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The Centre for Peace, Conflict and Mediation  

Shared Parental Responsibility in Australian Family Law and the Impact on Children Seminar  
Program 

 
Day 1: Sunday, 13 April 2008 
5.00 – 8.00 pm Registrations and welcome drinks in the Civic Gallery on Level 3, Hawke Building, University of South Australia’s 
City West Campus.  

 
 
Day 2: Monday, 14 April 2008 
Bradley Forum on Level 5, Hawke 
Building, University of South 
Australia’s City West Campus, North 
Terrace, Adelaide. 
 
8.00 – 9.00 am:  Registrations 
 
9.00 – 9.30 – Indigenous welcome 
and welcome to the University.  
Overview of the program.   
 
9.30 – 10.15:  KEYNOTE – Professor 
Carol Bruch Speaker 1 
  
Carol S. Bruch is Distinguished 
Professor Emeritus and Research 
Professor at the University of 
California, Davis.   Her honours 
include a Distinguished Public Service 
award from UC Davis and numerous 
fellowships.  She is a member of the 
Executive Council of the 
International Society of Family Law, 
the Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law to the US 
Secretary of State, and the Board of 
Editors of the American Journal of 
Comparative Law. 
 
Sound Research or Wishful 
Thinking?  Children’s Post-
Separation Needs 
Professor Bruch will identify flawed 
doctrines and arguments that 
muddy the waters and threaten 
sound outcomes for children in 
contemporary child custody, 
visitation and relocation disputes. 
She will provide an overview of 
credible U.S. research on children’s 
needs and critique the wishful 
thinking and mistaken analysis of 

some well-known authors and 
professionals in the custody area.  
Finally, she will suggest more 
supportive approaches that parents 
and courts can employ to help 
children adapt to change after their 
parents separate or divorce. 
(View the full article - 'Sound 
Research or Wishful Thinking in Child 
Custody Cases: Lessons from 
Relocation Law'.)  
 
10.15 – 10.45: morning tea/coffee 
 
10.45 – 11.15: Ms Julie Redman 
Speaker 2 
 
Julie Redman is a legal practitioner 
and principal of the firm Alderman 
Redman Lawyers & Mediators in 
Adelaide.  Julie has over 30 years 
experience in law practice, 
principally in the area of family and 
children’s law.  She is a nationally 
accredited family law specialist and 
a registered family dispute resolution 
practitioner. Julie has been 
representing adults and children in 
the Family Court of Australia, 
Federal Magistrates Court and Youth 
Courts since the commencement of 
the Family Law Act in 1975.  She has 
seen and grappled with frequently 
changing law, constant court 
structural changes, alternative 
dispute resolution processes, and all 
amidst diminishing resources in this 
vital and challenging area of 
practice.   
 
Practicing the Law on Shared 
Parental Responsibility 

The decision of Goode v Goode 
[2006] FamCA 1346, and subsequent 
cases, has laid the groundwork for a 
strict application of the presumption 
for shared parental responsibility for 
all Australian children as set out in 
the 2006 amendments to the Family 
Law Act 1975.  Yet arguably, this 
approach rests uneasily against a 
body of law in which judicial 
discretion tends to underwrite the 
legislation.   Shared parental 
responsibility, together with due 
consideration of the child spending 
equal, or at least substantial time 
with both parents, will be applied 
unless issues of family violence or 
child abuse are found to be present.  
The onus is on the victim to prove 
violence or child abuse.  This is 
despite ‘the child’s best interests’ 
remaining the paramount 
consideration in both interim and 
final orders.   
 
The application of the presumption 
of shared parental responsibility also 
provides a threshold to parents who 
wish to relocate or make some other 
major, long-term decision affecting 
the child.  On this point the Court 
defers to the principle of the best 
interests of the child, but offers little 
guidance as to what might tip the 
scales.  Importantly, effecting shared 
parental responsibility by way of 
Court Order will not necessarily 
translate into cooperative parenting.  
That children will suffer from more 
insidious forms of exploitation, or 
over exposure to parenting disputes 
in Court processes remains a live 
issue.  There is also the risk that 
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more aggravated circumstances of 
family violence or child abuse may 
be marginalised, where the 
emphasis is increasingly upon the 
child enjoying a meaningful 
relationship with both parents.  As 
such, Child Protection Services and 
Families SA carry an uneasy mandate 
to determine whether children are 
at serious risk of harm or something 
less.        
 
