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Operator:  Good day everyone and welcome to the National Healthy Marriage Resource Center’s September 
Webinar. Today’s call is being recorded.

At this time for opening remarks and introductions, I would like to turn the conference over to Mr. Rich Batten.
Please go ahead.

Rich Batten:  Thank you. Good afternoon or late morning depending on what part of the globe you’re calling 
in from and welcome to the National Healthy Marriage Resource Center’s September 2010 Webinar entitled 
“State Legislative Efforts to Combat Divorce.”

My name is Rich Batten and I’m the NHMRC -- that’s National Healthy Marriage Resource Center -- Program 
Manager. And I’ll be facilitating today’s Webinar.

Minnesota is assisting parents in avoiding divorces that might not be necessary. On May 21, 2010 Governor 
Tim Pawlenty signed into law “The Couples on the Brink Project.”

Funded through a $5 surcharge on the marriage license fee, this project will develop, disseminate and 
evaluate best practices for helping couples at high risk for divorce and thereby build capacity in Minnesota to 
prevent unnecessary divorces.

The project will both train professionals and serve as an incubator for new kinds of services.

We are privileged to have with us today two individuals who helped spearhead this legislation and will discuss 
a portion of troubled couples in the stage whom they believe could benefit most from this initiative.

We’ll also hear from a court or a judge’s perspective on reconciliation services and some of the details on the 
services offered through this initiative and how it will be implemented.

We are privileged to have with us Judge Bruce Peterson, the Judge at Hennepin County in Minnesota and 
William Doherty, PhD Professor, former Professor, and currently the Director of the Citizen and Professional 
Center in Minnesota, formally Professor at the University of Minnesota College of Education and Human 
Development.

A few housekeeping notes before we get started, this Webinar as we mentioned earlier, is being recorded.

The recording, all the presentation materials including the Q&A session from this Webinar will be posted on the 
NHMRC Web site, Healthymarriageinfo.org within seven to nine business days following today’s presentation.

With the Webinar technology you’ll be able to submit questions during each of the presentations today. And 
as a brief 101 Jillian Scollan will provide a few pointers to remind everyone on how you can submit a question. 
Jill?
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Jill Scollan:  Thank you very much, Rich and good afternoon everyone. I like to address your attention to the 
demonstration slide currently displayed on your screen.

You should find the questions and answer panes designated by the letters Q and A located at the top left 
portion of your screen.

You can either click on that portion of the Menu bar to open the pane or you can open and then drag the pane 
off the Menu bar to display it as a standalone box.

To ask a question this afternoon, we request that you type your question into the top box and then click the Ask 
button.

You will automatically receive a reply thanking you for your question and letting you know that your question 
has been forwarded to the facilitator.

This automatic reply frees up your question and answer pane allowing you to ask another question if you 
choose. Thanks so much and I’ll turn it back over to Rich.

Rich Batten:  Thank you and we will address those questions after both of the presentations this morning. 
So as you submit them, we will be logging them in and then we’ll have a time of - I’ll verbally address or bring 
forward your question to our presenters and they will address those as we go.

If you have a follow-up question as they’re answering your question you can then submit again via typing in the 
question as Jill described.

Well let’s jump right in. I’m pleased to welcome Judge Bruce Peterson from Hennepin County. Judge Peterson 
will describe the impetus for the legislation and his view from the perspective of a judge of its potential for 
success.

He originally approached the University of Minnesota to see whether divorce reconciliation could be 
established. And lo and behold we have what we now have.

And so we’re excited to hear the interaction between these two gentlemen of the situations and contexts and 
where they have proceeded thus far in this whole process. Judge Peterson?

Bruce Peterson:  Thank you, Rich and thank you for the opportunity to talk about this this morning.

So I’m a judge in Hennepin County which includes Minneapolis and the suburbs. And we have in Hennepin 
County a separate specialized Family Court which actually operates in a different building from the main court. 
We have there nine judges and six referees - excuse me, five referees.

And we handle in a year approximately 3500 divorces split very roughly between divorces with parents with 
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children and divorces without children. We handle a variety of other family law issues too but that’s our divorce 
caseload.

We have here a very intensive case management system. And every case that where there is a conflict, where 
the parties are not able to work out a divorce together we set for what’s called a case management conference 
or initial case management conference within three weeks of the filing of the divorce.

So everybody that can come to terms on their own simply submits paperwork and never sees a judge. We see 
the ones who need some help resolving issues in their marriage.

So, you know, over the last six or seven years that I served in Family Court I’ve had the opportunity to sit in 
my - I conduct these conferences in my office in an informal manner with hundreds of couples in the midst of a 
divorce process.

And the purpose of the conference is to discuss the issues in their divorce to see how the court can be of 
assistance to them in working towards a resolution.

We come out of that case management conference with a plan for the case, who’s going to do what, when 
we’re going to meet again, how we’re going to move on the road to resolution.

So - and we have a wide series of services that we provide in conjunction with that management conference 
that we offer including divorce education. Guardians - Guardian ad Litem appointments if there issues 
regarding the safety and welfare of the children, a variety of dispute resolution techniques including early 
neutral evaluations, mediation, custody evaluations.

We have a very extensive and well functioning Self-help Center for people without lawyers who need help with 
legal issues.

So I’ve had a lot of experience talking with couples right in the midst of the divorce process. And we don’t - one 
of the few things courts measure well is time.

We’re continually looking at our time to disposition statistics because it’s the basic view of most of us in the 
court system that we don’t want to let cases fester. They typically get worse rather than better.

And our incentive to assist our customers as well as frankly to conserve our resources is to move things 
quickly to completion.

And as Bill and I’ve talked about this, Dr. Doherty, we refer to this as kind of a freeway or an expressway to a 
divorce where there’s very few exits.

Once they get into our process we’re focused on resolving the case and moving it towards a judgment decree 
and frankly getting it out of our system.
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We do have a bit of an exit ramp. We do offer an inactive status which people can use if they want to just 
simply pull their case out of this track towards resolution. But it’s not offered to people and frankly it’s fairly 
rarely used.

So the question is is an exit ramp off this expressway towards divorce needed? And over the years it became 
apparent to me that it should be looked at very seriously because of things I would see in these conferences.

Sometimes one of the - one of the spouses would ask and say, you know what, you know, Judge I really don’t 
want this divorce. Isn’t there something we can do? You know, I’m willing to work at it.

Sometimes I would see, you know, physical examples of cooperation. Sometimes people would come 
in together or sit together or, you know, usually - maybe usually without lawyers this would happen, but 
sometimes they were, you know, give each other informational documents.

You know, I’d ask a question and the husband would say well, you know, well (Jane) how did we do that, or 
you could just see a level of interaction, sometimes there was laughter.

