNBY F3lFAyY
9YSNERQA aldyRduslh ORYORAZBYHAZIIRZ NI F2N (K¢
the alienation hypothesisY wl 6 KSNE GKS@& F2dzyR GKI G 6KS
20KSNE A0 A& dzadadftteée | NBOALNROIf o0SKI
Go22YSNI yIaé | 3eésdivdlpdenigiaing paredt [RBweh ahdBxdery
2018).(Meier, pp. 222223)

The study referenced in this quotation did not operationalize PA as other scholars
in the field have doreindeed, the authors equated behaviors of the parent as being an
indication of PA, even though only a small proportion of children ultimately become
alienated from the behaviors of an alienating parent (e.g., see Harman;Eledey et al.,
HAMGPOLD® hyteé mn €2dzy3d | Rdz Ga o2F | &l YLX S 2-
of PA, from which they drew their sweeping conclusions. Based on theidefused by
the authors of the study, the participants in their sample were more likely to be
experiencing loyalty conflicts, which is a very different family conflict than PA. Rowen and
Emery did find that children tended to favor the target of denigratiher than the
RSYAINI GAy3a LI NBYyGod . dzi G§KSANI ARSI 2F GRSy
the other parent) is totally unlike the pervasive criticism, anger, and hatred that are
typically expressed by alienating parents. It makes sasechildren might sympathize
with a parent who is being denigrated but will align with a parent who strongly and
persistently badmouths the targeted parent. Meier is an attorney, not trained as a scientist,
and she lacks the training in research methib@s$ would give her the ability to be critical
2T w24SY 3 9YSNERQA YSUGK2Rao /2yaSldsSyiates
a4 GLINRP2F¢ OGKFG LI NBYyGrf RSYAINrGA2Yy R2Sa
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Although there were many other examples of the misespntation of PA
NE&SINOK 06KSy Al 61 a | Oly26ftSRISR (2 SEA&GO
of the ways one particular source was used by the authors in the book. -Rnewh
OKFLIGSNI SYyGAdGt SR &9 YLIA NR OlSaini, {JdndzRdh&ston, 2 F | £ A
Barbara Fidler, and Nicholas Bala (2016) is cited by many authors in this book. The authors
LISNEAAGSydte daalLlAyéd YR YAANBLINBaSyda adl dSys
own narrative. This tactic is found throughoutithi 6 2 21 6A G K GKS OKI LJi SNJ
on other papers, particularly if the paper was published in the last 20 years when PA
research began to take a turn towards solid, empirical contributions to the field. For the
most part, the authors ignore this woilkut when they do acknowledge it, they consistently
and deliberately misrepresent it. Below is an example of how this is done by chapter
authors Milchman and Meier:

Quotationfrom Mercer/Drew Book Informationfrom Saini Et Al.

There is no scientific evidence that | While Saini et al. discuss anecdo
proposed factors can validly ident evidence, they do not refer to th
alienated children and distinguishthe S @A RSy OS | a af | NB
from abused children. The evider
cited to support them is large
anecdotal (Saini et al. 2016
(Milchman, pp. 122123)

Saini et al., while forthrighty anCA NR G > G K S the@ (i$ (nd
admirably acknowledging that there| legitimate scientific evidence or supp
no legitimate scientific evidence |F2 NJ (0 KS I £ A Syis (a
support for the alienation premis| misrepresentation of the Saini et

nonetheless assert that there is a bro| chapter. The emphasis of the chapte

consensus among foreng that further research needs to be doi
psychologists about what constity with stricter standards. Additionall
G LI NBy Gl f I £ A Sy| Meier provided the wrong page numb
6at! . a¢03> g KAOK |forthe quotation; she cited page 43
KI NY | OKAf RQ& which is one of th reference pages.
other parent (Saini et al. 2016, 43

(Meier, p. 22)
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¢ KS alkvys NB GA Sy
importantly, although the majority ¢
researchers purport to exclude frg
their studies cases where abuse of
child had occurred, few have report
working definitions of child abuse a
systematic metbds for excluding ther
FTNBY UGKSANI al YL
431)(Meier, p. 224)

The page number given for the alleg
guotation was for a different chapter
the book written by a different autho
The correct location for the quotatic
from Sainiet al. is pages 4t418.
However, the original text in Saini et
R2Sa y2i KFEgS
AYLRZNIFYGE & oé

In fact, several of the studies th
reviewed found that, even where o
parent was identified as engaging
WLI NBy (I f Ff AR |
other purportedly alienated parent w
GY2NB LINRYyS (2 I
OKAft R oO{ L AY A(Meei
p. 224)

We could not find the quoted stateme|
in the Saini et al. chapter. The pg
number given for the alleged quotati
was fa a different chapter in the bog
written by a different author.

a2NBE2OSNE { I AYyA
O2y Of dzZRSR GKIF G a
empirical evidence that children w
resist or refuse contact with one of th
parents are universally emotiona
disturbed or necessarily at risk for lel
term negative dzi O2 YS & X ¢
any longterm effects of alienatio
GAyO2y Of dza A @S¢ ¢
437).(Meier, p. 226)

We could not find the quoted stateme|
in the Saini et al. chapter. The pe
number given for the alleged quotatic
was for a differenthapter in the bool
written by a different author.

The authors of the chapters irChallenging Parental Alienatiomlso
mischaracterized research on sexual abuse allegations and suggestibility in the context of
PA cases. For example,

Ever since Richard Gardner proposed the Parental Alienation Syndrome to explain a
OKAf RQa NB2SOGA 2y vihén child selualabysé is dllggedR A &2 NO
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same eight factors have been used to identify alienated children (Gardner 1986).
(Milchman, p. 107)

Alienation thinking relies heavily on suggestibility research to give plausibility to
their argumentthat children, especially young ones, can be led by their favored
parents to make false sexual abuse allegations (Barden 2013, Campbell 2013,
Lorandos 2013). However, the research they cite to support this argument largely
consists of experimental studies in which the suggestions are markedly different
from abuse suggestions. They range from neutral to mildly upsetting but are never
traumatic. This research has been strongly criticized on the grounds that getting
children to accept false information about trivial details that are inconsequential for
their lives has little bearing on getting them to accept suggestions that they have
been sexuallgssaulted by a loved parent (Eisen, Quas, and Goodman 2002, Eisen,
Goodman, Quin, Davis, and Crayton 2007, Malloy and Quas @ab&man, p.

125)

LT adaA3SadAoAftAde o0& AYYSRALFGS FlLYAfe gSI
official interviewers, then the youngest childgevho have consistently been found

to be more suggestible than older ones in experimental stughesuld have made
moreallegations in their followp interviews than did the older childrétowever,

Pipe et al. (2007) did not find age differences in the rate of allegations made in
follow-up interviews. In all age groups¢@lyears, 8 years, §13 years), the same

propotion of children who first disclosed to immediate family members also

disclosed to official interviewers (68%) (89, T. 5.5). The finding that younger and
purportedly more suggestible children did not make any more abuse disclosures in
follow-up interviewghan did older and purportedly less suggestible chikdises

doubt that suggestions made by immediate family members were responsible for

G§KS OKAf RNBYQa & dzo@&linuzs y.426) 6dz4S RA & Of 2 & dz2N

These quotations from Milchman are misleadingnamerous counts. First, the
author has equated allegations of abuse with PA, when less than half of cases where PA
occurs involve any allegations of abuse whatsoever (Harman & Lorandos, 2021; Harman,
Giancarlo, et al., 2023). The quotation also falselyiesphat being more suggestible
YF1Sa F LISNBE2Y YIFI1S aY2NB¢ FfttSaArdazyasd {dAaA3
necessarily the volume of false reports. Furthermore, suggestibility research shares some
variance with the false allegations stemmifrom PA, but it is imperfect on its own to
explain the pressures involved with the alienation of children by a parent and why false
allegations are made. Suggestibility research carefully distinguishes between outcries that
are intentionally false versu RSGFAf & GKFG YIe KFE@S o6SSy a
AYFROGSNISyidGteo G2 F OKAfR® , 2dzy3d OKAf RNBYy |
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adults, but when it comes to coaching a child to make a false statement, young children do
not do this as well aglder children. There are many studies documenting the extent that
mothers can create and mold false and eflemten reports from their children (e.g.,
Principe et al., 2013; 2022; Thomas, 2020).

Several other authors misrepresented the research liteeato support their
arguments. For example, Mercer wrote:

Published work on parental alienatimated cases suggests that the lower limit of

the age range for child avoidant behavior cases is about nine years (and even this
may apply only when older 6ih y3a | NBE Ay GKS LA OGdZNBO
alienationrelated cases involve boys or girls from the preteen years through age 17.
This fact suggests that developmental information from research on infants,
toddlers, and preschoolers is not particyladeful for understanding child avoidant
behavior, unless there is in a specific case, some reason to think that earlier
developmental events have somehow been the foundation for a current rejection of
a parent. Neverthelesit,has been common for paraihtalienation proponents to

use information about much younger children as a rationale for their argurtients.
has been less commam fact quite rardfor such authors to reference
developmental phenomena that are likely to belong to the ages afhildren
involved in parental alienatioelated casegMercer, p. 176)

There are several problems regarding age of children in these statements. First,
Mercer provides no empirical research on PA to support the statement that the lower limit
for childavoidance behaviors is 9 years old. Indeed, age differences have not been found
in the research literature (see Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022). The statement also falsely
equates child avoidant behavior with PA when the latter is just one of severabfarhilsl
parental resistance. By using this false equivalency, Mercer creates a strawman argument:
aKS OKlFy3aSa (KS RSTAYAGAZ2Y 2F t! FyYyR (KSyY
I RR dzL @6KSyYy AdG Aa | LILIX A SR aré Bot aivdtdcianyP\g RS T
scholar who would suggest that the developmental history of a child prior to their preteen
years is unimportant to understanding PA. A complete developmental history of child and
parent is required in all forensic clinical intervieas a part of any custody evaluation,
regardless of whether PA is at issue or not. Mercer also presents strong anecdotal and
scientifically unsupported opinions regarding the use of abuse allegations in court using
statements from a judge in her forward:

| recognized that when allegations of alienation are raised in cases involving

domestic abusehe allegations were advanced to minimée/ claims of abuse.
(Bowles, p. xiii)
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Typically, judges will find that when alienation claims are raised in casksnig
abusethe claim is a manipulative tool of the abuseing used to deflect attention
from their abusive behavio@owles, pp. x{dKiv)

In less than half of PA cases, claims of domestic violence have been levied against
the alienatedparent (Harman & Lorandos, 2021; Harman, Giancarlo, et al.,. 2088hg
the claims that were investigated or heard in court, only 10% were found to be true or
substantiated. Over 75% of the allegations levied against alienated parents by an alienating
parent were investigated and found to be unsubstantiated or false (Harman, Giancarlo, et
al., 2023). Rowlands et al. (2023) and Sharples et al. (2023) have also found that it is the
alienating parent, not the alienated parent, who is most likely to haveladirof abuse
made against them, and that their false allegations of abuse toward the alienated parent
are a form of legal and administrative aggression (Hines et al., 2015) against them to
maintain power and control over the children. Harman, Manioted,Girubb (2021) also
found that many of the parents who had been alienated from their children in their sample
were the victims of intimate terrorism or coercively controlling violence perpetrated by the
alienating parent. Indeed, Harman, Giancarlo, anttaglies (2023) found that 30% of
abuse allegations were made by an alienating parent against the alienated gideeat
court filing or decision, presumably out of retaliation against the alienated parent. The
guotations cited in this book invert the jgat who is the abuser.

One thing that makes alienating parents different than survivors of domestic abuse
is that they are not typically afraid of their alleged abuser. They instigate, attempt to
KdzYAfAFGSSES FyR OFdzaS 02y e foardofCNalehgiyy . 2 6t S &
Parental Alienatiofllustrates the frustration that some judges experience when victims of
domestic violence frequently do not show up for court and they often retract their
statements. They did this out of fear. Many domestaence advocates argue that
alienating parents are just finding their voice and fighting back, but that is not how trauma
works and it is a gross departure from what you see in the cycle of family violence. The
allegations of PA are not advanced to mimarthe claims of abuse; they are advanced to
provide a legitimate reason for why the alienating parent is lying. The opposite is never
discussed or considered: that domestic violence and child abuse claims are made by some
mothers to distract from legitima allegations of PA. The fact that men are just as likely to
be alienating parents as women (e.g., Harman, LEtdar, et al., 2019) is also never
discussed.

It is up to due process to fetter out whether an allegation is a lie or whether what

Judge Boles noted is true: that these claims are advanced to cover up actual abuse. PA
scientists acknowledge thhoth these positions are possiblet is up to empirically driven
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evaluation techniques, evidence presentation, and the due process of law to determin
which is true. A scientific approach also does not foreclose on an answer before these two
approaches have been exhausted. Zaccour also presents some examples of this
disinformation regarding the use of abuse in PA cases:

Because of its emphasis tailse allegations of violence, the parental alienation

0 St A S ¥ deters thell&af system from investigating repoftdi-treatment or

sexual abuse on behalf of the noncustodial parent as it tends to automatically

Of FaaAa¥F¥e | ffS3FGA2ya -RaceroFOLS BRZaccaur, f. SY Sy
204)

My study of Quebec appellate decisions on parental alienatiors sheiveven

when there is a history of domestic violence in a file, often appellate courts make no
mention of it (Zaccour 2020, 319). Therefore, the propogjtmt even shared by

all parental alienation proponentsthat the parental alienation framewordoes

not apply to circumstances of domestic violence solves noffihgy.current

AAIYATFAOIYOS 2F LINBydGrt FEASYylFLdGA2y GKS

of discrediting claims of abuse 6 a S A S NJ(Zagtourn [ 20B)H M 0 @

Zaccour also akes sweeping misstatements about the state of research on child
custody and parenting time:

] 2dzNI & yR SOFtdd G2NBR 2F6Sy laadzys GKI

frequent contacts with both parents. As seen in the introduction, such agsusnpt
may be embedded in legislation directing courts to allocate as much time as possible
GAOUK SIFOK LINBYyG:E YR G2 O2yaARSNI SI OK
the other parentYet as a review of the social science literature concluues, t
research. suggests that children do not necessarily benefit from greater contact with
their noncustodial parent; rather it is the type of parenting the nonstodial

parent engages in, not the amount of time that parent spends with the children,
that is most significanfThe research also] indicates that children do not fare better
postdivorce in joint custody arrangements than they do in sole custody, and some
childreng including those in high conflict familiemay fare wors€Shaffer, 2007,

287) (Zaccour, p. 195)

% O O atdiddarits about custodial arrangements and child outcomes are not
supported with any empirical evidernceéhe Shaffer (2007) reference is an opinion about
shared parenting research published in a law journal, and she omits to mention the
significant amounof scientific research on the loitgrm benefits of shared parenting on
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children,even when there is parental conflisee Nielsen, 2018, for a review of 60 studies
documenting this effect)

Summary

The authors ofChallenging Parental Alienatiamischaracterize and misrepresent
the existing research about PA, makethful inductiongi.e., ignoring relevant evidence
when coming to a conclusion), aimdply nefarious intento PA researchers, all of which
are science denial techniques. It is therefore difficult to give any credibility to the claims
that the authors make in this book about PA research. The extent of the distortions that
the authors make about PA research sgijghat the authors are either incompetent in
their ability to access and evaluate research (most of the authors are not scientists, or if
they are, they do not conduct research of their own) or are ignorant about the topic that
they profess expertise iAlternatively, while we cannot read the minds of the authors, it
is easy to conclude that the authors are willfully misrepresenting the research about PA to
promote their own agendas. In either case, the blatant mischaracterization about the
status of PAesearch is another reason th@hallenging Parental Alienatioeeds to be
withdrawn from publication.
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Misuseof Case Studie$hat Contain Hyperboland Are Intended
to Elicit Feaand Undermine Legal Institutions

Case studies are typically used by scholars to educate through the use of a
prototype, which is then supported by multiple streams of data and discussion with
citations to empirical research (e.g., Alpi & Evans, 2019). The authors of the chapters of this
book do not use case studies in this whlye case studies and anecdotes that appear in
the book provide no context, are nonsensical, hyperbolic, nonspecific, insinuating,
misleading, and unethica#. KS I dzi K2NBRQ dzaS 2F OFaS addzRAS
they repeatedly fail to cite empirical evidence to contextualize the case and demonstrate
its representativeness. Custody litigation is generally confidential to protect the privacy of
families. It is not possible to fact check the case studies in the book to know if they are real,
which allows the authors to twist the facts of cases to support their opinions. Even if a case
study actually happened, the case is presented by the author to ealihair argument,
not presented as an evemanded example of how one should approach a case.