The encouragement of negotiated 
parenting plans with a family dispute 
resolution practitioner has its own 
concerns, with parties often unable 
to negotiate on an equal basis due 
to historical power imbalances in the 
relationship.  The lack of court 
ordered status of these plans is also 
a concern for future co-parenting in 
some cases.    
 
Ms Redman will examine these 
issues as they present in recent case 
law and from her own practical 
experience in the field.  A grasp of 
legal precedent is vital to prepare 
parents for an outcome at Court.   
However the legal perspective also 
tends to show that a multi-
disciplined approach is necessary to 
bridge the gap between the 
presumption for shared parental 
responsibility and the practice of co-
parenting. It must also be recognised 
that the presumption for shared 
parental responsibility has yet to be 
tested within a wide class of facts, 
and its scope remains uncertain.  At 
present the Courts seemingly defer 
to the presumption in even the 
borderline cases, and implications 
for children ‘at risk’ remains to be 
seen.                               
 
11.15 – 11.45: Associate Professor 
Carolyn Quadrio Speaker 3 
 
Carolyn Quadrio is Associate 
Professor in Psychiatry at the 
University of New South Wales and 
practises in Forensic and Child and 
Family Psychiatry.  She has many 
years experience as an expert 
witness in Family Law and Child 
Protection matters.  She was formerl
y Director of Mental Health Services 

with Corrections Health Service (now 
Justice Health) in NSW.   
 
Six Degrees of Alienation  
Professor Quadrio will present 
material from experience in Family 
Law proceedings with many 
hundreds of families.   In this 
context, allegations of abuse are 
common and frequently met with 
counter allegations of abuse and 
of alienation.  In such sharply 
polarised disputes, the presumption 
of joint parenting adds a new 
complexity.  This presentation will 
focus on a number of case studies 
and highlight some of the issues that 
have arisen with the change of 
legislation.    
 
11.45 – 12.15: Panel of speakers 1, 2 
and 3: Questions and discussion 
 
12.15 ς 1.15: LUNCH 
 
1.15 – 2.00:  KEYNOTE: Professor 
Thea Brown Speaker 4  
 
Thea Brown holds a research 
Professorial appointment in the 
Department of Social Work, Monash 
University, and an appointment as 
Adjunct Professor, School of Social 
Work and Social Policy, La Trobe 
University.  Her research covers the 
area of family violence and family 
law, as well as the broader area of 
separating parents and families, and 
her most recent publications are 
Child Abuse and Family Law, a 2007 
Allen and Unwin book, co-authored 
with Renata Alexander, and An 
Evaluation of a New Post-
Separation and Divorce Parenting 
Program, to be published in Family 
Matters in April.  She has been a 
member of a number of 
Commonwealth policy committees 
on aspects of parental separation, 
including the Family Law Pathways 
Advisory Group, some of whose 
many recommendations were 
implemented in the 2006 family law 
legislation. 
   
A consideration of the difficulties in 
implementing shared parenting: 
shared parenting and involvement 

in children’s schooling post 
separation and divorce 
Although the new family law 
legislation seeks to implement the 
notion of on going and collaborative 
parenting of children following 
parental partnership breakdown and 
consequent separation and divorce, 
institutional obstacles still prevent 
the realisation of this policy.  The 
question then arises: can the new 
model of separation and divorce be 
achieved or is it doomed to failure? 
   
This question is examined through a 
discussion of a series of studies 
undertaken by a research Monash 
team investigating the issue of 
parent’s involvement in their 
children’s schooling following 
parental separation and divorce.  
The research, building on the slight 
amount of previous research carried 
out primarily in Western Australia, 
looked at parents and teachers’ view 
of what parents have identified as a 
major problem in all states of 
Australia both before the legislative 
changes and afterwards, namely 
schools’ inability to relate to two 
separate parents after separation 
and divorce and the wider difficulty 
of managing this family form.  The 
research includes consideration of 
school’s efforts to change judged, 
however, by many teachers and 
parents to be still unsuccessful.   