Now I’m talking about a small percentage of cases, believe me. Most people who came into my office sat 
quite stiffly and wanted to tell me all the problems were with the other party. But there was a subsection when I 
would see these sort of things.

I also saw - we engaged in a lot of dispute resolution discussions, settlement discussions in my office. And I 
would see people sometimes working quite cooperatively towards resolution.

And I heard people say I want - you know, things like I want her to have this or I want to make sure she’s 
secure on these issues or he’s a good father and I want to make sure he has adequate time with the children.

You know, in a divorce there are something like maybe 20 separate issues that people have to resolve. And 
my wife and I have been happily married thank goodness, for 25 years and I’m not sure we could work through 
that J&D with all those issues in a comfortable fashion.

So people who could do that to me evidenced some degree of ability to work together. Now bear in mind 
I’m seeing personally only the high conflict group. That is the other group that’s simply submits paperwork 
because they worked it out outside of court I never even see.

So I started to wonder if we shouldn’t in this array of services I’ve described, if we shouldn’t offer some 
opportunity to at least address the question of whether this was the right time for divorce, whether there might 
be other solutions, whether people needed help thinking it through.

And I wondered frankly if there was any research on the question of whether people actively involved in a 
divorce question - in divorce issue or divorce process could be helped and if there was any experience and 
what services would be most useful.
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So we are very fortunate here in Minnesota to have at our university Dr. Bill Doherty who is an expert on these 
issues. And I have heard him speak and read some of his materials.

And I called him up and asked those questions, what’s known about this subject, you know, what are the 
available services for people like this.

I should say many times people would say they’ve been through marriage counseling or couples counseling of 
some kind often without a great deal of enthusiasm.

So one of the things I was wondering is, is there anything more intensive that a last ditch effort might make use 
of to save a marriage.

And I think what happened after my call to Dr. Doherty is really just a great example of a, you know, a public 
university assisting state institutions to improve their services because, you know, Bill engaged in a very 
systematic series of steps to understand and address the problem.

We started by meeting with some lawyers to talk about what their perspective was about people who came 
into their office - offices and what they talk to people about as far as the need for divorce and the possibility of 
reconciliation services.

As a result of those conversations Bill supervised some research. We provided him and his colleagues access 
to our divorce education classes where they did survey research on people’s views about divorce.

And then he engaged in the development of services, what would be needed for this population, a structure. 
We talked about some sort of Center at the University of Minnesota.

Initially we called it the Minnesota Reconciliation Project. It became obvious -- and Bill will talk about this I’m 
sure -- that the need was broader than just reconciliation services. And we came upon the name Couples on 
the Brink project.

And then eventually the need for legislation to fund this permanently and to give it the stability and statewide 
visibility where we could provide some ongoing services.

And so that’s how I came into it. And I can’t be more grateful to Dr. Doherty and how has helped us.

And the result is an active project now which we can use and refer people to. And he and I are now talking 
about the next step which maybe we’ll get a chance to discuss at some point. So that’s basically my role in this 
Rich.

Rich Batten:  Well thank you Judge Peterson. And we do have - we will have opportunity for questions for the 
judge at the end of the Webinar and will transition out to Dr. Doherty. And I know they’ll probably both interact a 
little bit with his presentation.
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I hope for most of you that the name William Doherty is not new. He’s an educator, researcher, therapist, 
speaker, author, consultant, community organizer, dad, grandfather, a former director of the American Family 
Therapy Program at the Department of Family Social Science College of Education and Human Development 
at the University of Minnesota. Excuse me, I don’t know where that came from.

He is also the Director of the Citizen Professional Center which I’ve asked him to talk a little bit about as he 
transitions to discuss the services available to the Couples on the Brink project as well as the role that lawyers, 
clergy, and other parties can play in the implementation of this, so Dr. Doherty?

Bill Doherty:  Okay hello everyone. Just Rich, your first round of introducing me you said I was a former 
Professor. And so I was wondering maybe you talked to the Dean today before we got on.

So as far as I know...

Rich Batten:  Okay.

Bill Doherty:  ...how many times, I’m still the Professor in the Department of Family Social Science. But my 
principal appointment now is directing the Citizen Professional Center.

And just what this is is a center where we work intensely with communities, all kinds of families and 
communities and train professionals to do collaborative public engagements and collaborative research 
projects to address social problems.

And so this work that Judge Peterson and I will be discussing is connected with this overall mission of making 
a larger difference in communities.

And I must say that I got into this particular project because Judge Peterson called me. And I was like to say 
when a judge calls you and says will you meet with me it’s, you know, you meet with them. What can I say.

And so we met over coffee. And he told me really the story that he just told you about what it was like to be in 
the family courts and to see it as a much more mixed picture of where couples are coming from than is often 
portrayed.

And this image that has stayed with me of when people file for divorce they are getting on a super highway 
with no exit ramps or rest stops.

In fact when people have embarked on a legal divorce process and one of the parties says to people in their 
life including their attorneys, I’m not so sure this is the right thing to be doing, they’re often treated as if they 
have pre-wedding jitters. You know, you’ll get over it. You’re doing the right thing. Keep moving ahead.

And so he asks me what’s known about this, what’s known in the research about people who are on the brink 
of divorce, in the process and what their wishes and intentions are?
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And there is practically nothing. I mean there’s some demographic research much of it old about the 
percentage of people who started the divorce process and who don’t finish it.

But little or nothing that I could find that really addresses what’s going on inside people’s heads at this time.

We - Judge Peterson was going to be talking soon to a group of lawyers and divorce lawyers and judges about 
this idea of could we open up a reconciliation option.

And I warned him he we get mostly negative flack which I think he knew would happen and did. But he said if 
lawyers would like to come together for a couple lunches to bat this around that he would welcome that.

And so five or six attorneys and I met for a brown bag lunch in Judge Peterson’s office and we - what I 
discovered was that they - these are very idealistic folks who want to reduce conflict in the divorce process 
but who really did not believe that there was - that there were many couples for whom reconciliation was a 
reasonable option. I remember one lawyer said maybe he runs into one couple a year.

And as a long term marriage therapist I, you know, I I’ve seen number of couples who had started for divorce 
and successfully reconciled.

But we - what we had there would be what I call dueling antidotes. And so we decided to start doing some 
research to see what we could learn.

And so just as a backdrop know for people on the phone call who are interested in marriage and couples 
education, just some background.

We’ve - my opinion we’ve ignored couples on the brink of divorce in marriage and couples education. A lot of 
the focus has been to say well marriage education is for good enough marriages and we want to distinguish it 
from therapy for troubled marriages. And so a lot of the kind of origins of the field were that kind of distinction.

