
Judges Association Claims 

1. Bill will increase costs of operations of the courts 

FALSE- While the first year may see a slight up in the number of cases with old ones being asked 

to be reviewed, at the same time the new case will operate under the new law.  

First year will be a wash as far as cost goes with a very slight possibility of an increased cost. 

In the second year I expect to see a 35% decrease in the cost of operation of the Domestic 

Relations Divisions and a similar decrease in Juvenile cases involving never married parents. 

The third year could see a decrease of 50% over all in Domestic Relations Divisions with like in 

Juvenile never married cases. 

What is being missed in the savings that will also transfer into the Court of Appeals where we 

will see a decrease of 10-15%.  

2. Loss of discretion 

If the judges have such good discretion then why are so many fit parents limited in contact to 

their children. Ohio Public Policy (ORC 3109.401) is to see that the parents have the maximum 

involvement in the lives of their child absent a showing of harm. That requires a finding of 

unfitness. Certainly stroking the back of ones dead cat that is on the bench and ask what to do 

with parents in NOT a good showing of proper discretion or the retire judge that is deaf and can 

not hear what is said and arms length away.   

3. Loss of confidence in the Court 

There is no confidence in the Domestic Relations Court now. It is the only court where a person walks in 

and has no idea what the outcome will be. A court administrator in a local county told me that when 

asked she could not tell anyone what the outcome would be or what would happen because there was no 

consistency in the way that rulings were made. Same set of circumstances could be presented in two 

different cases and have two completely different results.  

"There is a presumption that fit parents act in their children's best interests, Parham v. J. R., 442 U. S. 584, 

602; there is normally no reason or compelling interest for the State to inject itself into the private realm of 

the family to further question fit parents' ability to make the best decisions regarding their children. Reno 

v. Flores, 507 U. S. 292, 304. The state may not interfere in child rearing decisions when a fit parent is 

available. Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000). 

Child Support  

1. Title IV money 

This does not affect the collection of Title IV money directly. In the end it may in fact reduce 

some of the expenses that often are the resolute of child birth to unmarried parents by freeing 



time up for both parents to work. Often heard is “I can’t work because I have to stay home to 

take care of my babies”, with both parents involved that will no longer be a viable excuse.  

By still requiring that never married fathers go thru the process of establishing paternity and a 

“visitation” schedule we have closed the door to automatically allowing the serial sperm donors 

a free ride. This process becomes the unmarried parent’s equivalent of a marriage license.  

2. Parenting Time Adjustment 

The parenting time adjustment on child support was recommended by the Last Task Force on 

Child Support.  

Of note is that the Last Task Force on Child Support was not statutorily compliant in that it did 

not have representation by Obligors. Claims were made that Steve Killpack represented the 

obligors but he is a members of the Ohio Fatherhood Commission and is a married father that 

has never paid child support from what I see. The other entity that allegedly represented 

obligors is not even Ohio based and receives Fatherhood Commission moneys.  

The Ohio Fatherhood Commission receives grant money from the Federal government that is 

specifically labeled to be used for the collection of additional child support.  

3. New Tables 

The tables recommended by the last task force were incorrect in that they were not based on 

Ohio specifically and were based on data for expenses related to intact families. Same is true of 

our current tables.  

Ohio Fatherhood Commission/Cost factors 

1. The Commission is not cost affective. Their goal is to reach 10-12 fathers per county 

across the state. This will reach many more parents. 

In looking at Summit County’s newly filed cases since introduction there are 942 cases that 

would be affected by these changes from April 2011 thru November 2011. This is county were 

OFC has placed start up money of $10,000. If they were to even reach their goal over the same 

time period they would have only reached of 8 months, they would have 96 fathers. That is just 

over 10% of what this will affect and they would have spent $105 on each father and the state 

still have the additional societal costs.  

2. Ohio Fatherhood commission did recommend to incoming Governor Strickland that 

the legislature change the law to equalize custody.  

That recommendation was made in 2007 yet no legislation was introduced to do this. Then 

when told about this legislation prior to its introduction we were told to be patient that 

changes like this take time. Frankly 12 years is long enough to solve a problem that costs this 

state millions of dollars per year. 



3.  Operation of the Courts- Domestic Relations Division 

1
st

 year -  I expect it to be about the same even thought there may be a slit increase in re-filings 

to change old orders where a fit parent was removed without cause. New orders will run under 

the new system which will be more efficient with more mediation and negotiation than 

litigation. We are likely to see the same in custody cases within the Juvenile Courts. 

2
nd

 Year – I expect that we will see a 35% decrease in the operations of Domestic Relations 

divisions across the state with the same in Juvenile Courts.  

3
rd

 Year – I expect to see a 50% reduction in the cost of operation of the Domestic Relations 

Division.  

Also I expect to see savings passed onto at the Court of Appeals level which may be 10-15%. 

The elimination of false allegations by changing the evidentiary standard is where the major cost 

savings comes in. With the current affidavit system that it used to make temporary orders and 

establish a status quo the court with eliminate a fit parent without testimony.  

4. Growing Trend 

Disturbingly there are been a growing trend of getting Children’s Services involved in domestic 

disputes. Many of these cases are the result of false allegations of abuse in attempts to gain 

advantage in custody cases. This not only wastes valuable State resources but causes delays and 

separation that the clear and convincing evidentiary standard will eliminate.  

I have been speaking with in father that is a top rated teacher within the Columbus School 

system that is going thru this now. If these false allegations against him continue there is a 

likelihood that he will lose his ability to teach.  Then we have the double hit of the loss of a job 

and a loss to the education system in the loss of a good teacher. We can’t afford for either to 

happen.  

Fathers and Families  

1. Fairness in temporary orders 

Contained in the bill on line 860 ORC 3109.043 

2. Disabled Parents Protection Bill  

Redundant because the sufficient protections are already contain within Federal Law which 

Ohio is compliant with 

3.  Parenting Time Enforcement 

 

This was bill killer in HB232 and is not necessary with the clear and convincing evidentiary 

standard.  



4. Presumptive Child Support in Shared Parenting Cases 

Already within the bill with the automatic deviations based on time with the child on line 131 

5. Child Support Self-Support Reserve Correction 

Only way to do this is by correcting the tables. Current tables are based on intact families NOT 

on single parent homes. Also additional protection was added with the “ability to pay” line 622 

and sufficiently covered under ORC 5121.30 

Summit Dads 

1. Never married father issue 

Already addressed with in the bill by changes in ORC 3109.043 which protects from the 

beginning. Once a filing is made protections of 3109.04 kick in.  

We can not go any further on this because of Title IV moneys and any further would open up the 

door to those that do not want to truly be involved in taking advantage of the system to dodge 

responsibility via the courts.  

2. Mandatory DNA at birth 

NEVER – Civil liberty issues and payment issues.  

 