To illustrate how this was done throughout the book, Chapter 1 begins with several
anecdotes written by Mercer and Drew, the first being:

Allie was 17 and M&x 14 when they stated their strong preferences for living
with their father and limiting their contacts with their mother and her
boyfriend. The parents hdéen divorced for years and had managed to parent
the girls successfullgut thepresence ofthe boyfriend was a problem for the
two girls and when they stated thifieir mother accused their father of having
al t A Sghemif®mR her by manipulatintpeir beliefsand emotions After
somelitigation, a family court judge agreed that tmsust havehappenedand
orderedAllieand Merleto betakento anotherstateto receive treatment for
their attitudes. The girls were taken in handcuffs from the courtroom.
SulsequentlyAlliepetitionedfor emancipatiorandreceivedt. Merlenowlives

in adifferent state withher motherand the boyfriendand doesnot seeher
father or Allie.(Mercer & Drew, p. 1)

The basic premise of this exampléat two girls would be unhappy with their
Y2UKSNDa vy & comanTARkedysiepparent figure can be a difficult
adjustment for some children, particularly teenagers. There is no reason to use quotation
marks for tle word alienated.Either it is factually correct that the mother accused the
father of having alienated the girls or she did not. Quoting a fact of record implies either
GKS 62NR alftASYylLiA2yé Aa aSNOSN I yRrisNBgQa
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a passive aggressive attempt to influence the reader to believe that the term is not
legitimate. Interestingly, this brief description does not describe either parental alienating
behaviors or outcomasthere is no way, from the information provided,know or verify
whether this was, in fact, a case of PA.

9gSY Y2NB YAAfSIRAY3I A& aSNOSN YR 5NBgC
handcuffs from the courtroom. There is no scenario in whieladd 14yearold children
would be handcuffed in a familaw court room. If a person poses a threat to themselves
or others, they may be temporarily restrained. Without any context or specific details, the
reader is left to believe the judge randomly and unlawfully detained the children. The
authors also minimze the damage that PA causes to children that would warrant a transfer
of custody in the first place.

Mercer and Drew do not describe their stories as case studies, instead referring to
them as anecdotes. They conveniently unify these stories by d¢saribiil KSY lada & KIF NJR
focus on a single idea, that children who reject contact with one parent are likely to have
RSOSt21LISR + ySAFLGABS FiGAGdzRS G26F NR GKFG LI
2 NJ dzy O2 y & O andl ten go on iostate/ i this is the definition for PA. Despite
the fact that this is not the definition of PA, none of their anecdotes provides enough
information for the reader to know whether the negative attitudes the children held were
I Qldzl £ £ & 65Ol dzasSntedtibnalioikuScorBdoisadtidns.ISudiBnfoiimAtion
is conveniently left out of their anecdotes altogether.

More disturbing is the fact that the anecdotes told throughout the book are
completely devoid of relevant facts that would have provided thes baswhether PA had
200d2NNBR® a! FUSNI a2YS tAGAILGA2yée Aa it (K¢
decision in the Mercer and Drew anecdote. The litigation is where all the evidence is
LINSASYGSR YR LINRPGARSAE (IWitBoutdldgubi,at is Théodd ( KS 2 dzF
important part of truly understanding this story, yet it has been completely omitted.

CdZNII KSNXY2NB>X FrFYAfe& O2dzNI 2dzRIS& R2 y20 al 3N
a2 A0 A& gNRy3 (2 &AKHGS dKRIAG Yd&ES KdzZRBS K HLIAIER
based on the preponderance of the evidence provided to them, and this is evidence Mercer

and Drew apparently do not want the reader to know about.

The wording inaccuracies throughout the anecdotes are subtle, but meaningful
YR LISNBdZ aA@dS (2 (GKS NBFRSNXY / KAt RNBY | NB
treatment for theirattitudes¢ ¢ KS& | NB 2NRSNBR (2 LI NIAOALI
healthissue and child abuse that was found by a court of law to be interfering with their
best interests. If children were ordered to participate in treatment aimed at addressing
PA in the family system, the girls would not be ordered to participate in this, @t
is implied here. The entire family system would have been ordered to participate.
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Handcuffing was described by other authors in the book to make it appear the
children who participate in PA interventions are doing so only under threat and
unreasoh 6 f S F2NOS® Ly GKS OKFLIISNI gNARGGSY o@
devote 25 pages to stories from young adults alleged to have participated in PA
intervention programs. The stories contain many vague and unverifiable descriptions of
events and contain language (e.¢,2 0 FSStAy3 aalFSz¢ | LI NB:
& ONXE $hhténdicates the childrehave likely been unduly influenced by a parent to
believe things that did not happen, do not have declarative memories of their own, are
intentionally lying, or have thought disordered process&se example in the chapter
reflects the extreme behaviors and cognitive distortions of such individuals:

Atthispoint,lactuallyrefusedto go.ldroppedonthegroundandsaid,a lefuse.

Youcan carry me antdandcuffmed dzi L gAff y20 32 GAf{ A
GKIFId AT L RARYQUO 32 gAGK GKSY lgdkSe 42
up real quick, becaugminishingme | could take, but jailing my father? And
jeopardizingany safehousingl may have when | get out? That was completely
unacceptable to me. After | got upey took us out from the back and put us in

a van and we began driving to the airpéxt.first, we refusedto talk to these

a G NI yI-a3 $2yMfiizd sbptan | had flown fairly frequently, so | was familiar

GAGK GOKS NHz Sa G FANLERNI&aZ FyR FlFYAfA
g KAOK Of I A Y a Ytrafficke® just 2IHTSA andbthey Bilvge P dzH £

Well, I did. 1 told at leastten different TSAagentsthat | was beingkidnapped.

While they wereheckingnyboardingpass, the nearesines | could pull aside, TEN
DIFFERENNGENT®ere told | was being kidnappedONE othem did anything
besideslaugh.L g & G NB Ay 3 { Burelirkway fp getpolicaita ¢ K | |
come in an aport? Make a terroristthreat. So,in the middle ofsecurity, | loudly
announcedd havea bomb in myhoe, | need you wome arresty’ S HBarnett,

WAt SeZX 9 aYFOGKSNAYS>¢é LI cT10O

¢tKA&d AYRAGARIZ t y2i 2yteé OKINIOGSNRIT SR
but then faked having a bomb in order to avoid participating in the court ordered
AYOSNIBSY(iA2yd® ¢KAa au2NB KlFLa 0SSy OAGSR o
handcuffed to force them to participate in the interventionsParental Alienation: An
Evidence Based Approg@®22), McCartan reports the results of her inquiry into this
Of FAYd {KS aidldiSaz aL O2yidl OGSR aam&2yS | &
child was 17 years old and, when traveling through an airport, said they had a bomb, so
GKS FTANLERZNL &aSOdaNAGe KIFYyROddZFFSR GKSY¢ oLl
Challenging Parental Alienatioee such anecdotes to make it appear it weescourt
YR NBdzyAFAOF A2y LINBPIANI Y GKIF G KIYyROdzZFFTFSR
made to airport security about having a bomb in her possession.
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Some of the anecdotal statements in the book may very well have happened
mental health profesionals inevitably make mistakes. Bias, lack of experience, burnout,
and other human factors do impact the work product of forensic evaluators as much as any
other profession. The issue is that when the authors provide anecdotes to support their
statemens, the person who experienced the event is never identified, no context is
provided, and they are stated as fact and norm. Even more concerning, we could find no
instance okempirical researcheing used to support such statements. The consequence is
that the reader is left to accept the statements at face value, without regard to how or
why, which is a strategy intended to instill fear and hostility in the reader and reinforce
mistrust in our legal system. In a few other anecdotes, the authors cite watheofcritics
of PA, or of zealous investigative journalists as their sources to make it appear that the
children who appear in treatment programs for PA are in danger. For example,

Anecdotally, Jn more than one case children subjected to these procedures [total

cut2 TF GKS OKAftRQa O2yil OG oAOGK Ghevw Y20 KSN.
become suicidal and in some cases diedn reaction to court orders to live with

the father they believed abused them (Meier 2009, Z28kcour, p. 207)

Mainstream news media have featurgdung adults who were traumatised as
childrenby the consequences of coartlers that they be removed from home and
transported without explanation (Tabachnik 2017; see ChaptdDdughty &
Drew, p. 33)

These examples and subsequent discussions completely omit mention of the
outcome studies that have been conducted by satsolor the intervention programs that
they allege caused these issues in the children (e.g., Harman, Saunders, et al., 2021; Reay,
2015; Warshak, 2019). When alienating parents fail to follow their treatment protocols and
then resume contact with their ddren who participated in therapeutic programs, the
children are at high risk of regressing back to being alienated. When this happens, the
children, some of whom are then young adults, have reached out to journalists to
mischaracterize and discredit tipgogram that was ordered to repair their relationship
with the alienated parent. Zaccour also cites Meier as proof that children who participate
in these programs become suicidal, but Meier herself provided no empirical evidence for
this statement in hermginal source.

Meier also describes a few cases that had very little information to validate their
veracity:

Scholars including this author have described myriad ways that parental alienation
labelling has been used in specific cases to deny or sidestep credible evidence of
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abuse, with grave consequences (Silberg and Dallam 2019; Meier 2010T®@20).
examplessffice here! 02 dzL S RA@G2NOS&a FFGSNI I YI NN
ASOSNB | 0dzaS¢ 6Fa F2dzyR o6& (s therddzNI 0 @
year2 f R OKAf R I O0dzaSa KSNI F-o deik ®NJ RIPR EXHAVE A
OOKATf RNA O ANK | B2 / KATt RNBYyQa |1 2aLRA0GFE |y
iKS OKAfRQa GKSNILMA&GE adaAaLISOG &aSEdZ ¢
protection for the child. After a civil trial, including an opinion by a forensic evaluator

that parental ali@mation may be at work, the court concludes that the child is
FFEONROFGAY3I (GKS&S |ffS3AFdA2yas LI2aaArot e
Y20KSNR&a RA&GEATSE F2NJ KSNI FIFOKSNY ||'S FA
visits to continue; but isreversed on appeal (C.W. v E.F., 928 A.2d 655 (2007)).
(Meier, p. 219)

In this poignant quotation, there are very few details about the cases other than a
reference to one caséifps://bit.ly/3R9I8BWX. It is up to the reader to comb through the
forty-page appellate decision to draw their own conclusiahsdges and forensic
evaluators are human and can err, sometimes significantly. A hantful afecisions are
y20 AYRAOFIGAGS 2F | YlIaairodsS Y20SYSyad 27F t
lodzaSed .S GKIG a AdG YFes Ad Ada RAFTFAOLA O
since it does not appear that either the trial coartappellate court could definitively
discern whether the abuse or alienation allegations were actually true in the case she cited.
Harman & Lorandos (2021) and Harman, Giancarlo, et al., (2023) also failed to find support
F2N) aSASNDa Ofad Sk YT Fto!2 deif (GKBlF Gym2ydd Ay Tl YA
in some of her other publications (e.g., Meier, 2019), so it is difficult to trust her
interpretation of this particular case.

Meier also provides Silberg and Dallam (2@K9a citation in her apiation. The
reliability of this source is questionable. Silberg is an ardent advocate against PA and has a
record of inflating claims under testimony to advance her cause (Lorandos, 2020a). The
Silberg and Dallam study, which was published in the lowldignal of Child Custqdy
reports on 27 cases where US trial court decisions that did not acknowledge abuse were
overturned. Given the number of trial court decisions made each year, and human error
and biases always being a factor, 27 cases (if therpmetation of the cases can be
GNYzZAGSRUO Aa y20 'y AYRAOFGAZ2Y GKIG GKSNB A
abuse claims by claiming to be alienated. False allegations of all forms of abuse are
common in higkconflict family law cases (e.d¢darman, Giancarlo, et al., 2023). The
solution to this problem is not to totally discredit one type of claim, but to implement
proper training and forensic techniques to differentiate between all types of false and
legitimate allegations.

53


https://bit.ly/3R9i8WX

¢ Misuse of Case Studies That Contain Hyperbole and
A« Are Intended to Elicit Fear and Undermine Legal Institutions

Meier also quats herself (2010), in an article where she quoted a case study from
the 2005 boolErom Madness to Mutiny: Why Mothers Are Running from the Family Courts
¢ And What Can Be Done aboublt2 b Sdza 0 SAY YR [ SAKSNXP aSASND
disturbing. Kst, this book was not peeeviewed. Also, Neustein herself had made
NBLISFISR YR daallSOA2dza¢é | o6dzasS FEfSIALaA2ya Iy
care. Finally, Lesher (the-todzii K2 N ¢+ a bSdzaliSAyQa FdidGd2NySe
suspendedrbm 1998 through 2005. These facts, taken separately or together, certainly
OFtf Ayidz2 ljdzSaldAzy GKS ¢gSAIKEG 2F GKS &2dz2NOSC

Mercer uses a similar strategy as Meier by describing cases that sakebasdly
encountered, and prades no details from which to verify them, and no citations to
support her claims:

d have encountered one or two casesvhich preschool children were said to
display child avoidant behavior and to have avoided one parent because of the
actions of the other parent.believe this is rare in the United States but may be
more common in other countrieBublished work on pantal alienatiorrelated

cases suggests that the lower limit of the age range for child avoidant behavior
cases is about nine years (and even this may apply only when older siblings are in
the picture). The upper limit is normally the 18th birthday, aftéch the young
person is no longer a minor.

(Mercer, p. 176)

¢KS NBFRSNI 2F GKAA ljdz2aGFGA2Yy Aa adzZll2iaSR
RSAONALIIAGS aOlFasSé¢ adGddzZRASA:I &SG aSNOSN 0| VY
one or two cases. She KSy aaSNIia KSNJ aoStASTFe GKI 0 K

behavior is rare in the US but might be more common in other countries. No details are
provided for the basis of her belief about the US or why she thinks the situation might be
different in oK SNJ O2dzy i NA Sa ® a S NIbfisNdd wdrkach pdreatd S NI a
alienationrelated cases suggests that the lower limit of the age range for child avoidant
behavior cases is about nineysals { KS R2Sa y20 NBFSNBYyOS gKI
and weare not aware of any research that suggests there are age limits on this behavior.

