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I appreciate this opportunity to reply to Dr. Richard Gardner's comments
  concerning my recent article on Parental Alienation Syndrome. 
  Although Dr, Gardner's remarks contain many inaccuracies, my publications on PAS in FamRZ
 and Child and Family Law Quarterly
 already deal with most of them,
 including the nature of his academic appointment. The remainder raise no substantial issues that require a response. Our proper concern instead is with the scientific deficiencies of PAS and its failure to provide helpful solutions to visitation difficulties in child custody cases.
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    �  An example is Gardner's assertion, without citations, that the European Court of Human Rights has recognized PAS. I have previously discussed two cases in which fathers have referred to PAS.  In each case the court's opinion takes no position on the doctrine. See Bruch [Fn. 2], Fn. 50 (discussing Elsholz v. Germany); Bruch [Fn. 4], Fn. 66 (discussing Sahin v. Germany). A further case, Kutzner v. Germany, (2002) 35 E.H.R.R. 25, does no more.  The parents, whose children had been placed in separate foster care facilities, included among their allegations an assertion that PAS is internationally recognized. The court reports but does not comment on their assertion. Its only independent use of the word "alienation" concerns the attenuated family relationships that will result from the children's almost total separation from their parents and each other, not PAS.  This usage comports with the definition of "alienated" contained in the Oxford English Dictionary (2d ed. 1989): "Estranged, withdrawn in feeling or affection."


    �  At the request of the English Court of Appeal, two child psychiatrists have recommended a more appropriate approach.  See Claire Sturge in consultation with Danya Glaser, Contact and Domestic Violence -- The Experts' Court Report [2000] Fam Law 1136.  Their principles for resolving visitation disputes of all kinds has since been endorsed as "a generally accepted professional view" by the respondents to a broadly disseminated questionnaire from the Lord Chancellor's Advisory Board on Family Law: Children Act Sub-Committee. See Bruch [Fn. 4], pp.390-92 (discussing the English authorities).