Of course what we know is that a lot of couples in trouble do go to marriage education. So that original 
distinction doesn’t really hold very well.

Now not all marriage education programs have avoided couples on the brink of divorce. The Retrouvaille 
which is a retreat weekend program comes out of the Catholic tradition explicitly deals with couples in serious 
trouble.

The third option is a support and educational program. Again it explicitly deals with that group. In fact the idea 
of the third option is that there’s a - there may be an option between divorce and living miserably. And so it’s a 
nice way to think about an alternative.

In California in their healthy marriage initiative is tackling this issue, this population as well.
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So why not just think about marriage therapy alone? And my long term believe has been that marriage therapy 
alone is not working in many communities, that many people who are doing marriage therapy or counseling 
are poorly trained. Some of them encourage divorces. There’s some data on this.

It’s also not intense enough. Many marriage therapists take their time getting background on the couple, doing 
several sessions of assessment before they really offer people anything. And many of these couples are 
needing much more intensive care work than goes on out there.

And that marriage therapy often assumes that people are committed to at least trying to solve their problems.

In fact the established models of marriage therapy all are validated on couples who have said they want to 
work on the relationship.

The study screen out people who have - who are one step away from divorce and were showing up with - for 
counseling today and they have an appointment with a lawyer tomorrow.

And so often therapists assume that people are there to work. And if somebody’s not there to work or highly 
ambivalent about doing the work therapists lack - many therapists lack explicit protocols in ways to help these 
couples. And you’ll see in a minute that we’ve developed some of those.

And so I wanted to talk about what Judge Peterson and my other colleagues here have the working on.

And one of the things we’ve learned is that we can’t do this alone. That marriage education is not enough, 
marriage therapy is not enough. It takes a variety of community resources to do this work.

And this is our story from Minnesota. We encourage you to get involved in this area. It’s an area that I think is 
ripe for innovation.

And one of the key messages is that it requires a good relationships with a variety of stakeholders, that this is 
not going to be just something that therapist do, or educators do, or lawyers do, judges do, clergy. It’s going to 
require a lot.

And that’s part of the story here in Minnesota that we’ve developed and we’ve been developing these 
relationships for quite some time.

So returning to my intro, we met with the lawyers and we realized we needed data. And we were able to 
include a one page survey in the evaluation of the divorce education classes, the mandatory divorce education 
classes in Hennepin County.

So and so these were classes. One group, the group who were in non-conflicted, non-contested cases had 
just a brief couple hour presentation and video.
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And those who were having - who were having contested cases would have a four to eight hour course in the 
community.

And so we were able to get surveys from these folks. And again this is a pretty good sample because these 
were people who were mandated to attend these classes.

And we were able to collect data from about 2500 divorcing individuals with kids. These were anonymous.

And so during the first part of our data collection we were not able to match system-wide. But then we figured 
out how we could do that by asking not just how many years they were married but asking their wedding date.

And also we were asking about the number and ages of children. So we were able to do - just let the computer 
match people because it did not have any overlaps on people who actually had the same wedding date and 
children married - or children born in the same years. So we also have 250 matched couples.

And what we found was that about 30% of the divorcing people in the sample -- these were couples with minor 
children, individuals with minor children -- believed that their marriage could be saved, yes or maybe, with hard 
work and are open to reconciliation services.

So the question was on the reconciliation services would you seriously consider a reconciliation services if 
those were made available?

And again about 30% of the individuals said not only that they felt the marriage could be saved but that yes or 
maybe they were open to - they would seriously consider reconciliation services.

When we matched them by couple, we found that 10% of the couples of both said that they were potentially 
interested in reconciliation services and in another 30% of the cases one said yes and the others no. One was 
interested and the other was not.

That 10% figure is then an indication of a consensus with - in couples that perhaps something else could be 
done for their marriage.

It was very important in this research that we matched couples because the lawyers we talked to said well 
okay maybe the 30% is accurate although that blew their minds, but the 30% was always one person, one 
spouse but not both of them. So the matching was important.

If you put those figures together at the bottom, then 40% of the couples, one or both expressed a sense that 
their marriage could potentially be saved and some degree of interest in reconciliation services.

So this research became the cornerstone of what happened next. And we’ve got other data by the way that 
is just not based on these two questions that I can talk about later if anybody’s interested when we’ve asked 
people about their attitudes towards their divorce.
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And so I’m pretty comfortable that we’re getting some valid findings. We’re beginning to get it from other 
sources of findings from mail surveys as well as classes.

The - a national survey of people going to collaborative lawyers also came up with about a 30% of divorced 
people thinking that reconciliation ought to be on the table.

So what this research gave us then was an enter into conversations with lawyers and others and eventually 
legislators that we would not have had if we didn’t have the data.

This can be a very ideologically driven area as you may know. And many of the people in the divorce 
profession divorce lawyers, mediators, even collaborative lawyers who are committed to collaborative non-
litigious processes have concluded that the work of divorce professionals is downstream from a decision, 
probably an irrevocable decision that the divorce should occur and that the sole work of divorce professionals 
is to minimize conflict and promote good co-parenting and ultimately children’s well-being.

The American Association of Family and Conciliation Courts which is the main umbrella, professional 
organization the field, dropped - it used to have before 1970 used to have two parts of the commission.

One was to promote reconciliation among divorcing couples if that’s possible. And the second was to promote 
constructive divorce.

And around 1970 they dropped the first part of their mission so that as one called it divorce with dignity is the 
sole focus.

So this data which by the way is going to be coming out in the winter in the Family Courts Review which is the 
Journal of the American Association of Family and Conciliation Courts. And anybody who wants to email me, 
I’d be happy to send you an advance copy of it.

So that’s the research that we’ve done. We’ve continued to gather other data that will be coming out as well.

So with that data I started to meet with the collaborative divorce lawyers who said that we could open up a 
reconciliation option but need somewhere to send couples beyond traditional marriage counseling which 
assumes that both people wants to try.

That sentence as you see on your screen, it took quite a lot of time and meetings to be able to say it that 
clearly.

When I started to meet with this group of seven or eight collaborative divorce lawyers, and again collaborative 
divorce lawyers are committed to non-litigious approaches.

In the pure model they will not work with couples who choose to litigate. They involve teams of mental health 
professionals. They really - they get special training in conflict resolution. They try to promote healing.
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Even this group started out pretty nervous about divorce lawyers quote, promoting reconciliation. And what we 
came up with eventually was a language that their project is designed to open up the reconciliation option in 
family law.

And so we’ve been working on skills involved in that. And they getting very good at it now and this year are 
about to start training other lawyers. And I’m going to be working with the mental health professionals they 
work with as well.

