Link to Dissertation, Structural Violence in the New Hampshire Family Court System: An Autoethnographic Exploration:
https://nsuworks.nova.edu/shss_dcar_etd/88/
My Ph.D. is in Conflict Analysis and Resolution and my background is in systems analysis and design. (dissertation attached for your reference) Please consider the issues raised by those testifying in the Legislative Hearing February 11, 2025 as symptoms of an inadequate, malfunctioning system that was not designed to meet the needs of the user.  When considered from this perspective, it is understandable and in fact predictable that people are experiencing direct, cultural and structural violence as victims being harmed within the system that is supposed to serve them.  HB-652 FN replaces an ineffective conflict resolution method, the family court system with a much more effective conflict resolution method, mediation.  The academic literature reveals that mediation is a much better way to meet the needs of parents and children whose families are in transition.  Please refer to Appendix G on the next page or on page 231 of my dissertation, “The Court Process Versus Family Needs” which provides a visual of what the Court Process does in one column, Family Needs, in the other.  Appendix G makes it easy to see that the family court system provides the complete opposite of what families need and therefore, is destined and in fact expected to fail, even if tweaks and enhancements are implemented.  Simply stated, the family court is the wrong tool for the job. Thank you for your consideration, feel free to reach out if you would like additional references or data.  I am happy to help.  
Sincerely, 
Ann Marie Moynihan, Ph.D.
ashoresolution@yahoo.com
603-556-7788
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Appendix G: The Court Process Versus Family Needs

The Court Process Versus Family Needs

Court Process

Attack.
Assign Blame

Punishes

Bureaucracy

Obstacles

‘Time Delays

Adversarial

‘Winners win based on technicalfies
Losers lives damaged

Designed to contain and control conflct
Escalates confiict

Designed to end disageements
Emotions irelevant

Setle cases

‘Third party decisions

Court superior, liigants inferior
Apathetic

Coercive

Rigid process

Opressive

Hamful

Limits information and fact sharing
Misperceptions, distortion of facts
War

Trauma

Family Needs

Acknowledgment and respect
Concensus

Education and encouragement o take responsibilty
Streamined process

Quick results

Immedate resolution

Collaboration

Mutually beneficia solutions
Forgiveness and reconciliation

Needs 1o resolve or transform conflct
De-escalation of confict

Leam from disagreements

Emotional expression

‘Search for and resolve underying issues.
Facitation to achieve concensus
‘Guidance to maintain autonomy
Empathy

Acceptance

Flexibiity

Freedom to make decisions

Helpful

Openness

Truth

Peace

Heaiing

(Cloke, 2001; Eddy, 2006;)
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