Professor Thea Brown, Ms Alison 
Lundgren, Ms Lisa-Maree Stevens  
 
2.00 – 2.30:  Ms Marie Hume  
Speaker  5 
 
Marie Hume is currently a convener 
of the National Abuse Free Contact 
Campaign, a national (and 
international) feminist coalition of 
organisations who have formed to 
advocate on behalf of women and 
children going through the Family 
Court system with concerns about 
domestic violence and child abuse. 
She worked for 12 years as a Family 
Court Counsellor in the Adelaide 
Registry of the Family Court during 
which time she completed her 
Masters research project into child 
sexual abuse and family law. She 
was also actively involved with 
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Children and Domestic Violence 
Action Group and in the 
development of a National policy on 
family violence within the family 
court. 
 
Since leaving the Court, Marie has 
helped develop the Women’s Safety 
After Separation website 
(http://wsas.here.ws), under the 
auspices of the National Council of 
Single Mothers and their Children; 
instigated the establishment of the 
family court support programme 
operated by the Women’s 
information service in SA: and most 
recently have run a series of 
seminars, throughout Australia, on 
the changes to family law and how 
they impact on women and children. 

No Escape from Violence: The 
Silencing of Women and Children 

This presentation will examine how 
the Family Law Amendment (Shared 
Parental Responsibility) Act 2006 
enacted in July 2006 has impacted 
on women and children escaping 
from male violence within the 
family. It will focus on the ideological 
constructs behind these changes – 
changes that actually reinforce 
narrow, traditional, patriarchal 
concepts of the family. The new 
approach idealises notions of good 
fathers to such an extent that father 
absence is seen as a greater problem 
than children’s exposure to violence. 
In effect this development also 
reinforces views of women as bad 
mothers if their children have been 
present in a home where there was 
domestic violence and if they try to 
protect them from further abuse. 
The outcome is that punitive 
measures are now imposed on 
mothers and, as a consequence, 
their children, in too many families 
where male violence occurs.   

The recent changes to family law 
have effectively de-gendered 
domestic violence and women’s 
voices have been effectively 
silenced. Where violence in 
interpersonal relationships is seen as 
occurring on the basis of equality, 
domestic violence is relabelled as 
interpersonal relationship problems 

and disputes, thereby rendering 
women and men as equally 
complicit. Ms Hume argues that, not 
only are our current child protection 
and legal systems failing to protect 
women and children, the culture 
within these systems is contributing 
to ongoing abuse and violence. The 
influence of the recent changes will 
be examined in family court decision 
making, the establishment and 
operation of family relationship 
centres and mediation, and in the 
way that state child protection 
systems have been influenced by the 
dominant discourse of family law.  
 
2.30 – 3.00: afternoon tea/coffee 
 
3.00 – 3.30:  Dr Sunita Shaunak   
Speaker 6 
 
 Sunita Shaunak was raised and 
educated in London by school-
teacher parents, where she studied 
dentistry. On qualifying, she worked 
as an associate for a while and then 
purchased her own dental practice 
which she ran for a number of years. 
She came to Australia  in 1993, with 
her then husband, heavily pregnant 
with her first child. Thus, as Scout 
says in "To Kill a Mockingbird”, 
began the longest and the most 
personally defining journey of her 
life, that as a Parent. 
 
The Family  Court  of  Australia : 
Perpetrators  or  Protectors, 
Accomplices or Advocates in Child 
Abuse ? 
This presentation will describe and 
discuss Dr Shaunak’s personal 
experiences as a parent and 
consumer of the Family Court of 
Australia for approximately ten 
years, not out of choice but out of 
the necessity to protect her children. 
The main focus of the presentation 
will be on the impact of these 
experiences on her children. Over 
the last ten years, Dr Shaunak has 
been forced to return to the Family 
Court of Australia many times. She 
does not see her situation as a "high 
conflict or custody battle" but as a 
"confrontation and commitment" 
case because she believes that child 
abuse must be repeatedly 