Summary

The authors o€hallenging Parental Alienatioonsistentlymisuse case studies and
inject hyperbole into the cases in order to elicit fear and undermine our legal institutions.
The authors often fail to provide context and sources for the cases, and it is therefore not
possible for the reader to validate the facts of the cases. The authors also take the liberty
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to interpret the cases to their benefit by omitting important information about the cases
and distorting details. Likewise, the veracity of these anecdoteesiguable based on

the problematic nature of some of the sources that the authors use. The anecdotal
evidence that this book relates is typical of the techniques that deniers of scierice use
they rely on personal experience or isolated examples insteagbuwid arguments
supported by empirical evidence.
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Useof Extreme Overstatementand Distorted Facts

The chapter authors ofChallenging Parental Alienaticso use numerous
strategies to distort the scientific evidence or truth. One way that thigiaas is through
exaggeration. For most readers of this book, this style may be very misleading. For example:

This means thav2a G AT y2G | ff | belS ik falgdyy G RA
speculativeand could be masking legitimate, justifiable estrangemdrim a
destructive parentMeier, p. 225)

The recent statements of the APSAC, mentioned earlier, make it clear that a major
organization rejects the parental alienation belief system and warns against its use
in child custody decisianaking thus showng that such beliefs are not generally
accepted in relevant professional fielfi$ercer & Drew, p. 16)

Although some of the authors of parental alienation treatments have described

LI NBy Gl f It ASyl (Athefeidna definifion githihelitetature | 6 dza S .
beyond theoretical descriptions to support this point of vigwane, Champion, &

Hupp, p. 153)

aSASNI Of F AYaX gAlGK2dzi Fye adzZJdR2NI:E GKIF G
just speculative, and the other authors clauthout any supporting citation that PA is not
accepted by professional fields. ThAenerican Professional Society on the Abuse of
Children (APSAC) is an advocacy organization that does not have the ability or expertise to
determine what is generally acceptin professional fields, nor does it speak on behalf of
20KSNJ LINPFSaaAazylt FAStRao LO Aa Gaz20Ftte A
I OOSLIISR Ay NBtSOIyld LINRPTFSaarzylf FASEt RaDE
theory has bem accepted by the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry,
the Association of Family and Conciliation Courts, the American Academy of Matrimonial
Lawyers, and the American Academy of Pediatrics; and has been discussed in numerous
textbooks andencyclopedias intended for professional audiences. A joint statement
published in August 2022 by the Association of Family and Conciliation Courts and the
National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges explicitly states that legal and mental
healthprofessionals should consider all factors that may contribute to patelat contact
LINPOEf SYaz AyOfdzZRAY3I aLINBydlFt FEASYlFGAy3a o
responseto higfo2 y ¥t A OG0 LI NByidAy3dé o! C// 3 bl WC/ I

In a study examiningonsensus of terminology about PA, custody evaluators who
were recruited from the American Academy of Custody Evaluators (PACE) reported very
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high agreement with terminology aboBAand the behaviors that cause it (Bernet, Baker,

et al., 2021). Numerous portant studies and research reviews about PA have been
published in top psychology journals. PA as a concept has acceptance across many
professional and scientific organizations. APSAC as an organization haskPdjeetzaise

their leadership consistd ohild advocates who view PA as an impediment to their efforts.

The authors of the chapters also use language to incite fear (as with the anecdotal

examples in the previous section), and they often tied their statements to conspiracy
theories related tgender biased beliefs about violence. For example:

58

hy GKA&a NBFIRAY3IZ (GKS O02yOSLIi 2F GKS WIf A3
powerful symbolism often used by conservative and religious groups of endangered
childhood, under threat whesociety abandons its traditional valug®oughty &

Drew, p. 25)

{AYOS UGKSANI AYy@SyluAaz2ys (GKS aGLI NByidalt |fAS
belief systems have enjoyed increased recognition by the legal dgsthenpoint

of becoming asignlil yd GKNBIFG G2 62YSyQad |yR OKAfR
(Zaccout pp. 19@191)

Parental alienation ideology seems particuladegful for attacking the parental

capacity of good mother#:the mother were violent or negligent, the father would

not need the parental alienaticmrgument to obtain custody of the child. Parental

It ASYlFrGA2y 0StASTA (KdzA adzLILR NI FF GKSNARQ
Y20KSNBE Fa AylIRSIldzad G§S® wStAlIyOS 2y GKS Ol
parentald A Syl A2y o06StAST aeadasSy Aa it GKS Yz
resulted in thetotal estrangement of the child from the mother in the name of

[parental alienation syndrome] prevention 6 a S A S NJ(Zagcourpz 198)n o 0 @

In other wordsgourts are preventing children from seeing their mothers under the
pretext that children need both pareh{gaccour, p. 196)

PAS differed from earlier observations on alignment or alliance because Gardner
argued, in florid language, that children who rejected parent during or after
divorce had been coerced into doing so by the other parent, and consequently the
child suffered from a syndrome exhibited by a combination of behaviours by the
preferred parent and the child.anguage in Cold War propaganda abou
brainwashing and mind control in communist regimes that had caught the public
imagination in the 1950s was appropriated to enliven his idea that some mothers
induced false memories and beliefs in their child@rsughty & Drew, p. 26)
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These quotations illustrate the use of fear tactics and distortions of fact. There is
Y2 SYLANROIFf adzLLI2NIG F2N) GKS Of FAY (KIFG (K¢
NI NBfe Ay@d2t @dSa a@Az2fSyidé 2N SaSvihtheidéaat A ISy
that fathers must be fabricating their alienation from their children. This gendered
depiction of the problem is also not supported in the empirical data: mothers and fathers
are just as likely to be the targets of parental alienating ehsand to be alienated from
their children (see Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022, for a review of this research). The
language used by the authors across the entire book sugBéstssome kind of anti
feminist conspiracy. Yet, there is no data to supfiost conspiracy theory other than the
opinions of the authors.

Bl 002 dzZN &  statgrientsa cBripfeteln distort the intent of fwontact
orders used by legal and administrative systems to protect children from abusive parents.
No-contact orders are made when it is determined the child is being seriously harmed by
the abusive behaviord a parent, psychologically or physically. Such orders, whether they
are made by Child Protection Services or courts, contain a therapeutic plan to help the
abusive parent (whether mother or father) stop their abusive and harmful behavior so the
child hasthe benefit of a relationship with both parents when they are healthy. The
depiction of these orders as being a strategy to take children away from mothers
indefinitely (who presumably are never abusive) is a gross mischaracterization of the
intervention and serves to strike false fear and feelings of injustice in the reader.

The use of exaggeration is also evident in a statement made in the forward of the
book:

| came to recognize, as well, thrabst lawyers and judges are not sufficiently
educatedon ntimate partner abuse and how those dynamics play out in court.
(Bowles, p. xjii

This statement made by Bowles is just a subjective opinion. While there is variability
in educational requirements of the judiciary across states, most states require judges to
receive continuing education on topics related to their field of practiceydimg training
2y R2YSa0A0 GA2tSyOSe LG A& y20 Of SINJ gKI G
IAPSY GKS 0221 Qa Fihcludivazypproadhzo uhdedtand@ng domesticA Sy R ¢
violence, it is likely that any training that does not ®@xclusively on gendbased
violence would be considered insufficient by her.

Most lawyers and judges are not experts on domestic violence (or any other mental

health issue for that matter), but this is one of the many reasons that forensic experts are
used in complex litigation. No professional can be an expert on all issues, and the courts
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often rely on subject matter experts whose testimony assists in understanding the trier of
fact. Such experts are often required to take ongoing domestic viol&asses in order to
continue to conduct custody evaluations in their jurisdictions, and many are academics
who publish peereviewed, scientific research that can help inform decisions.

In addition, Mercer and Drew also distort and exaggerate argumerts maPA
advocates:

Parental alienation advocates argue tiaathild who disagrees with all or part of a
parenting plan is mentally ithat the mental illness was caused by inappropriate
parental influence, and that the preferred parent is thus byitiefira child abuser

and should not have contact with the child. If this argument is accepted by the court,
the preferred parent is labeled as abusareevent that may have the most serious
repercussions socially and professionally, especially if thearpdeparent works

with families or children in any capacitylercer & Drew, p. 7)

PA scholars have never argued that a child who disagrees with a part of a parenting
LX Iy Aa aYSydalrfte AffZé y2NI Ada GKSNBE SOARSY
pervasively used in alienation cases. In cases where a finding of child qgggehabuse
is made, by either the court or other institutions such as Child Protection Services, this
could potentially affect the abusive parent in the way alleged by Mercer and Drew, but
such a finding would not be made without a close examinationeoévidence. The label
is not assigned to a parent haphazardly, as implied in the statement.

Other authors inChallenging Parental Alienatiaiso distorted research and
writings of PA scholars. For example,

Unfortunately, this theoretical complexityn® generally carried over into practice
where evaluators tend to be overly ready to identify alienatidtarshak 2020).
(Milchman, pp. 103108)

This example represents a gross misrepresentation of what Warshak (2020) wrote.
Milchman cites Warshak red@A y3 S @I f dz G 2NE 0SAy3a a2@OSNI & NJ
failed to address the larger point made by Warshak, in that it is only those providers who
are not educated or up to date on the scientific literature that are more likely to make such
mistakesln addition, there are many professionals who fail to recognize PA when all of the

signs are evident.
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Exaggerated and inflammatory language was used in conjunction with conspiracy
theories to incite fear in the reader by numerous authors. Several authors also used the
slippery slope science denial tactic again here. Here are just a few additional exhatples
reflect a strong gender bias regarding family violence:

As this chronology of parental alienation in the United States sthewe,was a

close association and interdependernmdween the courts and mental health
professionals who found alienatioocarring in separated families. Courts needed
psychologists to identify the problem and recommend a solution; psychologists
needed courts to identify the families that they could then diagnose and/or treat. In
other words,parental alienation did not existutside court proceedisg and
perhaps not far beyond wealthy divorcing couples and their chil@euaghty &
Drew, p. 32)

Within the paradigm of shared custodyach parent is equally important and

equally responsible for the childo matter who was th@rimary caregiver while

the parents resided together. The parental alienation belief system has thus greatly
benefitted from theempirically dubious idea K & FlF G KSNEQ Ay d2f @
increased and that children benefit from frequent and regulatacbmvith both

parents (Meier 2009, 244; see also Shaffer 2007), an idea that has gained in traction
because of its seemingly egalitarian qually: G KSNE Q NAIKG& INRdzL
the parental alienation vocabulary and managed to convey in populandistbhe

myth that fathers are the underdogs in custody litigatiod that this is a grave

injustice to be redresse@accour, p. 194)

Parental alienation ideologgeems particularly useful for attacking the parental
capacity of good motherg:the moter were violent or negligent, the father would

not need the parental alienation argument to obtain custody of the child. Parental

It ASYlFrGA2y 0StASTA (Kdza adzZlllR2 NI Tl 0§ KSNA&
mothers as inadequateParental alienaiy 06Sft AS¥a (Kdza & dzLJLJR
LINEPFSaarzylfaQ FGdSYLGa G2Zatshuh g.@® O NR y 3

One concern of parental alienation critics is gender bias: even though proponents
sometimes use gendeeutral language, in practic#,is mothers who are most
often accused of alienatiofZaccourp. 201)

We have seen that alienation ideology has planted deep roots in legal systems

across Europe and America, causing a plethora of problenuttiny mothers
and children at risKZaccour, p. 211)
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Aside from characterizing fathers as being part of a conspiracy to take custody away
from mothers, Zaccour provides no evidence for her opinions about the risks that mothers
and children face, or that mothers are accused of PA more dtlaer§. Her statement also
completely overlooks research by numerous scientists that there are not gender
differences in the perpetration of PA (e.g., Harman, L-Et¢er, et al., 2019).

There were also many examples of exaggerated false claims mauedythors.
For example:

Lawyersand psychologistsarely put together caseshallenging parental
alienationbasedclaimsbasedon their generalacceptancean thefield (the Frye
standard)or the acceptability of the scientifconcepts (the Daubert Standard).
(Mercer, pp. 1§16)

When admitting scientific evidence in the judicial system, the most common
admissibility standard in the United States is Deubertthreshold test, which asks
several key questions to help determine if the proffered evidence is reliable and relevant
to the case, as well as how much the court can rely on the evidence to assist in its decision.
aSNOSNRa dzyadzLJl2NILGSR aidGlkadSYSy(d /Oxubdth Sa GKI
standards, and flatly ignores the fact that in almost 1,200 trial and appellate records i
GKS ! yYAGSR {GFGSa 0SG46SSYy mpyp YR HamyZI G(GKSE
G2 GKS LINBPBOSSRAY3Iasx LINRBOFGAGS 2F AYLRNII Y
FRYA&aAo0fST YR ¢g2NIKe 2F RAaOdzaaAiAz2yé O6[ 2Nl Y

Therewere also many other false and exaggerated statements made by authors
in the book

Finally we reflecton theunderlyingreasonghat the concepof parentalalienation
has survivedn both jurisdictionsdespiteits poor fit as an essentiallyNorth
Americanconcept.(Doughty & Rathus, p. 40)

TheCafcass (Englanduidance is heavikgliant onbookspublishednthe UShy
Amy Baker,whichare unhelpfulin pranoting the diagnosis of a condition for
whichthere is no curgDoughty & Rathus, p. 57)

The Psychology and Law Division of the AmeRsgchological Association
dates only to 1980, arfdrensic psychology was recogniaed specialtywithin
the field of psychologyonly in 2001 (Varelaand Conroy2012,411).(Erickson, p.
92)
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Research on PA has been published in 10 languages using samples from 32
countries across 6 continents (see Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022). The authors of the first
statement omit this research to mislead the reader into thinking PA is only something
appli@able in North America. The authors also provide no support for their statement that
Cafcass relies on the books written by Dr. Amy Baker, and falsely claim that there is no
GOdzNB¢ F2NJ t! & / NBFGAY3 t! Ay | OmeleflisR Aa |
also no cure for child abus@.N&X O1 a2y Qa adl G4dSYSyid Aa faz2 Ay
recognizing forensic psychology as a field in 2001, forensic psychology practice dates back
almost a century. In fact, one half of APA divisions were doleledeen 1960 and 2007
FYR GKAa R2Sa y2d4 YSIy GKFG G0KS FTASERa 27
recognized them formally as a division
(APANttps://lwww.apa.org/about/apa/archives/agaistory).

Summary

A common technique that deniers of science employ is hasty generalizations. Out
of a rush to have a conclusion, the arguer stereotypes, exaggerates, or overstates without
sufficient evidence to support their statements. In the caseCloéllenging Parental
Alienation the generalizations seem to be made very hastily. There is a recurrent theme
among the authors to exaggerate, overstate, distort facts, and use inflammatory language
to incite fear into the reader in regard to gender biases and injusticesaatbadone to
G322R¢ Y2UKSNERO®
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Evidenceby Citationand Outof Date Citations

Rather than cite any of the empirical studies published on PA by scholars from
around the world (Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022), the chapter authdZhafenging
Parental Alienatiortontinuously cite theopinions2 ¥ 2 0 KSNJ t !  ONARGA O& |
support their arguments. For example, rather than reading and citing primary sources (such
as Gardner, 1985), the authors rely on secondary and even tertiary sources (such as other
PA critics) for their information. This has been called a misinformation éemaber
(Tornberg, 2019), when proponents of an ideology rely on their friends and colleagues for
their data. Bernet (2021) has demonstrated how this secondary and tertiary source
material has created the illusion that the statement is true and has beésdviey the
scientific community.

One of the chapter authors, Joan Meier, frequently cites her own misinformation
and opinions as evidence of problems with PA. There are opinion articles published in 2003
and 2017 where Meier misquotes Gardner, and theéesdahese articles in subsequent
2LIAYA2Y Lzt AOFrGA2ya +a AT (GKSasS wnno | yR
A0ASYOS ¢46la dzaASRI oKSy Ad Of SINIeée gla y200
on PA. This evidence by citation is not acdaptan scientific, peereviewed journals,
which is likely why the authors of the book chapters have not published their opinions in
such outlets. Meier is an attorney and advocate, not a scientist, and so her academic
position at a law school would nokdly evaluate her professional success based on
publications in scientific journals as professors in fields of science are.

