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This letter was found in Salt Lake's City Weekly in response to a previous story regarding fathers who have been displaced by their families and the court system in the process of divorce.
Argument Analysis:

Issue: Does the nation have a long way to go to attain an equal playing field in custody courts?


Burden of Proof: Don Mathis, the one making the claim.


Conclusion: Yes, it does.


Premises:



MP1: Kids-as well as fathers-are getting cheated by divorce courts.



MP2: People line up to chastise the displaced fathers.




SP1: Dads are often kicked to the curb by ex-wives and judges.



MP3: Custody courts should order equal time with both parents.




SP1: Kids need both parents whether they are married or not.



MP4: Equal custody time with both parents may remove an incentive to divorce.


Relevance of premises: Premises appear to be relevant to the issue at hand, but it almost seems 

as if the author of the letter, Don Mathis, oversimplified things to the point of applying 
strawmen and generalizations. However, one can see that he intended to offer a reasoned 
argument.


Hidden premises: I think the large underlying premise here is the presumption that everyone 
agrees that children need both parents, specifically a mother and father. He seems to be basing 
his claim largely upon an appeal to tradition(al marriage values).
Responding with fallacies
Dear Don Mathis,


Concerning your response to the article, “Dads Get Short End of the Stick”, I have to say that I wholeheartedly disagree with you on more than one end of the spectrum of divorce.


Children of divorce do NOT need both a mother and a father in their lives-nor do they need them equally.  For example, my own father was a wretchedly evil man who blew all our family's money on whores, booze, and horse races. To hell with him! Who needs him? My mother was an exceptionally strong and caring woman who raised us well.  She didn't need a husband, and we didn't need a father. Our lives have been better off without him!


The fact that you invest your sympathies with piece-of-shit ex-husbands - viewing them as victims of “vindictive ex-wives and uncaring judges”- tells me you're not really a stand-up man yourself. Ex-husbands are no more victims of their circumstance than they are responsible for putting themselves in that very circumstance to begin with.


If we granted these disgraces to the institution of family equal time with their deserted children, then we would also be saying that it is okay to desert your children, it's okay to desert your marriage and furthermore it's okay to raise your children to be delinquents of society like their fathers and then where would we be? In a world of divorce-ridden children, doomed only to repeat the mistakes of their parents.


As for your generalization that the reason women file for divorce is in order to receive child support, are you suggesting that women only get married so they can subsequently divorce for the money? How long have you held a prejudice against women, Mr. Mathis?


Before offering a path towards an equal playing field, rid yourself of your own biases.

Sincerely,

Unbelievably-bitter divorcé
Responding “for real”
Don Mathis,


I agree with your assertion that not only fathers but children, too, get the short end of the stick in custody issues. I believe the system to be inherently flawed in many aspects, including the fact that children especially are often dealt an ill-fated hand.


However, I suppose our general agreements are founded upon different beliefs.


While I believe that children deserve to be brought up in a positive, nurturing environment, I don't necessarily agree that that environment has to constitute a mother and a father. I firmly believe that children can be raised just as lovingly in a variety of domestic formulas, whether it be two mothers, two fathers, an aunt and uncle, a grandmother or grandfather, adoptive parents, etc. Suffice it to say, children aren't necessarily denied any opportunities based on who raises them; what matters is how they are raised.


And while vindictive ex-wives and uncaring judges result in otherwise fit fathers being kicked to the curb, one also needs to realize the flip-side of the coin: Women, too, are manipulated by vindictive ex-husbands and uncaring judges. It is simply a flaw in the system.


Also, while I appreciate your concern to reduce the divorce rate (which – let's face it – is staggering in this country), I do not believe implementing a 50/50 custody ruling will effectively offer incentive enough for people to not go through with divorce. People get divorced for many reasons, and I don't think it necessarily affects the way they feel about spending their time with their children. And while it may be true that women file for divorce more than men, I don't feel their rationale is strictly for financial gain. For example, what about women who desperately need child support but never see that money? Surely, they did not get involved in a messy divorce thinking only of financial benefit. Again, people divorce for many reasons. Changing current custody policies is still an issue we need to address, but we should note it has little effect upon divorce rates. 


Not only should we strive for the rights of fathers – who undoubtedly are the ones often cheated by the system – but for the rights of both parties, no matter their sex.  It's what our children – and everyone involved – deserves.

Sincerely,

Concerned

Reflection on my own argument

Honestly, I can't tell up from down anymore, but I would like to think I presented a well-thought out if not at least fair counter-argument. I think it has a good logical flow to it, and even if bits of flawed logic made their way into it I'm pretty sure it sounds nice, at least. Since it's an issue I have a strong opinion it difficult to not over-assert that opinion. Divorce and custody policies are something I have dealt with personally, and the person writing the counter-argument is not necessarily reflecting my own views, which I understand could be as – if not more - biased as this traditional Don Mathis fellow. For example, it was difficult to not throw in my own opinion of custody issues, which I know is extremely biased and just based on personal experience. I just hope I offered a decent counter-argument, overall.


If I were going to analyze my own argument and critique it, I think I would focus most of my critical attention on looking for any support on the claims I made. If I had more time (and let's face it – energy), I would have liked to have presented a well-researched counter-argument. For example, if I could have found substantial data that shows more men than women actually file for divorce, then I could have torn down his claim that more women than men file for divorce in that way. But even without statistical data, I would just look to check out how I'm backing up my claims.

Copy of transcript or article
http://www.cityweekly.net/utah/article-67-17471-dads-get-short-end-of-the-stick.html 
Dads Get Short End Of The Stick
POSTED // MAY 1,2013 -
Divorced dads usually get the burnt end of the stick in the shish kebab of divorce court. But there are other losers in custody issues—the kids [“Disposable Dad,” April 25, City Weekly]. Children of divorce need both a mother and father in their lives—and they need them equally.

Too often, dads are kicked to the curb by vindictive ex-wives and uncaring judges. And then people line up to chastise the man, “Why did you desert your children?”

Because kids need both parents—whether they are married or not—custody courts should order equal time with both (unless they do not want 50/50 shared parenting or are unfit).

Such a rationale may remove an incentive to divorce as well. Women are usually ordered to receive child support. Is it any question why more women than men file for divorce?

The nation has a long way to go to attain an equal playing field in custody courts. More articles like this one will help end the alienation of children’s love for their parents.

DON MATHIS 
San Antonio, Texas
Fallacies from page two
1. Appeal to pity

2. ...or Fallacy of Misleading Vividness

3. Ad hominem – bias

4. Slippery slope

5. Hasty Generalization*

6. Complex Question

*My explanation for my hasty generalization is this: I thought it may be clever to make the claim that the writer of the article was generalizing a bit when in making that very claim I was making a larger generalization myself. Since he never directly suggested that “women only get married so that they can subsequently divorce for the money”, my asserting he was saying that was only generalizing his previous statement of women file for divorce so they can receive child support. Hopefully that makes sense (kind of).