confronted and engaged with, no 
matter the arena one has to operate 
in and regardless of the personal 
consequences. She returned to the 
Family Court of Australia seeking 
protection for her children, who 
raised with her and trusted 
professionals the subjects of 
physical, sexual and emotional abuse 
by their father and his family. Dr 
Shaunak and her children were 
supported by a number of eminent 
child-welfare experts, including 
clinical psychologist, Ms Susan 
Aydon, and paediatrician, Dr David 
Wood. However, to her disbelief, in 
the Family Court she experienced 
further abuse, dismissal and 
ignorance of the mechanisms and 
stealth under which child abuse 
operates, by the judiciary and 
appointed alleged "experts", 
including nominated lawyers for her 
children. 
 
3.30 – 4.00:  Dr David Wood and Ms 
Susan Aydon  Speakers 7 and 8  
David Wood is a paediatrician in 
private practice, Director of 
Paediatric Health Services, Mater 
Children’s Hospital and Chairman of 
the Abused Child Trust.  
Susan Aydon has worked as a 
clinical psychologist for over 30 
years, the last 20 years in private 
practice.  
Dr Wood and Ms Aydon testified 
as expert witnesses in a contested 
custody case heard in the Family 
Court of Australia along with 2 other 
professionals. This 
experience highlighted the 
significant difficulties involved in 
dealing with allegations of child 
abuse in the context of adversarial 
proceedings in the Family Court.  As 
a result of their experience they 
concluded that the belief system 
underlying Parental Alienation 
Syndrome was adversely affecting 
decision making in the Family Court.  
David and Susan and their 
colleagues have established 
‘Professionals Against Child Abuse’ 
(P.A.C.A.) – a group with the 
objective of working towards 
a system in the Family Court 
that enables effective assessment of 
problems, protection of the "at risk" 

http://wsas.here.ws/
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child and treatment and case 
management that optimises the 
outcome for all parties.  
 
Experts under Fire: Two 
professionals’ experiences of the 
Family Court.  
David Wood, a paediatrician and 
Susan Aydon, a psychologist will 
discuss the problems that they 
experienced when they testified in 
the Family Court and put forward 
the changes that they believe need 
to be made.  
 
4.00 – 4.30:  Panel of speakers 4, 5, 
6, 7 and 8: Questions and discussion. 

 
7.00 pm:  Conference Dinner at 
Regattas Bistro, Convention Centre, 
North Terrace, Adelaide 

 
Day 3: Tuesday, 15 April 2008  
Bradley Forum on Level 5, Hawke 
Building, University of South 
Australia’s City West Campus, North 
Terrace, Adelaide. 
 
8.30 – 9 am:  Registrations 
 
9.00 – 9.30:  Dr Amanda Shea Hart   
Speaker 9  
 
Amanda Shea Hart PhD is currently 
a lecturer at Central Queensland 
University. She has over 30 years 
experience as a social worker in the 
field working with children and 
families and specializing in cases of 
violence and abuse. She has worked 
as a conciliation counsellor in three 
registries of the Family Court of 
Australia and for over 15 years held 
management positions in the 
Adelaide registry of the Family Court 
and in the community sector in the 
provision and development of 
services for separated families in 
dispute. She has experience as a 
lecturer and skills trainer in dispute 
resolution and has an ongoing 
interest in research and development 
of best practice to meet children’s 
rights and needs in the Australian 
family law jurisdiction. 
 
Domestic violence marginalised and 
children’s needs compromised in 

the construction of children’s ‘best 
interests’. 
Key findings will be presented from 
an in-depth qualitative analysis of 
how judges from one registry of the 
Family Court of Australia 
constructed the best interests of the 
child in cases where domestic 
violence was acknowledged as an 
issue, contact was disputed and a 
final determination was reached 
under the Reform Act legislation. A 
number of themes emerged from 
the analysed judgments to reveal a 
dominant paradigm of an idealised 
post separation family that failed to 
centralise children’s exposure to 
domestic violence in the 
determination of their ‘best 
interests’. The failure by social 
science and legal experts to depart 
from patriarchal philosophy that 
reinforces traditional gender roles 
and family structures, together with 
a failure to represent the special 
needs of children from violent 
families, raise concerns about how 
children’s best interests are 
understood and determined under 
the 2006 legislative reforms that 
promote cooperative, ongoing post 
separation parenting. This 
presentation will discuss how crucial 
it is to differentiate ‘conflict’ from 
‘violence’, to understand the risks to 
children who have been exposed to 
family violence and to prioritise their 
right to protection from violence and 
abuse in order to make 
determinations that are in the 
children’s best interests. 
 