So but what that - what they’re coming around on this issue where they could have good conversation with 
couples about the reconciliation option.

What it led was for them to say where we going to send people beyond professional marriage counseling.

In our data about half of the couples had marriage counseling. The average was just four sessions.

And, you know, the lawyers didn’t want to just say well, you know, try marriage counseling again both because 
a lot of people have tried it and also because as I said, the quality controls are not necessarily that good.

Bruce Peterson:  Bill, if I could just suggest something here. On that - during that discussion with the 
collaborative lawyers about opening up the reconciliation option which was as you said, it took some time to 
get to that point, they found useful and other states may have a similar provision, the requirement or divorce 
law that the judge make a finding that the marriage is irretrievably broken. That’s the language in our statute.

And frankly that language is never challenged. We have a no-fault divorce state. The case law on that 
provision is that it’s very easy to prove that it’s irretrievably broken.

But that, for some lawyers that allowed them to say well we have to, you know, present a petition that says it’s 
irretrievably broken. Is it?

But I just offer that Bill as something that the lawyers found helpful and maybe other states have a similar 
provision that can give a hook to open up the conversation.

Bill Doherty:  Yes, it was - in fact it was one of the lawyers who mentioned that and the others went yes, I 
guess that is in the statute that there’s a way in which part of their job is to inquire about whether the marriage 
is irretrievably broken.

So it’s something that’s there. And in fact what you’ll find is that many lawyers do at least a pro forma inquiry 
about this.

But it’s pretty pro forma. They’ll say things like are you sure this is what you want to do? They’ll say things like 
have you tried marriage counseling? And if you have then they put a checkmark and then move on.
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And one of the ways to think about working with lawyers is that we’ve developed a - we’ve actually developed 
an intake assessment tool, a very simple tool that in which people can express where they are with the divorce 
decision. That opens up a conversation with the lawyers. And I’d be happy to share that as well.

So these - the new services that we began to create - and this is all before the legislation. What - we’re going 
to get to the legislation in a little bit. But what I’m going through all of this because we - to let you know we had, 
you know, 2-1/2, 3 years of work in this project before we went to the legislature. You just can’t show up at the 
legislature with a bright idea I think without some background work.

And so these services -- and I’ll be describing these -- we developed something that we call discernment 
counseling. Actually it says for individuals but it’s individuals and couples, discernment counseling, couple 
spouse counseling, reconciliation planning -- I’ll go through these -- ambassador phone calls.

And we’ve recruited a cadre of what we call reconciliation competent marital therapists. There’s also some 
referrals to community groups as well.

But these are some particular services that we’ve developed and are training people in. And these are places 
where lawyers can refer people. So I’ll go through these now.

Discernment counseling, people can come as individuals or couples who are uncertain about whether divorce 
is the proper course for them.

The goal is greater clarity and confidence in the decision. The counselor or coach really serves almost like 
a coach, explores the possibility of the marriage being made healthy but defines success more broadly as 
people coming to a clarity and confidence in their decision.

And there’s a maximum of five sessions. We explicitly say that discernment counseling is not marriage 
counseling.

It is not designed to improve the marriage. It is - does not assume that both people want to improve the 
marriage.

It’s really designed for people to pause now and explore this - that these - the road ahead. And we use some 
language as we do the first session. We inquire about the divorce narrative. And that is what’s happened to 
your marriage that’s gotten you to the brink of divorce.

The repair narrative, what’s happened, what they’ve tried if anything to repair their marriage along the way.

Have they tried therapy? Have they done self-help things? Have they, you know, buried their heads in the 
sand? If they did get therapy what was the nature of it and so on.

And then a possible reconciliation narrative. What might be a pathway for reconciliation?
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And so sometimes for somebody who is still holding on despite their spouse’s affair, the giving up of that 
affair and turning away from that person would be something that if that were to happen this could open up a 
reconciliation possibility.

I want to just note here that we do telephone intake with both spouses. We have a screen - screening tool 
we use on the phone and then in written form when they fill out the assessment forms, screens for domestic 
violence.

We also check to make sure that there are no orders for protection involving couples in our project. So we 
attempt to make sure that there is safety here. We also talk with individual spouses together. So we’ve got a 
number of checks on that.

So the sermon counseling is - and I can answer more questions about it. The - as a long term marriage 
therapist myself I had developed aspects of this protocol, not quite as refined for some time and now we’ve 
refined it more.

But it’s a big advantage for the lawyers and for couples who self-refer that this is not a referral for marriage 
counseling, this is discerning - sermon counseling deciding where were to go.

So you get more people coming in who would say well I’m not going to do marriage counseling. And it ends 
with either a decision to go forward with the divorce or a decision to enter a six month period of all out efforts 
to see if they can reconcile and make their marriage healthy. We do not define - we - or they can postpone the 
decision.

But the - we - the choice we are suggesting for people is not between divorce and just staying married forever 
but to - between divorce and a six month effort with both people engaged in that to see if they could save the 
marriage and put it into a healthy place.

Now helpful spouse counseling frequently one person wants to save the marriage and the other doesn’t. This 
is well known to anybody who’s worked in this field and well established in the research.

And so there’s often one person doing mostly discerning and the other spouse wants to save the marriage.

And with that person we work with them. And by the way, these sessions you - we see them both individually 
and separately.

And so we work with that person separately to identify their goal of saving their marriage and helping them 
engage in healthy thinking of behavior that will benefit all concerned even if the marriage ends.

We used to work with Michelle Wiener Davis in this. You can look at her book called Divorce Remedy and 
again, a maximum of five sessions.
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Sometimes an individual spouse comes to us if the other person is not interested at this point. Sometimes the 
couples come together and we see who is the one who is leaning out and who is the hopeful spouse.

And in this process we try to help that person we’re calling the hopeful spouse bring their best self to this crisis.

You know, often people bring their worst self for understandable reasons. They’re feeling rejected and afraid. 
They whine and complain and scold and demoralize, and triangle the kids in and say that Western civilization 
is declining because of lack of commitment and they make themselves thoroughly unattractive as a marriage 
partner.

And so we try to help them step up to this crisis in a healthy way.

Bruce Peterson:  Bill, let me just – Bill, this is Bruce. You know, the lawyers and all judges are aware of this 
phenomenon too, which this makes often the divorce process very difficult because, you know, the hopeful 
spouse, the person feels who feels left is often, you know, expressing their anger in non-constructive ways that 
holds up the process and makes conflict were difficult. So this is a - this particular service is particularly helpful 
to the court system.

Bill Doherty:  Yes. And even if the spouse leaning out does not come around, the hopeful spouses often are 
in a better place. And we think this can lead to a constructive divorce.