' y20KSNI SEFYLX S 2F aSASNDRE l[d2iAy3I KSNA
many sources validate her position is found mfiillowing statements:

After years of advocacy by certain proponents for inclusion of the renamed
GLI NByGlrt FTftASYFGA2Y RA&A2NRSNE o\it! 560
was rejected as lacking sufficient scientific sup@rary 2012; Mihman, Geffner
andMeier2020 ® X a2NB20SNE (GKS 6ARSALINBIR RAA
0KS 5{aQa NB@a#yR012;M¢ier 204 3hould préclude reliance on

any alienation expert or construct utilizing the same critévlaier, p. 218)

Meier cites three references for her comments about the DSM, but they are all
actually from one source. The first citation is from Crary (2012). There are some concerning
things about this citation. First, it is from an AP press release. Meier does ntake¢he
release from a major newspaper; rather, she citeskimgsport Times NeWan unknown
Tennessee newspaper).
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More disturbing is the actual content of the article:

NEW YORK (AP)Rebuffing an intensive lobbying campaign, a task force of the
American Psychiatric Association has decided not to list the disputed concept of
parental alienation in the updated version of its catalog of mental disoifiees.

GSNY O2y@dSeada K2g | OKAfRQaA NBflIGA2YAKAL) ¢
by the othelJr NBYy X FyR G4KSNBEQa oNRBIFIR FAaINBSYSyi
context of divorces and chitdstody disputesiowever, debate has raged for years

over whether the phenomenon should be formally classified as a mental health
disorder by the psychiatriassociation as it updates its Diagnostic and Statistical

al ydzZtf 2F aSyidlrf 5Aa2NRSNE F2N 0KS TFANERI
completed until next year, but the decision against classifying parental alienation as

a disorder has been made.
(https://www.timesnews.net/news/locatews/americarpsychiatrieassociation
parentatlalienationis-not-mentatdisorder/article _41d93374bb35230-9803
73e734580aea.htnl

Qrary totally misconstrues the definition of PA in the article. A relationship with an
GSAGNY YyASR LI NBYhGESAZIKEN) WLBBAE2FSReEARA RSTA
parent was already estranged before the other parent poisoned the relationship. This
definition also seems to somehow equate estrangement with alienation, which are not the
same terms. In addition, bessl theKingsport Times Neweging an obscure newspaper,
it only quotes half of the original AP post. Meier could have quoted the AP posEtieom
Washington Timeg(https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/sep/21/psychiatric
groupparentatalienationno-disorderywhich& o6 SGGSNJ 1y26y FyR | faz
whole article where he does mention some of the political motivations involved in the DSM
decision.

aSASNNaE aSO02yR OAlUlFGAZ2Y A& FNRY aAf OKYIlyYyZ

Their objections, along with those of martlgeos who sent letters objecting to
PAS/PAD/PA inclusion were recognized, and the concept of parental alienation in
every form that advocates proposed (i.e., a child mental disorder; a specific
relational problem; a relational problem subtype or speciiierexample as a
shared psychotic disorder; and a diagnosis in need of further study) was rejected for
inclusion in DSMA. The CADWG chairperson even held a press conference to make
the position of the DS committee clear and public (Crary, 2012).
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Thesource of the Milchman et al. citation is the very same AP release from Crary
(2012).

aSASNNa GKANR OAlGFGA2Y 0aSASNIHnAnmMoO A&
advocacy website that often features her written opinions, VAWnet
https://vawnet.org/sites/default/files/materials/files/20189/AR PASUpdate.pdf

Thus, PAS has been rejected multiple times bArtiegican Psychiatric Association

as lacking in scientific basis and therefore not worthy of inclusion in the Diagnostic

and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. The most receatitatampaign by

PAS proponents for inclusion of (thg're Y S RO & tf NN/ {iAf2 Yy 5 A & 2 NF
was flatly rejected by the DS¥committee in 2012 (Crary, 2012).

The source for this citation is again the same AP news release written by Crary
OHAMHUO® ¢KSNBET2NBZ aSASNRA (KNBSindduate R & 2 dz
source.

aSNOSNJ I faz2 Sy3alr3asa Ay SOARSyOS oe& OAll
proposed by PA advocates have been referred to as potentially harmful therapies for
OKAf RNBYy¢ HKSNBE &aKS OAGSR aSNOSdEEmentn mpl |
Gada3asSadAy3a GKFG G €SHad az2vysS awLlsSoda 2F
G2 Ol dzasS Atf STFSOUGAE 0aSNOSNE LI mMoOd aSN
evaluation studies regarding the efficacy or effectivenedseatments for PA. Indeed,
| FNXYFYS {ldzyRSNBEXEX YR ! FAFTA OHNHHOUOCteE2dzy R |
claims of the therapies being harmful or traumatic after evaluating a program for severely
alienated children and their families. Insteadboking at relevant source material, like the
studies that have been conducted on treatment for PA (e.g., Templer et al., 2017), Mercer
instead cites herself as part of a circular feedback loop.

The various chapter authors@hallenging Parental Alienaticite other PA critics
as the bases of their misinformation. For example,

The study showed that mothers were far less likely to be awarded custody when

parental alienation claims countered allegations of mother or child abuse (Meier et
al. 2020, 3)(Drew, p. 169)

Drew quotes Meier (2020), who in that paper quoted her own paper (Meier et al.,
HAaM®pPLE |+ aASO2YyRINE &2dNOS® b2Glofézx GKS
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S Evidence by Citation and Out of Date Citations

replication by other scientists who had their study published in-pmeewed, scientific
journal (e.g., Harman & Lorandos, 2021).

Zaccour provides more examples of this problem, also choosing to cite Meier as her
source:

In fact, it is likely that parental alienation has become so popular exactly because it
provides an alternative explanatiém the difficult realities of domestic and child
violence (Meier 2009, 243Yaccour, p. 205)

This is increasingly so since parental alienation proponents have begun insisting that
alienation can be done unconsciously ead be caused by warm and irveal
parenting(see Meier 2009, 248} accour, p. 195)

Regarding the last statement, no PA scholar has stated that warm, involved
parenting creates PA. Rather, it is the use of coercively controlling, abusive behaviors that
can create PA (see Harman et al., 2018; Harman & Kruk, 2022). Yet, Meier (2008das sta
this misinformation, and it is then cited by ZaccolChallenging Parentdllienation as if
it is empirical support for her statement.

There were also numerous examples of authors relying on outdated citations to
support their arguments, while sirt@aneously omitting advances in research knowledge:

2 KATS aSASNI SO foQa SYLANROFT aiddzRe AGas

abuse allegations, extensive other independent research has fouadielgations
of child abuse, even during cody litigation, have historically considered valig 50

72% of the time (Faller 1998; Thoennes and Tjaden 19905 & (i dzZR& Qa FAY RA \

courts reject such allegations at far higher rates thus indicate that many children
I NB 60SAy3 Llzi isyiMdiel, plB20)a g1 & o6& O2 dzNJ

Ly | O2yGSEG 6KSNB GKSNB A& afAGdEtS SYLAN

interventior &4 dzOK |4 OKFy3IAy3d Odzad2Reé¢ | yR
whether entrenched alienation and total permanent rejection of agiaall parent

haslongl SNY RSt SGSNA2dza STTFSOGa 2y OKAf RNBYyQ:

and Kelly 2001, 313e drastic interventions recommended by parental alienation
GSELISNI&AE Ay O2yiSadSR Odzalihdon adr 353
ack/y 26t SR3IS A (-keitmioutdomes pidHeragedio/vibrk with alienated

OKAf RNBY YR GKSANI LI NBydGae |NB F YIFddSN

(Johnston, Walters, and Friedlander 2001, 3Z8@ccour, p. 20&07)

68



A Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other InaccuracieS)i Sg
Challenging Parental Alienation: NBwections for Professionals and ParentSaiwsms.stos

The Johnston, Walters, anddeliander (2001) article cited by Zaccour is not an
empirical work of science but a theoretical opinion article. The Faller (1998) and Thoennes
and Tjaden (1990) articles are older still, and a number or more recent studies (e.g., Webb
et al., 2021) have len published over the last decade documenting the opposite of what
is argued by Meier. Given the bulk of the research on PA has been published in the last 20
years (40% of what is known having been published since 2016; Harman, Warshak, et al.,
2022), itiresponsible and unethical for such authors to provide outdated citations for their
arguments and completely ignore the contemporary research available to them.

There are many other examples of very old, outdated sources throughout the book:

hyS &aiddzRé AYRAOIFIGSa GKFG oy 2F 62YSyQa
credible report¢Everson & Boat 1989, 23(prew, p. 161)

Carol Bruch also observed in 2001 that courts that considered the admissibility of
parental alienation syndromevidence mostly concluded that the test for scientific
reliability was not met, yet, in the vast majority of cageseems that no one
thought to question the admissibility of expert evide(Brich 2001a, 540).
(Zaccour, p. 199)

Aside from these citation problems, there were large sections of text that provided
no supporting citations at all. For example, page 301 has one large paragraph describing
the work of Dr. Richard Gardner, and not one reference is provided to supportNM@rae
arguments.

Summary

Selectivitys a common tactic that deniers of science rely upon. Selectivity involves
drawing on isolated papers that challenge the dominant consensus or highlighting flaws in
the weakest papers to discredit the entire field. The author€ludllenging Parental
Alierationfrequently engage in selectivity. They also continue to cite outdated sources that
are no longer relevant due to the advancement of PA research since the time of their
original publication. The references and citations used by the authors are iablegel
comprehensive, or accurately used.
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Other Science Denial Techniques

Aside from the primary mis/disinformation themes and science denial tactics (e.qg.,
conspiracy theories, slippery slope, slothful induction, strawman) we have identified so far,
Challenging Parental Alienatioelies upon many other science denial techngjué/e
provide only a few examples here, but these techniques, and more, were used pervasively
throughout the book. Unfortunately, time constraints and the importance of completing
this critique in a timely manner preclude our ability to outline every problive have
identified in the book.

False Consensus

Nonetheless, the leading advocates for treating parental alienation as a mental
KSFf K RAA2NRSNI 6. SNYySiGzZ . 1SN FyR a2NJ
ONRGSNAI F2NIt! { Ayidi2 GKSANI ONAGSNRI F2
thoroughlyexplored by Madelyn Milchman (2019), these criteria are nothing more
OKFYy adzo2SO0ABS AYUGSNLINBGlIGA2ya 2F | OF
toward the other parent, which could just as reflect children and parents seeking to

avoid an abusive atherwise destructive other parent. Moreqwuiie widespread
RAAONBRAGAY3I 2F DFENRYSNIFYR t!{ O6FyR GK¢
2013)should preclude reliance on any alienation expert or construct utilizing the

same criteria(Meier, p. 2B)

The author of this statement makes it appear that many people have discredited
Gardner and PAS, yet her citations are her own opinion article published in 2013 and a
popular press article written by Crary (2012), published for the Associated Press (see
predA2dza aSOGA2Y 2y GA9QOBARSYOS o0& heviawed A2y ¢ 0
publication. As the latter article is an indirect source, it mainly servaefesence dilution
OaK2LIS y202Re OKSO1atdo0d ¢KAA& &théldockSENy o1 a
many references to impress the reader and make them falsely believe there is valid
AOASYOGATAO &adzLLl2NIL |yR O2yaSyadz |Y2y3a 20F¢
GKSNBE FNBE 20KSNJ FdzZi K2NBR ¢K2 tefi@dGab@dtPAA YSR |

There isno single agreedpon definition of parental alienatio\s Jaffe et al.
20aSNUSY GawRBSLISYRAYy3I 2y GKS 1yz2sf SR3I
professionals involved, the term alienation may have different meanings, with
VaNRA F A2y AY RAFIAYy2aAa YR AYUSNBSYyiliA2yE
This lack of consensus is mirrored in the {@2@urts might not distinguish parental
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alienation from parental alienation syndrome, apply inconsistent tests and
definitions, andorder remedies that are no longer recommended by alienation
researchergZaccour, pp. 19200)

5SALIAGS 20SNI Hn 8SINA 2F NBASINOKE ' yR &OK
still lacks a universal clinical or scientific definitimmnston and 8ivan 2020).
(Meier, p. 216217)

There has been remarkable consensus among scholars about terminologies
regarding PA (see Bernet, Baker, et al., 2021; Saini et al., 2016), and the authors failed to
discuss or reference it in their chapters.

Ad Hominem

Numerous authors of chapters i€@hallenging Parental Alienatiamade ad
hominem statements, particularly towards Dr. Richard Gardner. For example, Doughty &
Drew made numerous false statements about him and his work:

It was only when Richa/d Gardner (198%xeated and marketed PAS a means

2T NBFdziAy3d Y20KSNEQ OflAya 2F OKAfR | 06d
Gardner was a psychiatrist and psychoanalyst séifpublished several books

about divorcdrom the 1970s onward. It ppars that he was medically trained and

worked at one time as an army psychiatrist, but he mainly practiced in a private
capacity.There are continuing doubts as to whether he held any academic or

research postsluring his career. For example, a positienskated he held at

Columbia Medical School was a voluntary one and not a profess(shighty &

Drew, p. 26)

2 KSy &aOASyGAaita LlzmftAakK GKSANI NBaSlk NOK |
others. Dissemination is part of the scientiésearch process, and yet the authors of the
above statement use language to imply that Dr. Gardner was attempting to mislead others
by marketing his ideas for his own iniquitous purposes. Dr. Gardner published 21 peer
reviewed papers and research on R#&ps://bit.ly/3Nwk6g, which the authors curiously
omit in their statement, and instead, make it seem that others doubt the credibility of this
work because he had, in the past, griblished some books about PA.

52dAKG& FyR 5NBg Ffaz2 OflAY (GKIG GKSNB |
Ll2adad ¢KSe@ R2 y20 NBFSNBYyOS I|yeé &a2dz2NOS 2N
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grounds for their doubt, and they downplay scientific pap@&s bOl t f Ay3 G KSY al
ddzaA3SadAy3a GKIFIG GKSNB NP GaR2dzoGaé¢ Fo2dzi K
NEFRSNRAE YAYR (0KIFIGd a2YSGKAYy3 Aad GaFAaKeé | ¢
claim in 1999H(ttp://www.fact.on.ca/Info/pas/misperce.htin

The implication of this statement is that | am somehow misrepresenting myself. |
have been on the faculty of the Columbia Medical School since 1968etryears

| did more teaching than | have in recent years, but such reduction in teaching
obligations is common for senior medical school faculty members. More
importantly, people who do significant research and writing generally do far less
teaching. Tld has been my position. When | was promoted to the rank of full
LINEFS&da2N AY mMpyoX L ¢Fa GKS FANERG LISNE:
department to achieve that rank who was primarily in private practice (rather than
full-time faculty). Ihad to satisfy all the same requirements necessary for the
promotion of fultime academics. And this was also true when | was promoted to
the associate professorial rank some years previously.

Another example of an ad hominem is the use of subtlerdtainmatory language
to portray legal and mental health professionals with expertise in PA as being
unprofessional and biased:

Custody ofchildrenis a highstakeschallenge for judges. A misassessment of
custody placementcanresult in serioubarm to children. Incorporating mental
health assessments intbe custody process can give judgageater sense of
certainty when making custody apdrenting time decisions. Relying on other
presumably qualifiegprofessionals injected amppearance of legitimacy to
custody decisions. This is not to say that judgesvingly affirm faulty
recommendationsnade by mental health professionalshut in essence, family
court judgeshave relinquished their decisioraking authority tod y' S dzii NI f & €
who legally should have only a limited role in determining the credibility of the
parties.But parental alienation advocates often assign sinister intentions to
mothers,thusdiscreditinghemotherbeforeshecanhaveanopportunityto fully
presenthercaseo the court.(Mercer & Drew, p. 14)

The authors of the chapters also use inflammatory language to mischaracterize the
g2N] |yR AyidSyirzya 2F 20KSNE® C2NJ SEI YLX S
YeiKé O0LP nyvs FyR 52dza3Kdeé FyR 5NBg éNBTSNI
(Pp.- 32000 YR ALISOATFTAO LINBIANI YA & G0dzaAyS&aa:
cottage industry to make money at the expense of families rather than the programs being
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developed based on evidenbased practices by mental health providers daigid to
helping such families. That the mental health providers are paid for their services does not
mean their intent is to capitalize on the pain of others. Mercer also implies that the
programs are not regulated, which is misleading. The providers@nedd mental health
practitioners, who are regulated through their licensing boards. The programs themselves
do not need to be regulated.