9.30 – 10.00: Dr Elspeth McInnes  
Speaker 10 
 
 Elspeth McInnes, AM, PhD, is a 
senior lecturer and researcher in the 
School of Education at the University 
of South Australia. Dr McInnes has 
researched single mothers, social 
policy and family violence and has 
been active as an advocate for 
women's and children's safety in the 
community sector. Dr McInnes has 
been Convenor of the National 
Council of Single Mothers and their 
Children and Deputy President of the 
Australian Council of Social Services.  
 

System Failure and Children at 
Risk: When Family Law, Mental 
Illness and Family Violence Come 
Together 
 The Family Law reforms privileging 
Shared Parental Responsibility are 
premised on ideal social norms 
where parents should agree and co-
operate in the best interests of their 
children and children do best when 
they have a meaningful relationship 
with both parents.  Whilst the Family 
Law Act also provides that children 
should be protected from exposure 
to violence and abuse, the federal 
system for determining children's 
risk of abuse relies on eight different 
state and territory jurisdictions. 
These jurisdictions operate separate 
departments under state and 
territory legislation which operates 
independently of the federal law 
provisions. This means that state 
assessments of children's risk status 
often do not take place after 
notification due to priority allocation 
systems, thus creating an absence of 
any evidence to support allegations 
of abuse.  When a parent has a 
mental illness the children's position 
is even more precarious as state 
health and police systems frequently 
fail to communicate with child 
protection systems, when parents 
are arrested or hospitalised. The 
Federal Family Law system relies on 
parents to present evidence to the 
court of concerns they may have for 
their child, but the information on 
parents' criminal or psychotic 
conduct is not communicated to 
both parents or between State 
departments or to the Family Court.  
Even where the court orders 
supervised contact, this is usually 
short-term and does not involve 
continuous assessment of children's 
well-being under the court-ordered 
arrangements. As a consequence of 
the multiple system failures the 
most vulnerable children - those 
with violent and/or psychotic 
parents - are ordinarily exposed to 
continuing risks, injuries and death. 
Conscious policy attention to the 
intersections of state police, state 
courts, child protection, mental 
health systems and family law is 
needed to begin to develop 
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processes where children's safety 
comes first. 
 
10.00 – 10.30   Dr Alan Campbell   
Speaker  11  
 
Alan Campbell PhD is a psychologist 
and a member of the Hawke 
Research Institute’s Centre for 
Peace, Conflict and Mediation and a 
Senior Lecturer at the University of 
South Australia’s School of Social 
Work and Social Policy. His 
professional experience includes ten 
years as a counsellor and mediator 
with the Family Court of Western 
Australia, five years as the Chief 
Executive Officer of Melbourne’s 
Family Mediation Centre, and in 
private practice, providing family 
reports and mediation for clients of 
the Family Court and the Federal 
Magistrates Court. Throughout his 
career, Dr Campbell has maintained 
a focus on children and their best 
interests within the family law 
system. His doctoral thesis explored 
children’s perceptions of the impact 
on them of post-separation decision-
making. 
 
“Cos if a child was fairly strong on 
not seeing the parent, there'd have 
to be something really wrong”: 
Children’s understandings of their 
rights in decisions about them. 
This paper will discuss children’s 
views of their role in decision-making 
following separation. It will focus on 
their ideas about spending time with 
each of their parents, their views on 
protection issues and their 
understandings of the rights they 
have after their parents separate.  
The research that informs this paper 
indicates that in many cases children 
feel divided between their parents 
and try to think of ways that both 
parents can have time with them. Dr 
Campbell argues, however, that 
when they engage in this thinking, 
children do not consider their own 
situation. Instead, they try to think of 
ways to ‘save’ their parents from 
their pain. In doing so, they deny 
their own needs in order to meet 
those of their parents. The 
implications that arise for those who 
decide on where children will live 

after parental separation will be 
discussed in detail and conclusions 
will consider ways in which we might 
ensure that we hear children’s 
concerns more effectively. 
 
