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Abstract

It is a wide consensus that high-intensity parental disputes (HIPD) might result in
negative ramifications for children. The current study wishes to advance the knowl-
edge regarding what children undergo during the acute time of the dispute, as por-
trayed by experienced frontline social workers mandated by the court to intervene
with parents and their children in the context of HIPD. Ninety-four social workers
participated in ten focus groups and five in-depth interviews. A thorough analysis
of the narratives revealed three main themes. The first relates to their tremendous
fear for the children’s wellbeing, often displayed by the words “burn” and “death.”
The second theme addresses the practitioners’ reflections with respect to the vari-
ous experiences the children undergo during the acute time of HIPD and their risk
assessments. The third theme addresses the practitioners’ struggle in identifying
how to protect the children during these times. The discussion spotlights the expo-
sure of children to HIPD as a prolonged and chronic risk, with potentially adverse
emotional and physical impacts. Key conclusions address the need to advance chil-
dren’s rights and the protection of children in the context of HIPD.

Keywords High-intensity parental dispute (HIPD) - Children - Practitioners - Risk -
Trauma - Children’s rights

Introduction

While scholars debate the rise or decline of global divorce rates, it is agreed that

divorce is a highly common phenomenon in Western societies (Cohen, 2019; Manning
et al., 2014; Wang, 2017). While most divorces are “good” in the sense of transitioning
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from a situation of tension and conflict to one of calm and adjustment (Ahrons,
1994), up to 25% of divorced families deteriorate into a high-intensity parental dis-
pute (HIPD; Hald et al., 2020).

The term HIPD refers to ongoing intensive disputes between feuding parents.
Such disputes tend to be ongoing and place heavy demands on the legal system as
well as community resources. They are characterized by mutual mistrust, high levels
of anger and hostility, verbal violence, physical threats and violence, ongoing disa-
greements concerning day-to-day parental functioning, overt and covert undermin-
ing, and frequent contact with the legal system (American Bar Association, 2005;
Haddad et al., 2016; Lamela et al., 2016).

Children often unwillingly become the center of the legal battle between their
parents (Katz et al., 2019) and might suffer dire consequences (Davidson et al.,
2014; van Eldik et al., 2020). The current study was designed to spotlight the chil-
dren trapped in the reality of HIPD, an acute period of their family’s involvement
with the welfare and often law systems, as perceived by frontline practitioners. By
conducting a thorough analysis of the narratives provided by 94 experienced front-
line practitioners, the current study wishes to examine the way children are per-
ceived in the unique context of HIPD.

Children and High-Intensity Parental Disputes

Divorce has long been viewed as a complex phenomenon. Undoubtedly a source of
family stress, especially during COVID-19 times (Lebow, 2020), it could have both
negative and positive economic, psychological, and relational consequences for fam-
ily members (Amato, 2010; Campbell, 2016; de Vaus et al., 2017; Friedlander &
Walters, 2010; Frisco et al., 2007). Children might be especially vulnerable to the
effects of divorce, with previous findings pointing to several potentially moderating
variables, including socio-economic status, socio-cultural context, extended family
and social support, and the level of dispute between the parents (Amato & Keith,
1991; Burke et al., 2007; Friedlander & Walters, 2010; Hashemi & Homayuni,
2017).

HIPD creates a toxic environment for the family as a whole and the children
in particular (for review, see Polak & Saini, 2019). Accordingly, it has been sug-
gested that parental disputes could exacerbate some of the negative ramifications of
parental separation for children leading to both short- and long-term consequences
(Schaan et al., 2019; van der Wal et al., 2019). Findings have consistently indicated
that children’s frequent exposure to HIPD might result in behavioral and emotional
problems (Davies et al., 2016). Furthermore, children’s exposure to HIPD has been
widely linked to long-term impacts on mental health, such as depression, anxiety,
distress, suicide ideation and attempt, and addiction to drugs, alcohol, and smok-
ing (Auersperg et al., 2019; Sands et al., 2017). Additional studies found that HIPD
had a potentially direct impact on children’s ability to cope with social problems, as
it exposed them to dysfunctional behavioral and emotional models (Cummings &
Davies, 2010; Fincham et al., 1994; Gerard et al., 2006). HIPD has been reported
to challenge children’s capacity to regulate during emotional situations (Katz &
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Gottman, 1991), undermine their emotional security (Davies et al., 2016), and shape
their cognitive responses and coping abilities (Grych & Fincham, 1990; Kerig,
2001). The more prolonged the dispute, the more pronounced the children’s symp-
toms (Brown et al., 2000).

The Israeli Context

In regard to the current study, it is important to understand the unique context of
divorce proceedings in Israel. In Israel, family law cases are handled by civil or reli-
gious (Jewish, Christian, Druze, and Sharia) court systems, which address four mat-
ters: the divorce itself, custodianship of the children, alimony, and property divi-
sion. For Jewish couples, only the religious Rabbinical court has the authority to
grant a divorce (Moshe, 2013). This could further complicate the divorce process as,
according to Judaism, the man has the right to grant or decline the woman’s request
for a divorce, whereas the woman does not have this same right. This often results
in drawn-out divorce proceedings (Halperin-Kaddari et al., 2016). For other matters
related to the divorce proceedings, such as custody, individuals may choose to turn
to either the religious or civil family law courts (Moshe, 2013).