Appeal to Ignorance

There were numerous examples across the book where the awtppesal to the
NEII RSNRA A3Jy2NIyOS 2y |y A&daadzS G2 &adzlll2 NI |
the role of legal professionals in family court proceedings:

The increasing use of mental health professionals had several serious
consequences forcustody litigants, particularly for mothers in abusive
relationshipsLawyersare trainedinvestigatorsandfactfinders.Inthe erawhen

judgesappointedawyersas guardian&dlitemandcustody evaluatorseports
werefocusedon substantiatingassertionsof the parties. Factfinding assisted
the judgesin assessinghe LJI NJicli®sis@henthe judgescouldapplythe

applicablelaw. Recommendationgpically were not withinthe purviewof the

attorneyinvestigatoraunlessthe partiesrequestedthem. (Mercer & Drew, p.
14).

While it is true thasomeattorneys serve as guardians ad litem in family court cases,
they are not trained custody evaluators, and they do not act as investigators or factfinders
when in the role of an attorney representing a client. Rather, they advocate for their
Of A Sy io® d@lo nofbfief bave graduate training in family systems, psychology, or
20KSNJI NSt ISR FAStRaX FyR R2 y20 LXIle& | ySdz
to the ignorance of the reader who may not know the particular training requirements or
role expectations for the legal professional, to make it appear that custody evaluators,
who are mental health professionals trained and appointed to be neutral fact finders for
the court, are not the appropriate people for the task. Indeed, later inaihreegaragraph,
aSNOSNI OFffa KSasS YSyidlrf KSFfOK LINRPFSaarzyl
are not neutral, and inaccurately implies that the attorneys representing the parents are
more neutral by comparison.
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Fake Debate

Fake debates occur when authors present science and pseudoscience in an
adversarial way to give the false impression of an ongoing scientific debate, such as section
Ay (GKS 52dzAKGe& IyR 5NBg OKFLIGSNI GAGE SR ahy
toPABASI NOKSNE a4 GKAIK LINRPFAES | RG20F(GSasé
are in reality projecting their own modus operandi onto the general PA scientific research
community.

Blowfish Fallacy

Blowfish fallacy refers faserfocusing on a tiny methodological aspect of scientific
research, blowing it out of proportion to distract from the bigger picture. One example of
this strategy was made by Meier:

Small studiebave asserted that adults who reported that one parent turned them
F3FAyald GKS 20KSNJ 6KSy GKS& 6SNB | OKA
outcomes, including: lower selteem; depression; manipulative behaviour;
attachment and identity issues; a8 f G A2y aKALI LINPof SYyaé¢ o5
72, citations omitted). But becaudese studies take se#ports at face valuend
areincapable of excluding other possible causes of these outcotnel may not

have been known to the individuals when tiveye childrenii KS& &aR2 y2G 1
OFdzalf NBflIGA2yaKAL 0Sis6SSy | ROSNES 2dz
(Doughty et al. 2020, 72).

(Meier, p. 226)

By using this blowfish strategy, Meier attempts to persuade the reader to focus
hard on specit details of one method used in some studies and miss the bigger picture.
¢CKSNBE NB ydzYSNRdza LINRPO6fSYad gA0GK aSASNDa |«
the longterm impact of PA on children (see Harman, Warshak, et al., 2022). Second, of the
studies that have been conducted, they have employed a wide variety of methods, not just
seltreport (e.g., clinical interviews and assessments). Third, it is unethical to test the causal
relationship between adverse outcomes and alienation. Causal relapsredn only be
established through experimentation, and it would be highly unethical to randomly assign
children to an abusive relationship versus a healthy one. Indeed, of the decades of research
on Adverse Child Experiences (ACES), correlational asgsentional designs are used
because experimentation is unethical.
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Yet, Meier and several other authors (e.g., Mercer, p. 239) claim that causal
relationships are necessary to establish before PA can be accepted as causing adverse
outcomes. The standasaf evidence required by these authors for these areas of research
are not the same: they criticize the methods used by scientists who study PA, even though
they are the same used by others who study child abuse and domestic violence. This tactic
illustrates other science denial techniquémpossible expectatiorsndmoving goalposts
where the authors demand higher levels of evidence after they receive the evidence that
they requested.

Logical Fallacies

Logical fallacies are arguments where the conclusion does not logically follow from
the premise. These fallacies are also knasmon sequiturs. This book is replete with
logical fallacies. Here are a few examples:

The recent statements of the APSAC, mentioned earlier, make it clear that a major
organization rejects the parental alienation belief system and warns against its use
in child custody decisignaking,thus showing that such beliefs are not generally
accepted in relevant professional fiel@igercer, p. 16)

Mercer often makes such leaps of logic in her writing. The fact that one organization
rejects PAespecially when it is an advocacy group that is controlled by people who have a
BSaAa0SR AYGSNBad G2 RSy generdlynotRceépidd in/rélavanth Y LI &
professional fields ®

Another example of a logical fallacy is found in a chaptbtdigr:

2 KAES aSASNI SG foQa SYLANAROFE addRe AGas
abuse allegations, extensive other independent research has found that allegations

of child abuse, even during custody litigation, have historically consiadicb8Q;

72% of the time (Faller 1998; Thoennes and Tjaden ¥980F & (i dzR@ Qa FTA Y RA\
courts reject such allegations at far higher rates thus indicate that many children

I NB 06SAy3 Llzi AyMdelpB20)a ol & o6& O2dzNILaod

¢tKS GgFrftARAGE 2F IffS3FrGA2ya A& ONHOAIT
violence claims when PA is alleged. If courts determined that domestic violence allegations
were false, her argument has no basis. It does not logically follow that behaus
outdated citations used to support her claim that historically 3% of the time allegations
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are true, that they must be true in the cases in her unreviewed, 2019 paper. This is a leap
of faith. Furthermore, her alleged independent research alewsalfor the possibility that
2yte pmr:r 2F FE€S3AFGA2ya FNBE GNHSO® LF az2:z
support her hypothesis.

Another example of a logical fallacy is found in a chapter by Doughty and Drew:

Bernet has stated that practitioners who diagnose and treat the alleged disorder
are already too busy to be promoting it for seiérested reasondt is however
difficult to separate the aggressive determination of current campaigns for parental
alienafon to be recognised, or even criminalised, from the financial incentives.
(Doughty & Drew, p. 35)

Aggressive determination is not an indication that the reason for the campaigning
is financial incentive. There can be many reasons why a researcher veny peoactive
for a cause without financial motivations. Besides the fact that this argument is illogical, it
illustrates the science denial identified in an earlier sectiefgrious intentjn which it is
assumed that the motivations behind any presantonspiracy are nefarious (e.g., for
monetary gain).

Another denial technique that this statement personifietsiiguoque Tu quoque

Ad LRAYGAYy3 2dzi KeLRONRae Ay (KS 2LIRySyl

usually accusing the opponent of something similar or comparable. It is an attempt to
divert blame. This is a common theme among the critics of PA theory. An ex&iple o
guogueis a statement by Mercer:

Pseudoscientific material can differ in its specifics, just as scientific work can, but
there are some traits that have been described as helping to identify pseudoscience
(Grimes and Bishop, 2018; Hupp, Mercer, Tlayer Pignotti, 2019). Here are some

that are especially relevant to the parental alienation belief system: The research
that is reported has no outside source of funding, so the researchers have a financial
interest in showing that they have safe, effextinethods. (Outside funding is not
reported in published research related to parental alienation c&Sesggerated
claimsof effectiveness are made without support by adequate research and may
involvepublication in journals with low standard$he resarch claimed to support

the parental alienation belief system does not meet the criteria for evidased

l

treatments.)Findings are misrepresented 6 C2 NJ SEIl YLJ S5 & (i dzRA S

2F OGKSANI LI NBYyGaQ oSKI @A 2audhildi®dByh@avdidR (i 2
a parent have had similar experiences.) The way a treatment is said to matrk is
congruent with welestablished existing knowledd€or example, attitude change
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does not necessarily result from new information or from intensevatas like
GKNBFdaod ¢NBlIGYSyla KIFE@S y20 0SSy akKz2gy
of evidence but are claimed to be effective anyway. (Evidence for parental alienation
treatments does not meet usual standards.) Treatments have not only mot bee

tested but are alsbased on implausible ided#s there is no evidence that children

K2 | @2AR | LI} NBY B KSIRES 3SR ad ANGLX yf dz& A 0 f
GRSLINPINI YYSRE 08 (KS YSGK2R& dz&ASR®P0 ¢NBI
directy or in terms of side effects. (It is plausible that experiences with the
treatments could be harmful, and there is anecdotal evidence that they have been
harmful.)(Mercer, pp. 24§246)

aSNOSNDRa aidl iSYSyd O2YLINARy3 t! G2 GKS GStfi
if not for the potential damage it will cause if it is taken seriously by the legal and mental

health professions. The statement is filled with logical fallacies,dt@tements and what

assSya tA1S I LINR2SOUOA2Yy 2F aSNOSNDa 26y Y2R
have already described how research on PA has been published in some of the most
respected professional journals in the field, while critics of B qfublish in low tier

journals or are not reviewed at all. When one considers the frequent non sequiturs,
misrepresentations, exaggerated and even manipulated statistics that are common in the

writings of PA critics, it causes one to wonder if Mercapigprojecting her own foibles

onto the legitimate body of PA research. Likewise, in regard to financial gain, the domestic
violence industry receives billions of dollars in government fundilognestic violence

advocates certainly have a vested interegtigtrediting research on PA.

Another denial technique that is used by Mercearmbiguity, which is the use of
ambiguous language in order to lead to misleading conclusions. Mercer writes:

Technical terminology is used dbfuscaterather than to clafy the discussion.
09a2GSNARAO G(GSN¥Ya& a4dzOK Ia aldlFNBSGSR LI NByié
of knowledge that does not exigiMercer, p. 246)

LG A&a y20 OfSIFEN K2g (GKS GSNya adGl NBSIGISR
20FdzaOF S G(GKS RA&aOdzaaAirzy 2N SEFOGfe oKFG d&A
SEA&(lE¢ KIOS (2 R2 6A0GK 20Fdza0l GAy3a GKS RA&Od
ayR KS dzaS 2F (GKS AYLINBAaAaALBS 62NR a20Fdza ol
must know what she is talking about.

@] QX
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Summary

Challenging Parental Alienatios replete with numerous techniques that the
deniers of science utilize in order to discredit well established science. These fraudulent
techniques likely violate the ethical standards of professional practice of the authors. The
expressed intent of thibook is to help lawyers, judges, social workers, child protection
O2dzNIi 62NJ SNB YR YSyidlf KSIfGK LINRPFSaarz2yl
perversion of the scientific process is of particular concern. It is especially alarming when
legidative change is promoted based upon these scientific distortions. The danger that this
denial of PA science presents to the welfare of alienated children is real and is grounds for
the removal of this book from circulation and publication.
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Plagiarism

There are many forms of plagiarism, with the most commonly known type being
GO2YLX SGS¢ 2NJ ARANBOGE LI I IAFNRAY Ay@2f OAY:
2F oNAGGSY GSEG & 2ySQa 26y 6AGK2dzi ONBF
plagh  NAayY Aa aLI NI LIKNIFaAy3IeE LIXFIALFNRAYZ KA
and changes only a few words to make it appear as if it is their own words and failing to
ONBRAG GKS 2NRARIAYIf &2dz2NOS® at | G Otkking NJ ¢ LI
LI F 3AFNAT SR 62NJ] YR AYGSNBSIFOGAYy3I Al 6AGK |
hard to identify without software programs that can match text with databases of other
published materials.

Our review ofChallenging Parental Alienatioasulted in the identification of
significant portions of text that are examples of direct, paraphrased, and patchwork
plagiarism. We have selected just a few illustrative statements here, highlighting the
plagiarized text in bold. We used Google searcinelspgagiarism detection tools (e.g.,
Turnitin; https://www.turnitin.com/) to accomplish this task.

For example:

First PASocusedlmost exclusivelgnthe alienatingparent Secondthelackof
a'‘commonlyrecognized, or empirically verified pathogenesis, course, familial
pattern, or treatment selectiohof the problem meant thait could notbe
considered a diagnosteyndromeas defined within psychiatryDoughty &
Drew, p. 28)

This example of patchwork plagiarism by Doughty and Drew does not sufficiently
paraphrase the original work of Michael Btz (2020; whose work was not referenced at all)
who, according to the Turnité@ 2 FiG o N > adl d6SR GCANBRGO yR T
exclusively on the alienating parent.

Doughty and Drew also said, apparently in reference to an important article by Kelly
and Johnston (2001):

It was the use of théerminology of amedicalsyndromethat had created
controversyamongst mental health professionaland fieled the continual
debate on the validitpf PAS. Finally, there was hardlyy empiricabr research
support for the reliable identification of PA®art fromGardner'sownclinical
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experience and expert testimony, nor for the efficacy of the drastic solutions he
re commendedDoughty & Drew, p. 28)

However, Doughty and Drew did not explicitly cite Kelly and Johnston (2001) and
did not provide pge numbers from the original source to refer to for accuracy.

In the same paragraph, Doughty and Drew took almost verbatim another statement
from Kelly & Johnston (2001, p. 262) without (again) providing the page number or directly
quoting it:

Thecorefeature of alienatedchildrenwas extremedisproportionbetweenthe
child'sperceptionandbeliefsabouttherejectedparent andthe actualhistoryof
therelationship(Doughty & Drew, p. 28)

On the following page, Doughty and Drew mention wWek of Johnston,
Walters, and Friedlander (2001), but do not directly quote the words used by the
original authors or paraphrase the original work sufficiently:

JohnstonWalters,andFriedlander(2001)alsowrote in the samejournalissue
that,where parental alienation was identified, court orders would need to
specify theroles of all the professionalslines of communication]imits of
confidentiality and decisioamaking authority in order to ensure a
coordinatedrule-governedorocesgor managingongoingfamily conflict and
implementingherapeuticintervention.(Doughty & Drew, p. 29)

¢CKS 2NRAIAYLIE &a2dz2NOS adlrGdSRY a{SO2yR> | &l
roles of all professionals, lines @dmmunication, limits of confidentiality, and decision
making authority is necessary to ensure an overarching, coordinatedyavgened
process for managing the ongoing family conflict and for implementing the therapeutic
AYOSNIBSyY (A 2y £2004,W2H 7). By moy/pladng long fplikaSes and strings of
words used by the original authors into quotation marks or providing the page of the
original source, Doughty and Drew make it appear that thepted language is their own.

Likewise, Drew directly plagiarizes a news article written by Bekiempis (2020) but
was only referenced as the internet news source where it was publ{$hedsuardian).

Petitionerswere victimsof honconsensual, medicallynindicated,and/or
invasive gnecological procedures,including unnecessarysurgical
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proceduresunder general anesthesia, performed by and/or at the
direction of [gynecologist Dr Mahendkein], the petition said. 'In many
instances,the medically unindicated gynecalogprocedurefRespondent
Aminperformedon Petitionersamountedto sexualassault' (Guardian,
2020).(Drew, p. 165)

This example makes it appear that Drew has paraphrased a section of the
article when she had not done dorew also does not provide a specific source for
the Guardiarcitation in the reference section for that chapter.