10.30 – 11.00 am:  Morning 
tea/coffee (the Deputy Chief Justice 
will be present at this time) 
 
11.00 – 11.30: KEYNOTE – The 
Honourable Deputy Chief Justice 
John Faulks presenting a speech on 
behalf of the Honourable Chief 
Justice Bryant     Speaker  11 
 
Deputy Chief Justice John Faulks is a 
husband of 38 years, the father of 
three children and the doting 
grandfather of Cleo, Phoebe and 
Eloise and Tess. He moved to 
Canberra in January 1962 and it has 
been his home ever since. He has 
been a judge in the Family Court of 
Australia since 12 October 1994. As 
Deputy Chief Justice he assists the 
Chief Justice in the administration of 
the Family Court.  His particular 
responsibilities include case 
management, complaints about 
judges, the collection and strategic 
assessment of statistics, pastoral 
care and the oversight of the court’s 
committees.  He has had significant 
involvement in the setting up, 
evaluation and rolling out of the 
Children’s Cases program and the 
Less Adversarial trial and docket 
systems of the Court, the design and 
implementation of the Combined 
Registry Project for the Family Court 
and the Federal Magistrates Court, 
the court’s IT projects, and the 
Phoenix Program. His judicial 
workload still includes first instance 
(trial) matters and he now sits more 
often as a member of the Appeal 
Court. He is an avid Brumbies 
supporter. 
 
11.30 – 12.00:  Panel of speakers 8, 
9 and 10. Questions and discussion 
(the Deputy Chief Justice will not be 
present). 
 
12.00 – 1.00:   LUNCH 
 
1.00 – 1.30:   KEYNOTE – Professor 
Belinda Fehlberg   Speaker 12 

 
Belinda Fehlberg has a DPhil (Law) 
from the University of Oxford, where 
she completed a doctoral thesis on 
spousal guarantees at the Centre for 
Socio-Legal Research in 1995. She is 
the co-author, with Juliet Behrens of 
ANU, of a major new Family Law 
textbook Australian Family Law: The 
Contemporary Context, published in 
2007 by Oxford University Press.  
Other positions professor Fehlberg 
has held include being a Principal 
Research Fellow at the Australian 
Institute of Family Studies in 2000, 
heading the Institute's 'Marriage and 
Family' research program. In this 
capacity, she  was the Institute's 
observer on the Federal Attorney-
General's Family Law Council. She 
was the Law Faculty's Associate 
Dean (Research) from 2002 until 
June 2005. Her current professional 
activities include being a member of 
the editorial board of the Australian 
Journal of Family Law, an 
International Associate of the Oxford 
Centre for Family Law and Policy, 
and a member of the Advisory Board 
of the Griffith University Socio-Legal 
Research Centre. 
 
Post-separation parenting and 
financial settlements: the long-term 
financial impacts of shared care 
 Shared post-separation parenting is 
now a key family law goal. As a 
result, financial settlements (ie child 
support, property and spousal 
maintenance arrangements) are 
likely to be based on shared 
parenting and its associated costs. 
However, empirical evidence 
suggests shared care often reverts to 
sole (usually mother) care over time. 
This raises the risk that financial 
settlements based on shared care 
will not meet children’s and carers' 
needs, with adverse outcomes for 
them and our social security system. 
Yet the long-term financial 
implications of shared care have not 
been studied. After considering what 
we know already about the 
relationship between parenting and 
financial arrangements, this paper 
will outline an empirical project 
which aims to identify and explore 
the long-term financial impacts of 
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shared parenting by examining the 
interaction between shared care 
arrangements and financial 
settlements over time.   
 