The reconciliation planning for couples where they both decide they want to work on their marriage, this is a six 
month effort with divorce off the table.

The coach or the counselor helps couples develop a multi-pronged plan which involves what we call 
reconciliation competent marital therapy. We’ve recruited folks specifically for this project, couples education. 
We’ve referred them to the third option program, community support.

We often refer them to the Retrouvaille program, a couples retreat program for preserving their marriage 
instead of a simple referral to a marriage counselor. And we also follow-up with people to see if the plan is, you 
know, is working for them.

Sometimes a reconciliation plan will involve chemical dependency evaluation. It might involve anger 
management training.

And let me give you an example now from a couple who came. They were referred by their lawyer about five 
months ago.

The husband was I believe eight or nine months into an affair, had moved out. He said that the sexual 
relationship had not been good for a long time and that the marriage had been kind of blah.

And the wife agreed that the sexual relationship had not been good and the marriage blah. She was quite hurt 
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understandably by his affair.

He said that this wasn’t the kind of thing he ever thought he would be doing in his life but he loved that other 
relationship. The sex was wonderful and he wasn’t sure that he, you know, could give that up and go back to 
the marriage. But, you know, he’s willing to think about it.

The wife came to that session, the discernment counseling session saying that by the end of it that she was 
giving up, that she had waited too long and that if he wasn’t willing to just say I’m done with the affair as she 
was moving on with the divorce.

He came to see me for a follow-up for discernment counseling and was really in the same place, not prepared 
really to give it up.

He also told me in that session that he and his wife were actually co-parenting very well and that he was 
home - that he was coming home for dinner a lot of evenings. And they were, you know, getting along well 
in managing the children, the finances, but of course there was a coldness because of he visiting this other 
woman.

And I offered him - and it was clear that he didn’t feel good about what he was doing in his life and his marriage 
but wasn’t prepared to make any changes in it.

Also found out during the first discernment counseling session and the - and I followed-up in the second that 
he had had some serious alcohol issues in the past and had some DWIs, and gotten into treatment, and then 
was abstaining, and then relapsed, and that was another important issue in their marriage.

But it was a guy in a kind of a midlife crisis. He’s in mid-forties, kids about 8 and 10 years old. And I suggested 
to him in that session that he - that there was some boundary things in his life that he had allowed himself to, 
you know, go into an affair that he said violated his values.

But he also was not really leaving his marriage. And there was kind of a confusing situation about how much 
he was home and not and they didn’t have any clear expectations about that.

And I suggested he even consider taking a timeout from both relationships and try to get his screwed on 
straight which he thought was an interesting thought.

But he didn’t - I didn’t hear from him again. But I did hear from him again about three weeks ago. And at which 
point he said that the affair had burned out he did not want to continue with that.

He still was around his wife and kids. They had gone - he had gone with them on a weekend to their favorite 
camp and you realized that he would never have that again if he didn’t do something soon.

And so he said he wanted to come back in. His wife said she would come in as well. And now he was the 
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hopeful spouse, okay.

Now we had somebody who was a stakeholder in the relationship. He said that it was like a cell broke when he 
realized that the woman he was having the affair with was not somebody he wanted to be with for the rest of 
his life and that he really wanted to try to save his marriage.

His wife now was skeptical but cautiously hopeful. I encouraged her in her caution. We had a good 
conversation about what would have to happen including not only end the affair but end all contact with the 
woman. She was calling him and he would return her phone calls.

And that he would need to sign up to go back to AA and although he’s not drinking now she was afraid of a 
relapse, both of which she was willing to do.

I saw them just this week for the second discernment counseling session and she had moved in the direction 
of wanting to work on the six month reconciliation effort, had a number of questions about what that plan would 
look like.

She said something very interesting, that she felt that she had gotten strong enough during the separation 
phase -- she had even dated for a while -- that she could now say yes to working on the marriage from 
strength. And the way that she felt before, she was so not wanting to be divorced that she thought if she had 
the first round of discernment counseling, if she had said that she wanted to work on it, it would’ve been out of 
weakness and neediness and things might have not have worked out.

Other thing I want to mention about that case is that she had fired her individual therapist for she said just 
berating her for not having divorced before this point.

So I meet with them again next week to launch them into their six month reconciliation effort. So that’s a 
((inaudible)) of a case.

Ambassador of Hope phone calls briefly. We have people who can make a phone call with - of the folks in the 
program to tell their story of great challenges in their marriage and how they pulled it out.

So I’ll have a husband who had had an affair call the husband I described in this case with his permission to 
tell his story and a woman whose husband has had an affair also call and somebody who may be needed to 
find her voice in the marriage. These are one time phone calls that give them stories of hope.

And then we have recruited a cadre of what we call reconciliation confident marital therapists. And they are 
experienced. They have what we call pro-commitment values. They’re able to infuse hope to intervene quickly.

And on intense cases we’ve learned that people need to often have an hour and a half or two hour intake and 
see people very, very quickly and get right to the work to collaborate with us and are interested in developing 
best practices.
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So our legislation, so with all this in our background I have a ten year relationship with a legislator. We’ve 
worked on other projects before Senator Steve Dille.

And we decided to work together on this. And Judge Peterson and I have spearheaded it. And we framed a 
piece of legislation to found the Minnesota Couples on the Brink Project, the aim of which is to develop and 
disseminate best practices to lawyers, clergy, therapists and other professionals for helping couples who are 
in the divorce process who are considering divorce and who are open to the option of reconciliation or at least 
exploring that.

The research was the key to it. A funding mechanism was the key because in this legislative and fiscal 
environment this is not going to come of taxpayer’s money in the sense of coming out of the general fund is 
what I mean.

And so we came up with the idea of a $5 surcharge on marriage license fees which in our state will provide us 
about $100,000 a year.

This is not enough money to be doing a big direct service project which is fine. That’s why the goal is to 
develop these practices and to develop the capacity of professionals in the state to respond to these couples.

We - there’s legislative challenges but we - whenever it was voted on in committees they were unanimous 
votes across Democrats and Republicans.

The governor almost vetoed it because it was a fee increase but we managed to get it signed. Actually it was 
part of a larger omnibus bill and he could’ve vetoed the funding mechanism that he did not.

And so in terms of groups we’re developing the capacity with the lawyers group is underway. In about three 
weeks I’m going to start a group of clergy who are going to be developing best practices for clergy who often 
feel quite clumsy in working with couples on the Brink of Divorce.

Starting a group of mental health professionals who are already involved in collaborative divorce processes 
and we’ll be training therapists as well.

And we’re also interested in, you know, innovations. We found a mediator who uses a structured 
communication coaching model that we’re going to explore and see how that can be helpful.