I y20KSNJ F2NY 22X LARBNRBENIY PEAOKSHE NBd
author wrote in other publications without citing their original work.-Blal@iarism refers
02 al dziK2NBR 6K2 NBdzAS GKSANI 26y LINBOA2dzaf @
product without lettird 0 KS NBIF RSNJ {y26 OGKFG GKAA YL GSN
Office of Research Integrity, n.d.). While -pifiarizing is not considered an act of
research misconduct, it is a problematic practice because scientific and professional
writings are ead by an audience with an assumption that the presented ideas are accurate
and new.

28 FT2dzyR ydzYSNRdza SEIYLX S& 2F GKA& F2NY
such as the chapter by Milchman:

Infoster care cases, where childneayeitherremain in the care of their abusers
or beremoved fromboth parentsby the state, the lovethey proclaimfor their
abusermay beationalizationsnadeto convincehemselveshat theyaresafe.

It might be intended taconvinceauthoritiesthat they canreturn home.It might
expresgheirwish thatthe abuse will not happen again. In contrast, in custody
caseschildren who remaiim thecare oflovingprotective parents and are only
removedrom abusiveparentsmight nothave to convince themselves that they
loveand need their abuser@lilchman, p. 128)

In the statement above, Milchman fails to cite her own paper (Milchman, 2021),
from which several sections of her statement were taken verbatim. By not sufficiently
paraphrasing or even citing her original work, it makes it appear to the reader that her
argument is a new one. This duplication of material creates a larger impression that there
are many publications that dispute or fail to support PA theory, when in fact the same
arguments are recycled over and over across multiple publications.
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l y2GKSNI SEFYLXS 2F LI IF3IALFLENRAY |yR aOdzi |
following quotation from the chapter written by Meier:

The same review statésY2 &30 AYLENIlFIyGfes Ff GiK2dAK K¢
purport to exclude from their studies cases where abuse of the child had occurred,

few have reported working definitions of child abuse and systematic methods for

SEOf dZRAY 3 GKSY TRt Ysevér& & Ahdlbtudlies YHelt réviewted

F2dzy R KIGX S@SYy 46KSNB 2yS LI NByd ¢Fa ARS
OSKIGAZ2NEQ (GKS 20G§KSNJ LJHzNILIZNISRfe |fASylasS
2T OGUKS OKAf RéE oOoWdeAp/224)SG f d® HAMCE nomO P

The quotation attributed to Saini et al. (2016) could not be found on page 431 of
the Saini et al. chapter, but a similar phrase was instead found on pages 417 and 418:

Although the majority of the researchers purport to exclude from thelies

cases where abuse of the child had occurred, few have reported working definitions
of child abuse and systematic methods for identifying and excluding these from their
samples(Sainipp. 41%418)

¢KS | OlGdzrt adlrdsSYSyd Ay (GKS {IAYyA 022]
AYLR NI y(ft @ ®é-bgsed plggirisin se@réh Engie] \BeNinearthedettact
jd2GFGA2Yy O0AYyOfdzZRAY3a (GKS g2NRa avyz2ald AYLRNII
from Kuehte and Drozd (2012, p. 18) that is availabld chy S ¢ KA OK | LILISI NA
actual source. Therefore, it appears that Meier directly quotes Kuehnle and Drozd (2012)
and inaccurately attributes the source to Saini et al. (2016).

Another Saini et a{2016) citation that Meier quotes could not be found anywhere
in the cited source:

a2NB2OSNE {FAYA Si I f ®Qtherd\ia lack dflolar, NE JA S g
empirical evidence that children who resist or refuse contact with one of their
parentsare universally emotionally disturbed or necessarily at risk foitdomg

negative outcomes¢ NBYRSNAFGHEY I FEFTSQyaA 2F It ASYyl (A
(Saini et al. 2016, 48837).(Meier,p. 226)

However, theexactwords in bold appear in the same Kuehnle & Drozd (2012)
PowerPoint on page 18.
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Summary

tfF3IAFNRAY A& | ONBFOK 2F | OFRSYAO |y
2NJ LINSaSyiliAy3a 2ySQa 26y o¢62NRa a ySé AR
dishonest and reckless, but it is a sign of poor scholarship and at times acadani€lea
chapters inChallenging Parental Alienaticontained many statements that had been
published elsewhere and were not appropriately referenced or acknowledged. We have
barely begun to scratch the surface of the multitude of misuse of citationslagidnsm
within this book. From what we have observed so far, such practices are pervasive
OKNRdzZAK2dzi GKS 6221 FYR Ay GKS 20KSNJ gNR{A:
material without citation misleads the reader into believing that sggmifiportions of the
content inChallenging Parental Alienatioanstitute a new contribution to the scholarly
discussion about PA. Plagiarism is punishable as a misdemeanor in academic institutions,
and it can carry more dire consequences for publisieegs, (financial damages), which is
another of the many reasons we strongly recommend that this book be withdrawn from
publication immediately.

—

R
St

O\\¢

85






A Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other Inaccuraciepasg
Challenging Parental Alienation: NBwections for Professionals and ParentSaiwsms.stos

Typographical Errors

Of less concern to us from a content perspective, but as evidence of the sloppy and
careless approach to their work overall, numerous typographical errors occur in
Challenging Parental AlienatishK SaS SNNBNE | RR Fy20KSNJ I &S
as a source of information regarding PA. For example:

t 35S HoY aaSyidlf KSFfOGK 3dz2z NRAFya FR ftAGSY
KSFf 0K LINRPFSaaAz2ylfazr 3Jdad NRAFya R ftAGSYZ
this book who attemptd write about the role of mental health professionals in custody

cases do not appear to know or understand the language or the various roles such
professionals play in this process.

tF3S ocY a! YSNAOLIY taA@OKAIFIUGUNRO ! didaR OA (A
' 3a20A1F A2y de 1 IFAYS GKS 1 g@SNBR gNARGAYy3I |
to know the difference between these two organizations and what they have contributed

to the field of PA theory.

tF3S npY AG5N) YSYyYySi(i&Ké &aK2dd R 0S G5NX®» YSyyS:
Page 45: Figure 3.1 is misplaced. It should be on page 49.

Page 49: There are three numbers in [ ] at the end of paragraphs for no apparent reason
(e.q. [83], [72], [63]). There is another example on page 48 ([85]). Figure 3.1 is missing from
the pace.

Page 52: Bracketed number [49]

Page 54: Bracketed number [133]. These bracketed numbers apparently indicate that each
guotation was cut and pasted from other material (such as a published court case), but
most readers would not be able figure that out.

tF3S mMTMY GaSASNE W2Flys SO [tf® wnuné aKkKz2dz

aSid I+t o¢

Pages 18 hH Y ¢KSNB NBX &AE LI NF3INILKAEA GKFG o
LI NBy Gt TTtASYFGA2Yy O2YX MYXKE9 diNRISEYR | R
jurisdictions when such literature is available. The same six paragraphs are repeated on
pages 19¢192.
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tF3AS HmMyEd A3KBHHRDPOHS G5{ a

t 35S HHMY ¢KS 0221 aleay af/ 2y 0iNI NE ailyy (KSas$s
G2 RSOIFRS& aAyOS W2Kyadzy |yR O2ftfSI3dzSaqQ ¥
research reviews have convergently concluded that existing alienation studies tend to be
avYlff> aYSiK2R2-{fagdam, 6dt dehedalizabl, laddmd onylgrgliable

FLILJX AOFGA2ya 2F GKS tFoSt 6{FAYyA SG Ifd Hnwmc
435 of the Saini et al. chapter.

t 35S HHHY ¢KS 062271 aleéeay a{lAyA Si It ®dI HKA
there is no legithate scientific evidence or support for the alienation premise, nonetheless

assert that there is a broad consensus among forensic psychologists about what constitute

GLI NByGlrf FTEASYlFIGA2Y O0SKFGA2NBRE oat! . asdos o
relationship with the other parent (Saini et al. 2016, 430). That quotation does not come

from page 430 of the Saini et al. chapter.

tF3S HHPpY ¢tKS 0221 aleay aLy &akK2NIlxz G§KSNB
validated method for differentiating imdividual cases, the reasons why a child might
0S02YS alFftASYlI(iSRé 2NJ SaiNy¥y3aISR FNRY 2yS LI N
does not come from page 431 of the Saini et al. chapter. It is not clear where that quotation

is from.

Page 226: The221 ale&ay daz2NB2@0SNE {FAyA Si FfoQa I
is a lack of clear, empirical evidence that children who resist or refuse contact with one of

their parents are universally emotionally disturbed or necessarily at risk fotelong
YSAFGAGS 2dzi 02 Y S aASSENYNESYFRESNAGYAT 21Fy & (fASW3E GA 2y
al. 2016, 436n o T U P ¢ CKFEG ljdz2aF GA 2 ydaR afaSaiiztal. O2YS ¥
chapter.

t 35S HoTY ¢CKS 0221 adl (Sayfchid dvdidanceNdf & Y R WA €
LI NByid a GKS& FLIWISEFNBR Ay (KS NBO2NRa 27F
Clawar and Brynne V. Rivlin did not work in or near Chicago. Their office was near
Philadelphia, and their cases came from Pennsylvania, FiberaY ork, New Jersey, Ohio,

I TEATF2NYALFS YR 5SSt gl NBd aSNOSNDRa adlk dSySyl
study in 1991 was one of the early watershed studies in PA research. It was expanded upon

and a second edition was published by the ABZ2iB. The second edition contains an

appendix (pages 4Q920) that describes the research techniques and sample

OKIF N} OGSNAadAOa Ay 3IAINBlIG RSGIAfo® 1Ef 2F (KS
of which only 26% were court ordered. Any expédaut PA is surely aware of the nature

of this watershed study, yet Mercer confuses Chicago court cases with private practice
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forensic cases in Philadelphia. It is incomprehensible how any qualified scientific scholar
could make such a gross blunder cdssing such a seminal research study.

t 1 3S HnAaY 4GwlRé aK2dzZ R 0SS dawz2l RdE

Summary

The lack of attention to detail and accuracy in the publication of this book is evident
from the sampling of errorsited above. It is indicative of the faulty scholarship in general
of the authors. When the book as a whole is taken into consideration, it causes one to
G2YRSNI AF AG A& LINAYFNREE | LBR2NIe& O02yaiND
previous work. The considerable typographical errors, compounded with the content
errors, misrepresentations and fraudulent statements that abound in this book, deem this
book unsalvageable and requires immediate withdrawal from publication.
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Conclusionsand Recommendations

Taylor & Francis has been an active and influential member of the Committee on
t dzof AOFGA2Y 9QUGKAOA 6/ ht9ud ¢KIFG 2NBFYAT I GA:
fAySazé gKAOK LINRPGARSA RA NB OdgardngChaleyiging 2 ¢ (1 2
Parental Alienatiort KS aDdzZA RSt Ay Saé¢ adlr aSy

GORAG2NE adK2dz R O2y&aARSNI NBUONI OGAy3d I+ LI
the findings are unreliable, either as a result of major error (e.g., miscalculation of
experimental emor), or as a result of fabrication (e.g., of data) or falsification (e.g.,

image manipulation). These guidelines are intended to apply primarily to journal
articles but may bapplicable to book chapters, abstracts, preprints, and other
published documersté

¢KS /ht9 wSGNI}OGA2Y DdAdZARStAYSa Ffaz2 adl
Ll2aadaAofsS FFAOGSNI GKS SRAG2NI Aa O2y @AYy OSR (Kl
retraction should minimize the number of researchers who cite the erroneotls act
2y Al0a FTAYRAYIEAI 2NI RNI g AYyO2NNBOG O2yOf dza.

Challenging Parental Alienatiaa,book published by Routledge, is an imprint of
Taylor & Francis Group. The purpose of thisexdraustive review of the book was to bring
to their attention, asnembers of COPE, the serious flaws that are pervasive through all its
chapters. The conclusions stated in the book are unreliable and distorted; scientific
evidence is either omitted or grossly misrepresented; large segments of the chapters are
plagiarizel, and there are hundreds of examples of science denial techniques used by the
authors to discredit an entire field of scientific study. Not only did Routledge fail to respond
adequately to our communications, COPE failed in requiring Routledge to asdess a
answer our concerns.

A chapter fromChallenging Parental Alienatios already referenced on the
National Institute of Justice (NIJ) website
(https://nij.ojp.gov/library/publications/questionirgcientificvalidity-parentatalienation
labelabusecase$ and it has appeared in other media
(https://www.researchgate.net/publication/360745175 Parent Alienation and How To Survive

Attack3. These citations indicate how quickly this flawed book may become an influential
source of misinformation.

This book needs to be pulled immediately from publication and circulation so as to
minimize the number of researchers who cite the work, legal and mental health
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o, Conclusions and Recommendations

professionals who act on its content, and on the media and other scholars from drawing
wrong canclusions about PA.
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Appendix A: Organizational Endorsers

The principal creators of this document are two international organizations, the Parental
Alienation Study Groupmyw.pasg.infp and Global Action for Research Integrity in
Parental Alienationnww.garipa.ory) The following organizations have also endorsed this
document:

Alienated Children Firdteland,https://alienated.ie/

Asociacién Mexicana de Padres de Familias SeparadaqgylAxi€o,www.ampfs.com.mx

Associacdo Portuguesa para a Igualdade Parental y Direitos dosPeithas!,
https://igualdadeparentabrg/

Canadian Association for Equakignadahttps://equalitycanada.com/

Changes: Counseling & Psychotherapy, kédiand, www.changes.ie

Children & Parents Unitednited Stateshttps://www.therespondent.com/pages/charity

Coalition to End Domestic Violenthited Stateshttp://endtodv.org/

Colibriltalia, Italy, https://www.colibrtitalia.it/

Con mamay con papa por siempBelivia,
https://www.facebook.com/conmamayconpapaporsiempre/

Family AccessCA A KG Ay 3 T2 NUMt&kIBateNEy Qad wAIKGAZ
https://www.familyaccessfightingforchildrensrights.com

Family Advocacy Network, PARjted Stateshttps://www.fanpacnj.org/

Family Reuniornited Stateshttps://www.familyreunionusa.org/

Familias Unidas por Nuestros Nifidsjguaywww.familiasunitas.net

Fathers for Children (Isét lasten asiallafy)land https://www.isatlastenasialla.fi/

Figlipersempre Nazionaleéaly, https://www.figlipersempre.com/
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Find My ParentJnited Stateshttps://findmyparent.org/

Fundacién Ayudar y Crec@rgentinahttp://www.ayudarycrecer.org

Fundacién Padres por Justjéi@uador and Italjsundacién Padres por Justicldome
(facebook.com)

Héroes Invisibles A.®lexico,www.heroesinvisibles.org

Infancia Compartidairgentira, https://infanciacompartida.org

International Council on Shared Parentimggrnational www.twohomes.org

International Support Network of Alienated Familigsited Stateshttps://isnaf.info/

LaDolceVita, Ireland www.la-dolcevita-project.com

Lawyers for Shared Parentjriganadahttps://groups.google.com/g/l4sp

LazosProtectoresde FamiliaA. C.,Mexico,
https://lazosprotectoresdelafamilia.wordpress.com/

Leading Women for Shared ParentiGgnadahttps://lw4sp.org/

z
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Materia FamiliariMexico https://materiafamiliar.wordpress.com/

Mothers Against Child Abusénited States,
https://www.facebook.corfgroups/moms4children/?ref=share&fs=e&s=cl

National Parents Organizatiddnited Stateshttps://www.sharedparenting.org/

Padres Autocorocados del Noayrgentinahttps://www.facebook.com/APAu
Agrupaci%C3%Bate-PadresAutoconvocadosieFNOA340380967359786/

PASIntervention,United Stateshttps://www.pasintervention.org/

Parental Alienation Awareness Netwodrknpidad & Tobagdttps://www.paain.net

Parental Alienation Europkgland,www.parentalalienation.eu
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Parental Alienation UKJnited Kingdomhttps://parentalalienationuk.info/

Parental Alienation Legislative Groupited Stateshttps://www.palgpasi.org/

Respectfully PACited Stateshttps://respectfullypac.org/home/
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https://www.facebook.com/qroups/3701784229929531/

The Change for Childrednited Kingdm, https://www.thechangeforchildren.com/

The Fatherless Generation Foundatidnjted Stateshttps://www.tfgf.org/

¢ KS | SNRQtad StatesiTd$:/BZheroscircle.com/

The ManKind Initiativénited Kingdomywww.mankind.org.uk

Vardnad Boende Umgange i Sverigigedenhttps://vardnad.se/

Victim to Heronited Stateshttps://victimtohero.com/

#1000PelotaparatMexico,https://milpelotasparati.org
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Appendix B: Correspondence

This appendix reproduces the correspondence that occurred among the authors of
this analysis, the leadership of Routledge and Taylor & Francis, and persotiree| at
Committee on Publication Ethics. The individual correspondents are:

1 Sabina Alam, Ph.D., Director of Publishing Ethics and Integrity, Taylor & Francis
sabina.alam@tandf.co.uk

1 William Bernet, M.D., President, Parental Alienation Study Group
william.bernet@vumc.org

1 Claire Jarvi§enior Editor for Health and Social Care, Routledge
claire.jarvis@informa.com

1 Alysa Levend)perationsManager,Committeeon PublicationEthics
alysa@publicationethics.org

1 Jeremy North, Managing Director of Books, Taylor & Francis
jeremy.north@informa.com

1 Iratxe Puebla, Facilitation and Integrity Officer, Committee on Publication Ethics
cope_assistant@publicationethics.org

August 12, 2022 William Bernet to Clairgdarvis and Jeremy North

It is my understanding that y'all were administratively responsible for the recent
publication of Challenging Parental Alienation: Nérections for Professionals and
Parentsgdited by Jean Mercer and Margaret Drew.