1.30 – 2.00   Dr Daryl Higgins   
Speaker 13 
 
Daryl Higgins is a General Manager 
(Research) at the Australian Institute 
of Family Studies. He is a 
Psychologist who joined the 
Australian Institute of Family Studies 
in 2004 as the manager of the 
National Child Protection 
Clearinghouse. His previous position 
was as Senior Lecturer in the School 
of Psychology at Deakin University. 
Daryl completed his PhD in 1998 on 
the topic of 'multi-type 
maltreatment', looking at the 
overlap between the various forms 
of child abuse and neglect, and their 
relationship to psychological 
adjustment problems in the 
immediate and long-term. He has 
been researching sexuality, child 
sexual abuse and family violence for 
the past 15 years.  
 
Responding to allegations of child 
abuse in Family Court proceedings: 
the Magellan Project 
The Family Court of Australia’s 
Magellan Project is a world-first 
experimental project, designed to 
address the needs of children and 
families where allegations of sexual 
abuse or serious physical abuse are 
raised during residence and contact 
disputes. A consortium of agencies 
in Victoria developed and 
implemented the new approach in 
pilot of 100 cases (evaluated in 2001 
before progressively rolling out the 
case-management approach 
nationally). In the first stage of the 
current evaluation, interviews and 
focus groups were conducted with 
Judges and other key stakeholders 
involved in the Magellan case-
management system. The second 
stage of the research involved 
conducting a file review and 
comparison of 80 finalised cases that 
have gone through the Magellan 
process, with 80 Magellan-like cases 
(i.e., those involving similarly serious 
allegations of physical abuse or 

sexual abuse) from NSW prior to the 
introduction of Magellan. 
Quantitative data were collected 
about processes that are believed to 
be critical to the success of Magellan 
(such as the number of judicial 
officers involved; the number and 
type of expert reports, particularly 
timely reports from the statutory 
child protection authority). Data 
about the outcomes were also 
measured (e.g., duration of the 
matter, number of different court 
events, number proceeding to 
judicial determination, etc.). As well 
as discussing the key themes that 
emerged, and the results of the 
case-file comparison, broader issues 
of the intersecting roles of police, 
criminal courts, juvenile courts, child 
protection services, and the family 
law system will be discussed. 
 
2.00 – 2.30:   Associate Professor 
Dale Bagshaw – Speaker 14 
 
Hearing the voices of children 
Dale Bagshaw PhD, is the Research 
Portfolio Leader and Director of 
Postgraduate Studies  in the School 
of Social Work and Social Policy, and 
the Director of the Centre for Peace, 
Conflict and Mediation, Hawke 
Research Institute, University of 
South Australia.  In 2006/7 she 
received a grant from the Telstra 
Foundation for the Children and 
Families and Transition project and 
also coordinated the development of 
a website for children, teens and 
parents experiencing separation and 
divorce – Children and Teens First or 
‘CHaT First’ – www.chatfirst.com  
She  was the inaugural Chairperson 
of the Family Services Council, a 
member of the Family Law Council 
and the National Council for the 
Prevention of Child Abuse in the 
1990s and has conducted teaching 
and  research in the areas of child 
and family practice, domestic 
violence and child protection and 
family dispute resolution for many 
years.  Her extensive list of 
publications can be seen on her 
homepage - 
http://www.unisanet.unisa.edu.au/s
taff/homepage.asp?Name=Dale.Bag
shaw 

 
This presentation will summarise the 
key issues raised in the two-day 
seminar and the implications for 
children.  The speaker will draw from 
the research she conducted for the 
Children and Families in Transition 
project in 2006 and 2007 and 
suggest ways to reshape policies and 
practices to focus on the best 
interests of children in family law.  
 
2.30 – 3.00:  Panel of speakers 12, 13 
and 14. Questions and discussion. 
 
3.00 – 3.30 :  Afternoon tea/coffee 
 
3.30 – 4.15: Panel discussion chaired 
by Professor Rick Sarre, UniSA, and 
involving speakers from the two 
days. Topic: Where can we go from 
here? 
 
4.15 – 4.30: Summary and close. 
Dale Bagshaw and Alan Campbell. 
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http://www.unisanet.unisa.edu.au/staff/homepage.asp?Name=Dale.Bagshaw