Our next legislative steps will be a brief filing online requirement. First I’d like to get you in on this and I’ll just 
introduce it.

We have in Minnesota and probably the most of your states there are states requirements for couples with 
minor children who are in the divorce process to have divorce education classes.

Sometimes it’s for contested cases, sometimes it’s for all. And those classes do not offer that I know of, any 
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information about the option of reconciling.

They assume that the decision has been made and now the only objectives are to minimize conflict and 
promote good parenting and reduce problems for children which are in course important but they always 
assume that the divorce is going to happen.

And so the question is how do we get this message of hope for reconciliation out to population couples?

Well one way would be through the educational process. But the - one of the problems with it is that many 
couples postpone these classes until towards the end of the divorce process.

They don’t think they need them. They like them when they take them. And so we - even if we could a 
requirement of a brief reconciliation component in those classes it would come late in the game and frankly we 
also weren’t sure how well the reconciliation methods could be delivered by professionals doing it if they don’t 
see it as part of their mission.

And so Bruce, do you want to talk about how we...

Bruce Peterson:  Well we, you know, the research is that divorce education can be very useful in reducing 
conflict and helping people through the divorce process.

And we have a requirement in our statutes that all couples going through a contested custody of parenting 
time case have to attend significant amount of divorce education. but it’s very hard to enforce.

Is supposed to be done early in the process but there’s no trigger point when people can be required. And so it 
winds up being well you’re not going to get your judgment decree until you finish the class so people do it the 
last minute.

It’s very hard for judges to enforce this because first of all we’re very busy, we’re pushing cases to conclusion.

And therefore to say okay we’re not going to conclude this case until you take another class when we’re 
already asking people to do a lot of other things. It’s been very hard to have systematic enforcement for 
divorce education in our system as it is now.

Then it has become apparent that there are - there’s at least one online divorce education class, skills for 
divorce communication and conflict reduction skills for divorcing couples which has been proven to be effective 
-- and Bill will talk about that -- can be delivered online.

And the availability of an online class means that you could move up the requirement for divorce education 
prior to filing for divorce, because if it’s an online class and this one takes only about three hours to complete, 
you’re not asking somebody to wait weeks or drive miles. Or in parts of our state, you know, rural areas there 
may not be classes for some time, they don’t have to delay their divorce. They just have to get to a computer 
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and take a class.

So we started talking about simply for the benefits to divorcing couples to move the divorce education 
requirement to a pre-filing requirement.

And then once we had that we talked about well if you had that requirement of divorce education you could to 
that class append some information about the Couples on the Brink project and the usefulness of exploring 
reconciliation services.

You could include some information about alternative divorce methods besides litigation they would be more 
helpful to parents and children. So the whole online option opened up a new arena of possibilities for us that 
we’ve been working on.

Bill Doherty:  So the next slide explains some of what Bruce was saying. At the we found that the children in 
the middle online, Children in the Middle is the - is a highly researched a face to face class for parents going 
through a divorce that’s been found to reduce conflict and improve children’s well-being.

And we found that they have an online version and the study randomized study that found that the online 
version is as effective as the face to face version. And so that really was a big opener to us.

And so what we’re proposing in the legislation we’re going to bring in January is the course would be 
mandated or another course that would meet the requirements -- doesn’t have to be this one -- that will have 
a reconciliation module that I’m taping and that will have a, as Bruce said, a module that Judge Peterson is 
taping on alternative dispute resolution.

And I’m also happy to say that the reconciliation module which will be about 15 minutes will be made available 
as a standalone tool for lawyers, clergy, educators, therapists and others either free or for a very low cost.

And so that’s where we’re heading next and that potentially if we can get that test and make this work, could 
put the research data that we talked about earlier about the number of people who are potentially interested in 
reconciliation a message, messages about the reconciliation and resources that for people that could be out 
there before they file.

In the family education, marriage education field we have no population base intervention. And that is 
something that everybody gets.

And we can talk about the specifics. And the people could, if they can’t get online they could take a face to face 
class and they can get waivers. So there’s a lot of specifics that we’ve put into the bill.

And the courses will be in Spanish and English. If they don’t read those languages they can get waivers. So 
there’s lots of things we thought through.
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But that’s our next step. So just to bring this to a conclusion beware of having coffee with judges. You don’t 
know what it’s going to do to your career.

But I am very grateful to have been working with Judge Peterson on this. And we think we’re opening up a 
potentially fruitful area both at the practical educational clinical level but also at the legislative and policy level.

So why don’t we stop at this point and take questions?

Rich Batten:  Very good. Let’s do that. And I would encourage you if you do have a question that you’d like 
our presenters to address you can see the instructions on the slide there now. Go ahead and submit those.

We have a whole range of different questions and we’ll begin with a very easy one with an acronym. The judge 
referred to J&D. Our...

Bruce Peterson:  Oh.

Rich Batten:  ...wondering what that refers to?

Bruce Peterson:  J&D refers to judgment and decree, that’s the final judgment in our court that we issue that 
finalizes divorce. And it addresses all the issues in the divorce -- the children, the finances, the property, and so 
forth.

Rich Batten:  Very good. Another question looks at how success - questioning on whether how successful 
this is with someone who has severe mental illness, example OCD or borderline personality, if you had 
experiences with that in this whole process?

Bill Doherty:  Well were, you know, were just, you know, underway. We’ve probably have had, you know, just 
25 or 30 couples in our project at this point.

Whatever challenges and vulnerabilities people are going to bring to their marriages and divorces are going to 
come out in this regard as well. So this is no magic solution to anything.

The question always for me is whether the person regardless of their problems is willing to take responsibility 
to work on this.

So one of our cases that did - that were - the ones so far where they started on the reconciliation journey and 
then - and just sort of fell apart quickly was one in which I believe the wife has borderline personality disorder 
and was not willing or interested in looking at her own contributions.

So this is certainly no magic solution and there are people who, you know, just bring a lot of problems to their 
marriages.
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Rich Batten:  Sure. What - there’s a question on who actually does the discernment counseling. Is that a 
lawyer, social worker, counselor?

Bill Doherty:  Well that’s right now my colleagues and I are doing it. So this requires therapy training.

Rich Batten:  I also have a question on if there’s been any pushback by groups such as the ACLU or others 
who give public voice to or critique often asserted about the wider Healthy Marriage Program movement.

Namely they’re wondering for example quote, the state shouldn’t be getting involved in this issue in marriage.

And if so have you - how have you countered that sentiment if that’s been there and how would you encourage 
practitioners to think about that conversation?

Bill Doherty:  Well I’ll do part of this first and maybe you can do - I’ll do the sort of broader question and then 
maybe Bruce you can talk about the divorce lawyers’ opinions about it.