My colleagues and | are extremely concerned about the pervasive misinformation and
other misleading content of this bookWe are recommending that the book be
immediatelyremoved from publication before it seriously damages children and families
in the U.S., U.K., and other countri€dease review the attached letter and document, "A
Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other Inaccuradi@salienging Parental
Alienation: New Directions for Professionals and Parents."

We are also mailing hard copies of the cover letter and the document, which should arrive
at your offices in a few dayPlease acknowledge receipt of this message and the attached
materials. The lest way to get back to my colleagues and me is at
william.bernet@vumc.org
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August 12, 2022 Letter from William Bernet and Alejandro Menddgaaro to Jeremy
North and Clae Jarvis

Freedom of speech is a fundamental axiom of democracy. People are free to express and

publish provocative and outrageous opinions and even to claim that they represent the
normative opinions of the scientific community. Nevertheless, responsible academic
publishers (such as Routledge) maintain a high level of academic integrity and will not

LJdzof AaK ¢2NjJa GKIFIG OfFAY GKS 9FNIK -&a Ff&ld
NEdzyR 0StAST aeaiSyodé ¢KSNBF2NB:Z 6%t | NB SEi
publication of such a bookihallenging Parental Alienaticedited by Jean Mercer and

Margaret Drew.

This letter comes to you from the individuals who wrote the enclosed docandeht
Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other Inaccuraci#@sllenging Parental
Alienation: New Directions for Professionals and Pamearsd the two principal
organizaions that developed this document, the Parental Alienation Study Group (PASG)
and Global Action for Research Integrity in Parental Alienation-fE@A\RI

This document unequivocally demonstrates t@édallenging Parental Alienati¢which
O2Aya UKISNBYSIINM dLWASYI (idofahs muddrousS rmsaaf 4 1 SY £ 0
misinformation, misquoted sources, and plagiarized text, relies heavily on secondary and
even tertiary sources as well as nonexistent sources, and features many editorial errors
that are indicatve of its substandard and sloppy scholarship. Among the
misrepresentations that are made are: there is no empirical research about parental
alienation; parental alienation theory assunadischildrenwho manifest contact refusal

are alienated; there are no scientifically based methods for distinguishing parental
alienation from estrangement; and many other false statements. This is not simply a
difference of opinions among professionals with contngstiperspectives on a
controversial topic. Rather, our critique centers on factual esoch as distortions of the
writings and opinions of other scholars.

Considering the reputations of the chapter authors and their outspokenness on the topic

of parentd alienation, they are no doubt aware of the major published literature on the

topic. Yet they chose to ignore parental alienation research literature or to misquote and
misconstrue it. The book borders on (if not treads on) scientific/professional fraad.

book is intended to inform lawyers, judges, mental health professionals, and others about

OK LI f f Sy Pakeyital aliénkt®n bélief systepe LG A& fA1Stfe& GKFG Y
families will be damaged by this book if evaluators, attorneys, andsjudgemisled by

it. This type of work is unethical and may even be seen as criminal (since creating parental
alienation in a child is a serious form of emotional/psychological child abuse).
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The legislative recommendations that this book advocates aradgliteeing advanced in
numerous federal and state laws in the United States and across the globe. The scientific
community and victims of parental alienation are attempting to explain to legislatures the
fallacies upon which these laws are based. BooksCliledlenging Parental Alienation
exacerbate this already formidable task and place children at risk.

The misrepresentations dhallenging Parental Alienati@md other problems are so
pervasive that it is impossible to merely publish corrections; ratherbook must be
withdrawn from publication. We request and demand that Routledge recall all existing
copies of this book in both digital and written form.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. The best way to communicate with us is at
william.bernet@vumc.orgWithin 30 days, please send us your detailed plans to correct
this publishing catastrophe. Currently, we are not revealing this document to teeagen
public. However, if we do not arrive at a satisfactory resolution, we will distribute this
material widely through websites, journal articles, and book reviews.

August 12, 2022 Claire Jarvis to William Bernet

My working days are Monddayhursday.

August 24, 2022 Claire Jarvis to WilliaBernet

Many thanks for your email relating to the titBhallenging Parental Alienatioklaving

checked back through our records, we can see that the proposal was dytesneewed

by experts in the field and received two supportive endorsements. Although we appreciate
GKFd GKS FASER Aa | O2yiGSadSR 2yS3z 6S I NB
withdrawing it from sale.

August 28, 2022 WilliamBernet to COPE Contact Us portal

My colleagues and | are concerned about a book recently released by a large publishing
company, which is a COPE memb&rcommittee of experts analyzed the book in detail
and prepared an 8page report, which was endorsbkg 40 organizations of professionals

and child/family advocates. We thought that the misinformation in the book was so
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extensive, that it should be withdrawn from publication. We sent the report to the
leadership of the publishing company, who basicddlw lus off. Within a few days, they
said, "Many thanks for your email relating to .... Having checked back through our records,
we can see that the proposal was externally reviewed by experts in the field and received
two supportive endorsements... [WE are happy with the book's content and will not be
withdrawing it from sale."The company executives obviously did not review our report in
detail and did not attempt to establish the underlying facts. They obviously did not refer
our report to independast experts for their assessment of the situation. We want to refer
our concerns to COPE regarding (1) the book and (2) the company's method of handling
complaints from readersgHow do we do that?

August 30, 2022 Alysa Levene to William Bernet

Thank you for your email to COPE.

We do have a processr dealing with concerns or issues regarding our members. Please
see the details of our process on our website and complete and submit the form to the
Facilitation and Integrity subcommittebttps://publicationethics.org/facilitatioand
integrity-subcommitee

Any concerns should have been raised to the attention of the publisher, and this process
must be exhausted before COPE can evaluate the concerns.

The primary role of the Facilitation and Integrity Subcommitterotsto adjudicate
complaints, but instead to facilitate the resolution of disputes in a manner that is consistent
with COPE's Mission. They do not undertake investigations, and they cannot consider cases
that are the subject of ongoing legal procedures.

August 31, 2022 William Bernet to COPE Facilitation and Integrity Committee

My colleagues and | submitted an elaborate complaint (80 pages) to Taylor & Francis
regarding their boolChallenging Parental Alienation: New Directions for Professionals and
Parents We thought the book had pervasive misinformation about parental alienation, a
serious mental condition experienced by many children whose parents are divorced. After
a few days, one of the senior editors at the publisher (Ms. Claire Jarvis) lsend t
perfunctory message: "Many thanks for your email relating to the title Challenging Parental
Alienation. Having checked back through our records, we can see that the proposal was
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externally reviewed by experts in the field and received two supportidersements.

lf 0K2dz3K ¢S | LIWINBOAIGS GKIG GKS FASER A& k
content and will not be withdrawing it from sale." It was obvious that personnel at Taylor

& Francis (1) failed to take this complaint seriously; (2) falasisess the underlying facts,

e.g., the book vs. the complaint, and (3) failed to consult with independent experts
regarding our complaint.

We would like the subcommittee to help us communicate with Taylor & Francis in terms of
(1) their consulting wht independent experts in assessing our complaint, which will take
the form of (2) investigating the underlying facts, i.e., our conclusion that the book is full
of false and misleading information. We will attach the document called "A Comprehensive
Reviev of Misinformation and Other InaccuracieCimallenging Parental Alienation: New
Directions for Professionals and Paréntge will also attach the cover letter that we sent

to Mr. Jeremy North (at Taylor & Francis) and Ms. Claire Jarvis (at Routledge).

Failure to adequately peer review, prior to acceptance for publication, a book that takes a
highly controversial position regarding a highly controversial topic. Note: We are not talking
about a difference of opinions among scholars, but factual erratsrasrepresentations.

(2) Failure to assess in a serious manner an elaborate complaint submitted by a group of
experts in the field of study discussed in the book. (3) Failure to enlist competent,
independent experts to help them in this task.

Parental alienation theory is a serious field of study that pertains to a mental condition that
affects hundreds of thousands of children in the U.S. The editors and authors of this book
have been determined for several years to undermine public conBdengarental
alienation theory, which is likely to injure the children and families affected by this
condition.

September 1, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to William Bernet

| am writing regarding your submission to COPE in relation to concerns about the
bookW/ KI f t Sy3aAy3 tI NByual f lfASYFOGA2YY DbSég 5,
confirm receipt of your submission. | have raised this matter to the attention of a member

of the Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee for their input.

In your subnission form you made reference to two files, the submission only included the

FAES WNBOASSHY2 FORWSHNORNDPRNEB YA KSENS Aa | y2iK
have considered with your submission, please could you send it over email.
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September 1, @22¢ William Bernet tdratxe Puebla

Thanks for your messag@ttached is the second pertinent document, which is the cover
letter that my colleagues and | sent to Mr. Jeremy North (for Taylor & Francis) and Ms.
Claire Jarvis (for Routledge). Let mevkifoyou have any additional questions.

September 2, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to WilliamBernet

Thank you for sharing this additional file, | raised it to the attention of the member of the
Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee.

September 5, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to Claire Jarvis and Sabina Alam

The Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) has been contacted by William &elnet

Ay NBflFidA2y (2 (GKS Lzt A Ol dNew PirecibhKkforf t Sy aAy

t N2 FSaaAiz2yl fhips:/fwyiikroutieddeBoyhiCRal=ngirBarentalAlienation
New-Directionsfor-Professionaland-Parents/MerceiDrew/p/book/978036755976R
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promote a better understanding of publication ethics. When concerns are brought to

/ ht at@rdion, we provide guidance on whether any procedures followed/actions taken

are inconsistent with the COPE Core Practices or COPE guidelines, and provide advice and
facilitation in resolving disagreements between the reader/author and the editor or
publisher. We do not interfere with specific editorial decisions.

In this context, we write in the hope that we can facilitate a dialogue in relation to Dr

. SNYSGQa O2yOSNyaod Ly 2NRSNI F2NJ 6KS LINRO

possible, Dr Beet is copied in this email. We request that you do the same in your reply.

Dr Bernet has raised concerns that the book mentioned contains errors and inaccuracies
about parental alienation. De Bernet considers that the publisher should consult
independent &perts in assessing his concerns and withdraw the book from publication.
We include below a summary of the concerns raised by Dr Bernet.

2SS g2dzZ R | LILINBOALFGS KSIENARYy3I @&2dzNJ O2YYSyida
process that the publisher haslifaved in handling those concerns. Could you please
provide comments on the following points:
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https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.routledge.com%2FChallenging-Parental-Alienation-New-Directions-for-Professionals-and-Parents%2FMercer-Drew%2Fp%2Fbook%2F9780367559762&data=05%7C01%7Cwilliam.bernet%40vumc.org%7C15ab0d31bd374776183408dabf1131af%7Cef57503014244ed8b83c12c533d879ab%7C0%7C0%7C638032377846923085%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XIXYim9cYZ1vTgHsXbvt5xGdA4OgB8je7k7my3ZBqso%3D&reserved=0
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1 Details of the process for the handling of the concerns raised by Dr Bernet, and
comments on whether the book was peer reviewed prior to publication.

1 Clarification on whether the publisher has sought a further review of the book by
experts. If this step was taken, please provide comments on the procedural aspects
of this review, if the step was not taken, could you provide some brief comments
on the cortext for this.

1 Anupdate on the current status of the follow up and whether a resolution has been
reached regarding the concerns about the book.

alye GKIFIyla F2NJ KStfLAY3I dza | RRNBaa 5NJ . SNy
youl.

Concerns raed by William Bernet

We would like the subcommittee to help us communicate with Taylor & Francis in terms of
(1) their consulting with independent experts in assessing our complaint, which will take
the form of (2) investigating the underlyifarts, i.e., our conclusion that the book is full

of false and misleading information. We will attach the document called "A Comprehensive
Review of Misinformation and Other Inaccuracies in Challenging Parental Alienation: New
Directions for Professionasid Parents." We will also attach the cover letter that we sent

to Mr. Jeremy North (at Taylor & Francis) and Ms. Claire Jarvis (at Routledge). What aspects
of the Core Practices do you believe that the member is contravening, ar(d\#ajlure

to adequaely peer review, prior to acceptance for publication, a book that takes a highly
controversial position regarding a highly controversial topic. Note: We are not talking about
a difference of opinions among scholars, but factual errors and misrepresasata{i)
Failure to assess in a serious manner an elaborate complaint submitted by a group of
experts in the field of study discussed in the book. (3) Failure to enlist competent,
independent experts to help them in this task.

September 15, 2022 ClaireJarvis to Iratxe Puebla and Willi8ernet

| have further discussed these concerns with our editorial and publishing directors. They
asked me to reiterate the first reply we gave to you which was that we are happy with the
reviews we obtained fdhis project and also with the academic credentials of both editors.
Because of this, we will not be withdrawing this book from sale.
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September 15, 2022 William Bernet to Clairdarvis

Thank you for responding to the inquiry that Ms. Iratxe Puebla recently sent to you
regarding our concerns abow@hallenging Parental Alienatiotdowever, your brief
NBalLlRyaS ¢gla FtlgSR F2N 0KSaS NBFrazya X

1. Although you make global and generic stateraesft support for the book, you
have made no attempt at all to investigate the numerous claims in cpa&®
R20dzYSy iz a! [/ 2YLNBKSYaA®dS wSOASg 2F aArahi
Challenging Parental Alienation: New Directions for ProfessionalslaniS y¥ar a & ¢
example:

>hy LI 3S mm 2F 2dzNJ a/ 2YLINSKSYyaAdS wSOASs
even a single published complete case study that would show how identification of

I LI NBydalrt FfASyLl A ZhitisQlfalsSstaemeie.gh 902 Y LI A 4 |
paper by Harman, Warshak, Lorandos, and Florian (2022) lists 33 case studies

among the numerous examples of parental alienation research that they reviewed.