The, you know, it really helps to have data. It takes - it undercuts the ideological aspects of this, not fully.

But when 30% of people, you know, in - you know, right there in local county are saying that they would be 
interested in services that could help them explore whether their marriages could be restored to health and 
that there’s not much out there for them, that’s just not me getting in there and saying, you know, I believe in 
marriage and family and blah, blah, blah.

So having data, local data particularly is just really, really helpful. And we just framed it that way. And to have a 
judge - and you Judge Peterson at the beginning say okay this is what I see every day my court.

I could talk about what I see in my practice as a therapist. We’ve got data on this. So people are interested in 
this. This is a feasible way to satisfy to meet a need that people are saying they have.

That’s how we try to get around the broader ideological issues about marriage and divorce. And Bruce, the 
divorce lawyers?

Bruce Peterson:  Well, you know, one point about this is to take a public health view of it. You know, the data 
is so compelling that divorce in many cases can be difficult for children and increase their risk factors.

You know, that state shouldn’t be involved in forcing people to wear seatbelts yet, you know, we have a very 
strict seatbelt law in Minnesota. And we’ve banned smoking in all public buildings and now restaurants and 
bars in Minnesota.

So the broader public health perspective combined with the data Bill’s talking about ought to cut through a lot 
of the ideological baggage surrounding these questions.
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I frankly was amazed at the committee hearings we were at on the Couples on the Brink project in a time of 
difficult fiscal circumstances here in Minnesota.

We did not have a dissenting vote, Republicans and Democrats because the case was so compelling.

So that hasn’t - that particular project hasn’t been a problem. The divorce education requirement the thought 
that should it be a requirement of skill training before filing for divorce, even if it’s a three hour delay to sit 
at your computer or go over to the library if you don’t have one has engendered a lot of opposition from the 
divorce bar from divorce lawyers who have a lot of influence.

And we did initially have these two pieces of legislation combined in one bill last spring. We pulled the divorce 
education part of it out because it was clearly more controversial. It would slow up the passage of the other 
one.

So there is - there’s more of that idea. It’s not so much that the states shouldn’t be involved in these issues. It’s 
that people have a right to get divorced and how can you put obstacles in their path.

Well the fact of the matter is we have a divorce education requirement now, it just isn’t people take - people 
comply with it too late to be of use and there’s a lot of merit to do it - doing it sooner.

But the answer is yes it’s an ideological issue and we have to do the best we can to separate the ideology from 
the facts.

Rich Batten:  One of our participants is wondering how you’ve interacted or how domestic violence advocates 
have interacted with this program?

Bill Doherty:  Well we assured the legislators that we do careful screening for domestic violence. And the 
protocol that we use, in fact we developed with a local domestic violence program, the (Government) Family 
Alliance.

That seemed to be sufficient. For the online requirement we’re assuring people that we have in throughout the 
alliance program statements and - are concerned about domestic violence that the threat is no reason to think 
of trying to save your marriage.

And so we’ll see how that goes but we just have done our homework and tried to be responsive and careful 
upfront. And so far we’ve done okay.

Bruce Peterson:  I should add that we have a very, very well developed and active domestic violence 
advocacy community in this area. And so far that hasn’t been an issue, a political issue.

Rich Batten:  You discussed some specific involvement attorneys could have in promoting reconciliation. 
Preferably this person thinks before clients appear in their office to get a divorce include non-family law 
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lawyers. Apparently they have a network of 800 pro-family lawyers that they would like to get involved in 
something like this and wonder if you have any suggestions.

Bill Doherty:  Well it’s been really a very interesting thing for me to work with this group of collaborative 
lawyers and understand what goes on in their world and their offices.

And so yes, there’s ways to get involved. This group is now forming a name for itself and a mission statement 
and really wants to change the practice of family law.

And so they’re really quite gung ho about it. And I can tell you the kind of initial axiom of their work is that 
reconciliation is on the continuum of dispute resolution or dispute resolution in family law.

Let me say it again. That marital reconciliation is on the continuum of dispute resolution in family law. And I 
don’t think many family lawyers will disagree with that. That’s why they ask the are you sure you want to do this 
question. But that the skills for that have not been developed. And that’s what this group wants to develop.

And their goal is to open up the options of reconciliation in family law not to in a kind of simplistic way be 
promoting reconciliation.

So I think we’re coming up with good language that will have a chance to gradually infuse itself into the 
profession.

Bruce Peterson:  Let me - it sounds like there may be a lawyer out there who is interested in pursuing this. 
And what I’ve seen Bill do with this group of lawyers that’s been working on this is actually, you know, role play 
and work on specific language that can be used with clients as they come in, you know, to be respectful of 
what is usually their initial desire to, you know, give me a divorce and to as Bill says open up this option.

So one of the ideas of having a center now, state funds at the University of Minnesota is to develop practices 
that can be disseminated to lawyers who want assistance in developing their skills to better serve their clients 
in this way.

Rich Batten:  That presentation you mentioned some materials, forms, questionnaires assessments. Are any 
of those documents available at this point?

Bill Doherty:  If people who want to email me for those, I’m happy to correspond with you. It’s B - well I guess 
you have it on my - yes it’s on the slide.

We don’t have a - for this project we’ll eventually have a Web site. And so but - so yes, these are all available. 
So for example...

Rich Batten:  Minnesota has a - oh go ahead.
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Bill Doherty:  We have a one page intake and assessment form that the divorce lawyers use that really opens 
up the conversation beautifully.

Another thing I’d want is that if people want to use these things I’d want to know how they work for them.

Rich Batten:  This person is wondering how this fits into a covenant marriage option if there’s any data that 
can come out of this project that could perhaps help justify a covenant marriage option?

Bill Doherty:  Well the covenant marriage option is really I think at the other end of the continuum. It’s the, you 
know, it’s what you do when you get married.

And so, you know, only indirectly I think would it be helpful. I think that, you know, covenant marriage has not 
been a particularly successful experiment so far. Very few couples do it. And so our - what we - what we’re 
doing may be helpful but I’m not sure of that directly.

Rich Batten:  Okay. What - are there other programs similar to this Minnesota program across the country that 
you’re aware of?

Bill Doherty:  I think we’re the only one that has this sort of a full out developed the program at this point. 
I know California and the Healthy Marriage initiative has been planning to do - drive some innovations with 
contacting people who are in the divorce process through public records and inviting them into educational and 
other experiences. I don’t know if they started that but I know that they’re planning to. But that’s all I know.

Some states have contacted me. I believe Georgia is interested. And I’m happy to help anybody do this.