>hy LI 3S mp 2F 2dzNJ d/ 2YLINBKSyaAdS wSOASs:
argug | OKAf RQAa dzygAfftAy3dySaa G2 06S A0GK |
6UGBLAOKEtey Y2UKSNR& |TohulidLfafsad stafemed@dés G KS OK
paper by Bernet (2021) explains in detail the history of that particular example of
misinfommation.

>hy LI 3S wun 2F 2dz2NJ a/ 2YLINBSKSyaArAgdS wSgOAS
objective or reliable measure for identifying and distinguishing alienation from

f SAAGAYI S Shatl Nlayabs st&eméndnsthat section of our

document, we cited fourteen papers published in pemtiewed journals that

describe various test instruments for identifying parental alienation.

Those are only a few examples.y 2 dzNJ d/ 2 YLINBKSY aA O3S wSOASHS:
identified over 200 false statement$he only way that you can truly assess our extensive

critique ofChallenging Parental Alienatimnto ask independent experts to determine the

underlying truth. Is the actual truth in the pages Ghallenging Pareat Alienatioror in

GKS adGliSYySyida YIRS Ay Askv statetl prévibisis WeSayed A S w.
not talking about a difference of opinion among scholars; we are talking hbodteds

of factual errorsn the book edited by Mercer and Drew.

2. InyadzNJ o NA ST NBalLRyaSs &2dz aléesx aw28S | NE K
0 KA & LING @@l haeimé idea who did the reviews or what they Kaid.
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the reviewers of this highly controversial manuscript were suggested by the editors,
Mercerand Drew, it seems obvious that the reviewers would endorse the work of

their friends and colleaguedt the reviewers were truly independent experts, you
YAIKOG ol yd G2 aSYyR 2dzNJ 4/ 2YLINBKSYairogsS w

3. Inyour briefrespor8> &2dz al & daw26S | NB KILLR GAl
2T 020K, SRX(IgRERL dz0 i ( K SBut yKU d@ridt skeviltdNS & & A
be aware that Jean Mercer and Margaret Drew (and most of the chapter authors)
have spent years publishing dertmg comments and vast misinformation
regarding parental alienation theoryf. you want, we can send you a compilation
of their false and misleading statements over many yegrs.book you published,
Challenging Parental Alienatias,simply the culmation of a long campaign to
discredit parental alienation theory.

If this book continues to be available to the public, it seems obvious that hundreds of
children and families will be damaged by erroneous legal judgements based on the false
information that it promotes.Information aboutChallenging Parental Alienatidras
already been posted on influential websites. Please let me know quickly how you intend to
truly investigate the numerous criticisms that my colleagues and | explained in our
G/ 2YLINBKSYyaAdS wSOASg de

September 15, 2022 Claire Jarvis td/illiam Bernet

Routledge's UK offices are closed for the Queen's funeral. | will be back at work on Tuesday
the 20th of September.

September 16, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to Claire Jarvis and William Bernet

Thank you for your emails, | have raiskem to the attention of the member of the
Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee who is reviewing the matter and | will be in touch
in due course.
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September 19, 202R Iratxe Puebla to Claidarvis

Thank you for your response to our request forcédnyhi & 2y 2 At € ALY . SNy Si
o2dzli GKS Lidzof AOF GA2Y WMew bifettiéhy BriPyom@ssionbINS y G |
FYR tFNBYyGaQo

I/ ht 9Qa NBGASEs 2F O2yOSN¥ya NIYA&aSR (2 2dz2NJ I GGS
LJdzo f A & K S NXth thak i hifd2we walddIdppréchate receiving further clarification

from you on the procedural items of the follow up on this matter. Could you please provide

a response to each of the two additional items below included in our correspondence:

1 Details of the process for the handling of the concerns raised by Dr Bernet, and
comments on whether the book was peer reviewed prior to publication.

1 Clarification on whether the publisher has sought a further review of the book by
experts. If this step &s taken, please provide comments on the procedural aspects
of this review, if the step was not taken, could you provide some brief comments
on the context for this.

Many thanks again for your attention to this matter. We look forward to hearing from you
by October 3.

October 17, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to Claire Jarvis

L Y gNAGAY3T G2 F2i€t26 dzLJ 2y 2dz2NJ O2NNBaALRY
0KS Lzt AOIGA2Y W/ KI INéwShirecfioyisdfor ProféeSoyialsland ! £ A
tF NByiaQo

RS
Sy

As | indicated, we would appreciate further clarification on the procedural items of the
follow up on this matter. We asked for your comments on the two items below but we
have not heard back from you, can yalease provide your response by Ghr 31.

1 Details of the process for the handling of the concerns raised by Dr Bernet, and
comments on whether the book was peer reviewed prior to publication.

1 Clarification on whether the publisher has sought a further review of the book by
experts. Ifhis step was taken, please provide comments on the procedural aspects

11€



A Comprehensive Review of Misinformation and Other InaccuracieS)i Sg
Challenging Parental Alienation: NBwections for Professionals and ParentSaiwsms.stos

of this review, if the step was not taken, could you provide some brief comments
on the context for this.

We look forward to hearing from you.

November 3, 2022 William Bernet tdratxePuebla

| gather you have not had a response from Ms. Claire Jarvis regarding our concerns about
the bookChallenging Parental AlienatiolMou suggested a deadline of October 31 for a
response.What is the next step?

As | understand your commuatons with Ms. Jarvis, you were not expecting to see the
RESULTS of any investigation regarding our condestead, you were simply asking for

an explanation of the PROCESS by which the publisher would investigate our concerns. |
think the publisher &s had plenty of time to provide that information.

November 5, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to William Bernet

We have not yet received a response from the publisher regarding the request for
O2YYSyiGa o62dzi (KS Lldzo f MigdatidnA ey Dikdétighs forf Sy 3 A vy
t NEFSaairzylrta FyR tINBydaQo L KFEZgS NIXAAS
Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee, and | will also pursue a further contact with the
publisher.

November 9, 2022 Iratxe Puebl&o Claire Jarvis

L Y gNRAGAY3T G2 F2tt26 dzLJ 2y 2dzNJ O2NNB & L2 Y F
0KS Lzt AOFGAz2Yy W KI {New Birddtiohdfor tPlofisBighdld and | A S
tF NByiaQo

The COPE Facilitation and Integrity subcommigigenowledges your response dated
September 15. As we indicated, our review focuses on the procedural aspects of the follow
up on concerns raised to the publisher, and with this in mind, we require some further
information regarding the process for folleyw on this matterPlease provide a response

to the two items listed below by November 22:
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91 Details of the process for the handling of the concerns raised by Dr Bernet, and
comments on whether the book was peer reviewed prior to publication.

1 Clarification on whether the publisher has sought a further review of the book by
experts. If this step was taken, please provide comments on the procedural aspects
of this review, if the step was not taken, could you provide some brief comments
on the corext for this.

Thank you for your time. We look forward to hearing from you.

November 28, 2022 William Bernet to Iratxe Puebla

Apparently, Ms. Claire Jarvis and her colleagues at Taylor & Francis have ignored the second
deadline that you set for the response regarding their bookihallenging Parental

Alienation. (The first deadline was October 31; the second deadline was November

22.) What happens now? K2 dzZf Ry Qi GKS . 2FNR 2F 5ANBO02NA
allow Taylor & Francis tmntinue membership in COPE, since the publishing company is

not abiding by the basic principles and rules promulgated by COPE?

,2dz YIe KI @S aSSy (KS IINIAOES o6& 5N tSGHSNJI 2
way for unprincipled journals to buy afak 6 F R3S 2 it was\pubBEENBNTHE K €
Retraction Watch websiteDr. Wilmshurst makes the point that COPE may be unable or

unwilling to sanction large publishers because COPE needs the funds/dues provided by

these publishersTaylor & Francis the third largest duepayer at COPHSpringer has

3097 member journals; Elsevier has 1861; Taylor & Francis has 1711.)

My colleagues and | started this conversation with COPE on September 1, so three months
have elapsed. Please let me know if ther@g hope that your office can help us resolve

our disagreement with Taylor & Francis. If COPE is powerless to help sort this out, we may
need to proceed with some other approach.

November 29, 2022 Iratxe Puebla to William Bernet

| acknowledge receipt of your email. | have raised it to the attention of relevant members
of the Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee.
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December 16, 2022 William Bernet to Iratxe Puebla

Regarding the book published by Taylor & Fra@itiallenging Parental Alienation: New
Directions for Professionals and Parents:

My colleagues and | initially submitted a very elaborate and detailed critique of the book
to senior staff at Taylor & Franas August 12, 2022. They have never responded to our
concerns in a substantive manner. They have never indicated how they reviewed the book
prior to publication and how they intend to investigate the various concerns raised by my
colleagues and me.

My cdleagues and | initially contacted COPE on September 1, 2022. You set two deadlines
for Taylor & Francis to respond to your inquiries (October 31 and November 22, 2022). The
staff at Taylor & Francis have apparently ignored your requests for more inforabaut

their procedures for addressing concerns like this.

What happensnext2 S OF y Qi f S ( KAFEORENInG abk 16 takeyaRyS T A y
FOGA2Y IO Fff o0SdIdPE &dzZALISYR ¢F&ft 2NJ 3 CNJI
sooner ratheithan later. My colleagues and | will need to take other steps to address the
pervasive misinformation in this outrageous book.

December 19, 2028 Iratxe Puebla to William Bernet

| acknowledge receipt of your email. This matter is uddsussion by relevant members

of the Facilitation and Integrity subcommittee. | should note that the COPE office will be
closed for a good part of the next two weeks and thus, we may only be able to provide a
further update in January.

December 19, 222 ¢ William Bernet to Iratxe Puebla

Thanks for the information.
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January 1, 2028 William Bernet to Iratxe Puebla

| want to bring important new information to your attentienregarding our concerns
about the bookChallenging Parental Alienatigryblished by Routledge.

A few days ago a pertinent paper was published in a-fgagwed journalBehavioral
Sciencesrad the Law.Attached is the article, "Scholarly Rumors: Citation Analysis of Vast
Misinformation Regarding Parental Alienation Theory," by Bernet andl3a. Appendix

A for that paper, which includes 94 quotations of #ame misinformatiopublished
between 1994 and 2022Appendix A quotes four chapters froGhallenging Parental
Alienation(ltems 8993 in Appendix A)This same recurrent information was discussed in
the document, "A Comprehensive Review of Misinformation," that my colleagues and | se
to y'all in August 2022.

The point is that the numerous errors madeGhallenging Parental Alienatiarere not
random or accidental. Instead, they were the current culmination of a campaign to
discredit parental alienation theory, which started i894. The chapter authors of
Challenging Parental Alienatiorade the same false statements that were stated over and
over again in journal articles, book chapters, formal presentations, and government
documents. It is important that this cascade of faiséormation be interrupted, which is
why the offensive book needs to be removed from publication.

It is interesting that Routledge has published several books that promote parental
alienation theory in a positive way. It is unclear how this book withapefe errors got
through their review process hey may claim that they are simply publishing various books
by qualified professionals with different perspectives on the same topic. That is
incorrect. We are not talking here about different opinionssoholars talking about the
same topic.We are talking about false statements, misquotations, and numerous other
factual errors.

Please let us know the next step in your procedure for situations likdtteéems obvious

that if Routledge does not respd to your inquiries after all this time, the COPE Board of
Directors should consider suspending the membership of Routledge in your organization.

January 1, 2028 Iratxe Puebla to William Bernet

Thank you for your email. | will be away udgihuary 3 and will only have intermittent
access to email. | will respond to your message as soon as possible upon my return.
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February 1, 2028 William Bernet to Iratxe Puebla

As you know, my colleagues and | are very concerned about a book publisb&iPhy
member, Taylor & FrancisChallenging Parental Alienation: New Directions for
Professionaland Parentsedited by Jean Mercer and Margaret Drefnother month has gone

by, with no substantive response from Taylor & Francis and no substantive response from
COPEl SNB A& (KS GAYStAYS 2F 2dzNJ O2NNBaLR2yRSyOS

>> August 12, 2022 My colleagues and | subnatt our initial statement of concern to senior
personnel at Taylor & Francis and Routledgs. Claire Jarvis responded in a perfunctory manner,
but it was clear that no one at the publishing company investigated the concerns itemized in our
80LJ IS GBIKBYIINIGS wSOASE 2F araAiAyF2NNIGA2Y dE

>> September 1, 2022 My colleagues and | contacted COPE regarding our concerns about
Challenging Parental Alienation.

>> Septembeb, 2022¢ Ms. Iratxe Puebla contacted Ms. Claire Jarvis (at Routledge) and Dr. Sabina
Alam (at Taylor & Francis) regarding our concelvss. Jarvis responded in a perfunctory manner,

but it was clear that no on at the publishing company investigatecdheerns raised by my
colleagues and myself.

>> September 19, 2022Ms. Puebla sent a further request to Ms. Jarvis with a deadline of October
3, 2022, for a responseé\s far as | can tell, there was no response from Ms. Jarvis.

>> QOctober [17], 2022, Ms. Puebla sent an additional request to Ms. Jarvis with an extended
deadline of October 31, 2022As far as | can tell, there was no response from Ms. Jarvis.

>> November 5, 2022 Ms. Puebla told me that she has raised the issue to the attentithreof
Facilitation and Integrity Subcommittee, and she said she pursue further contact with the
publisher.As far as | can tell, there was no response from Ms. Jarvis.

>> December 19,2022a 4 ® t dzSo6f | NBLRNIGSR (2 YSZrelevanKA a Yl (
members of the Facilitation and Integrity Subcommittee. | should note that the COPE office will be
closed for a good part of the next two weeks and thus, we may only be able to provide a further
dzLJRF S Ay WI ydzl NE d¢

>> February 1, 2028 | have eceived no further communication from Ms. Puebla or from anyone
else at COPHn the meantime, however, the editors ©hallenging Parental Alienatibave been
promoting the book through book reviews in journals, websites, and government documents in the
U.S.

Here are our questionsDoes the Facilitation and Integrity Subcommittee have any further

suggestions as to how my colleagues and | might resolve this serious dispute with the publishers of
Challenging Parental AlienatiotPas the Subcommittee @n up all discussion and negotiations
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with Taylor & Francis?s the Subcommittee ready to recommend that Taylor & Francis be
4dzaLISYRSR FNRY YSYOSNBKALI Ay /ht9 F2N FFAf dz2NB
regarding the resolution of serioasmplaints?Also, are you ready to proceed with the next step

Ay @2dz2NJ Ff2¢6 OKIFNI 2F LINRPOS&aasSa T2NJ KFIyRfAy3a (K
CrOAtAGIFGAR2Y FTYR LYGSaINARGE hTFAOSNI NBGASga |t C

Finally, does CORiAve any objection if my colleagues and | decide to publicize and promote our
concerns abouChallenging Parental Alienatidirough websites, social media, and professional
publications?We have refrained from taking that step because that seems tasbewdaged on

the COPE website as long as negotiations are occuBirngiowg after all this inactiorg do you

agree that it is appropriate for us to spread the word that this is an extremely poorly researched,
sloppily written, and dangerous book?

February 4, 2028 Iratxe Puebla to WillialBernet

| acknowledge receipt of your email. | have raised this correspondence to the attention of
relevant members of the Facilitation and Integrity Subcommittee and | will be in touch as
they provide advice.

Final Note: The authors of this review @hallenging Parental Alienatioeceived no
further correspondence from the publishers or from COPE as of the date of publication of
this report, i.e., March 20, 2023.
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