But I want to emphasize that some of the credibility factor is out of, you know, having somebody from your - a 
state university involved, having a judge involved. And the person I - if we were, you know, if we were just to 
say just working in an nonprofit just trying to do good but without much of a profile or if we were part of an 
advocacy group, we may have not have gotten this far.

So if you’re in a nonprofit or an advocacy group reaching out to people at the university, reaching out to people 
in the court, really building alliance so that this is not seen as some sort of fringe thing.

Rich Batten:  This person is wondering about the assessment or the study that in doing your homework on 
this where you mentioned about 30% of the local wanting - wanted marriage support, just where that came 
from? Was and only couples entering the (prospection) of divorce or was it public at large part is that a study 
that’s published or is it just...

Bill Doherty:  Yes this...

Rich Batten:  ...in your preparation?



State Legislative Efforts to Combat Divorce 26

Bill Doherty:  Right this is a study. And what I’ll do is I’ll make a note to myself to get that study up on the 
drbilldoherty.org Web site. My daughter is my Webmaster for this. I’ll get that up.

But that’s a study impressed in the Family Court Review. These were people who were - had filed for divorce, 
were in the divorce process in Hennepin County Minnesota which is Minneapolis and environ. So these were 
actual people in the divorce process.

Rich Batten:  Okay. A couple of questions that are very specific to the couples that you’re working with. One 
is, is this as effective with - seem to be effective with couples without children as it is for those with children?

Bill Doherty:  There’s nothing inherently in the process we’ve set up that we work only with couples with 
children. We’ve had some couples referred to us with kids over age 18. We had one couple who found if they 
don’t have kids the process is really quite similar.

In terms of legislation however, public policy, the main public policy lever in this is children. So that’s why the - 
that’s why there’s a focus in the online program bill for instant, on couples with minor children. But this process 
could work with any couple I think.

Rich Batten:  And this question may be too focused or specific for the work that you’re doing. But they’re 
wondering if there - if you’ve done anything to address law enforcement marriages and their spouses as in 
police or border patrol and particular problems that they experienced in adultery in their marriages?

Bill Doherty:  No.

Rich Batten:  Also you talked about specific counseling for the hopeful partner to help them come to terms 
with going through a divorce that they don’t want.

Are there programs for the partner who is pushing for the divorce that would show them that there are other 
options rather than divorce?

Bill Doherty:  We call it discernment counseling. So that’s really what we do in the discernment process. Also 
there are a number of people would have been to programs like the Retrouvaille weekend. That’s R-E-T-R-O-
U-V-A-I-L-L-E which comes out of the Catholic tradition.

Who, you know, who went on that weekend just like people come to the discernment counseling, just so they’ll 
be a good citizen and just so that nobody could say they didn’t give it one last shot.

And then they come to see that they were part of the problem in the marriage. And they develop some hope.

So some of what we do in discernment counseling is to help people understand that divorce narrative in a 
more complex way than they are often seeing it.
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If they believe that all their problems in the marriage come from the person they married and they don’t see 
any of their own contributions -- and we’re not talking about abuse cases here -- then there’s nothing for them 
to work on. You know, there’s only a wishful thought that their spouse would change.

So a lot of what we do is work with the, in the discernment process around the - those narratives of the person 
that’s leaning out of the marriage.

Now what - this is a good time to add that sometimes people are leaving for excellent reasons and that we’re 
not suggesting that they give up those reasons or that they go rushing back to their spouses arms because 
they say well I promise to taper off my affair relationship or maybe I’ll take my alcoholism seriously.

I mean we sometimes are urging people to sit down and to be cautious and to be skeptical as well. That’s why 
it’s discernment; it’s not just sort of we’re here and save your marriage.

Rich Batten:  Is there any training available for those who want to establish aspects of this program in their 
own state?

Bill Doherty:  Well we’re in the process now. Our funding is just starting to come in. And we’re going to be 
developing local training, figure out how to do that. And then will look to do some training for other people as 
well.

So we do not want to keep this only in Minnesota but we want to do it - we want to figure out how to do it well 
here and then help to disseminate it.

Rich Batten:  This might tie into distant laws across the states but this person is wondering is this exclusive 
to opposite sex couples? Are there - is this something that is exclusively an opposite sex couple program 
intervention?

Bill Doherty:  Not if are going to do it on the ground. The legislation is written with the word marriage in it. And 
so in Minnesota the only people who can legally marry are heterosexual people.

But just as in my own practice I do not screen out people who are in gay and lesbian relationships. We will not 
turn people away either.

And I want to say that a lot of the issues of breakups and divorce if you will, are quite similar for both kinds of 
couples. So on the ground we’re going to work with who wants to work with us.

Rich Batten:  Are there any assessments of the children’s difficulties during the couples’ divorcing or 
reconciliation process or resources that you use specifically with the children?

Bill Doherty:  Well as issues come up we don’t see the children as a policy. And as the parents express 
concern about the children, the children - that can be - that is on the docket for referral options and other 
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considerations.

Rich Batten:  Very good, thank you gentlemen. I think we’ve have covered most if not all of the questions. 
There’s a couple of comments.

But we will as we published the slides and the audio of this Webinar and if there’s a few questions that come 
in at the end or we did not address verbally we will try to get an answer on that via email and have that posted 
with our Q&A.

I would like for you to stay on the line just for a few more minutes. We have a couple of poll questions that we’d 
like to ask our participants to respond to to help us assess this Webinar and look at future ones and you have it 
in front of you.

Go ahead and vote now. Do you have a better understanding of the new Minnesota legislation to combat 
divorces entitled Couples on the Brink?

I think we have about four questions so please bear with us.

Okay let’s move onto the next one. Do you have a better understanding of research regarding the ambivalence 
of some couples towards divorce even after having filed for divorce?

Thank you. Let’s move on to the next. Feel you have a better understanding of why family court judges favor 
reconciliation initiatives such as Couples on the Brink?

And how would you respond to this? I have a better understanding of how advocates for Couples on the Brink 
perceives its chances for success, strongly agree, agree, neutral, disagree, or strongly disagree?

I want to thank you again for participating and especially for our presenters Dr. Doherty and Judge Bruce 
Peterson.

As I’ve mentioned several times, a recording of today’s session will be available on the National Healthy 
Resource Marriage - National Healthy Marriage Resource Center Web site within seven to nine business days. 
That’s healthymarriage info.org.

And finally if you have other comments or suggestion topics for future Webinars, feel free to email myself, Rich 
Batten at the info@healthymarriageinfo.org or if you are a federal grantee with a healthy marriage responsible 
fatherhood legislation or grant funding you may also communicate your ideas and feedback to and through 
your project officer.

I want to thank you for your participation today and hope you all have a great afternoon. Take care.

END