The main priority of the Israeli court system in divorce proceedings is to formally
resolve the relationship between the parents following a divorce or separation (State
Comptroller & Ombudsman of Israel, 2019). In some cases, couples reach a mutual
divorce agreement, which then requires court approval. When an agreement is not
reached, for example, regarding custody, they must initiate legal proceedings in fam-
ily court to discuss the disputed matters. However, before beginning legal proceed-
ings, they are required to turn to an aid unit according to the law for settling litiga-
tion in family disputes which was put in place to minimize divorce-related conflict
(Hok I’hasder hitdainiout b’sichsuche mishpati [Family Dispute Resolution Law],
2014). The Israeli welfare system provides interventions and support to divorcing
couples in three settings: aid units located near the civil and religious courts, couple
and family therapy units, and family relationship centers. The units are responsi-
ble for diagnosis, evaluation, mediation, and counseling. They also offer groups for
divorcing parents, usually referred by a judge, to educate parents on the needs of
their children during the divorce. Although the rate of HIPD in Israel is unclear, the
number of referrals to all aid units has increased fourfold between 1998 and 2012
(Moshe, 2013).

Regarding custody, the courts determine the custodial parent and the rights of
the noncustodial parent based on the rights and best interests of the children
(Nouman et al., 2016). The judge may also decide to involve municipal social
workers who specialize in HIPD (Silman Committee, 2014) to ensure the children’s
rights, safety, and wellbeing are maintained. The social workers’ role may include
working with the parents to determine shared custody, referrals to the aid units, and
child protection (e.g., appointing additional or alternative guardians). Furthermore,
social workers’ reports detail the family situation, their professional evaluation of
the parents’ functioning, and recommendations for the arrangements that are in the
children’s best interests (Enosh et al., 2018; Ministry of Labor, Social Welfare and
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Social Services [MOLSA], 2021). This report is based on information gathered from
multiple sources, such as educators and health professionals who are familiar with
the family, and home visitations. Additionally, social workers are instructed to hold
separate interviews with the parents and their children, with the main intention of
assessment of risks to the children’s wellbeing (Ministry of Labor, Social Welfare
and Social Services [MOLSA], 2014). Notably, the court will often follow the social
workers’ recommendations (Nouman et al., 2016).

Practitioner Perceptions of Children in the Context of HIPD

While it is important to learn directly from individuals exposed to HIPD about their
experiences as children and the personal implications of HIPD, it is no less impor-
tant to learn from the practitioners’ experiences. Practitioners are on the frontline
dealing with this phenomenon and play a vital role in protecting children’s well-
being (Demir-Dagdas et al., 2018). They meet the children and parents and take a
dominant, active role in treating and coping with those cases, using their profes-
sional judgment and interpretation to determine the child’s best interests (Nouman
et al., 2016). Therefore, it is valuable to study and learn from their experience and
knowledge.

Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge, there is a lack of studies examining
practitioners’ experiences, knowledge, and perceptions of children’s experiences
in HIPD cases. Past studies of HIPD focused on the concept of parental alienation
(Baker, 2007; Bow et al., 2009; Sanders et al., 2015), while more contemporary
studies tended to examine professionals’ perceptions of children’s participation in
parental mediation processes (Quigley & Cyr, 2018; Yasenik et al., 2020). In some
of these studies, it was found that professionals placed a high value on children’s
participation in the mediation process between their highly conflictual parents,
which helped them understand the children’s needs and wants as well as the family
dynamic. In some cases, this allowed the parents to see their children’s best inter-
ests (Quigley & Cyr, 2018; Yasenik et al., 2020). Others focused on child protective
service professionals’ experiences and noted the lack of appropriate training and the
pressure they face from parents and other professionals, such as lawyers, to take a
stance regarding the parents instead of assessing the child’s safety (Houston et al.,
2017).

The Current Study

HIPD has been found to have adverse effects on children both in childhood and
adulthood. Surprisingly, however, literature with respect to frontline practitioners’
experiences regarding their work with these children and the acute and prolonged
exposure of the children to HIPD are scarce. Although some studies examined edu-
cators’ experiences with divorced families (e.g., Levkovich & Eyal, 2020), there is
a lack of studies relating to practitioners who are directly involved in the legal pro-
cess. The current study was designed to examine how practitioners understand and
view children’s conditions in the challenging context of HIPD. More specifically,
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this study aims to better understand the phenomena of HIPD and its effects on chil-
dren through the exploration of the narratives of professionals who are participat-
ing observers in the family drama. The current study’s research questions were as
follows: (1) what does the knowledge and experience of practitioners tell us about
children who are exposed to HIPD?; and (2) what can the practitioners share with us
about the state of current practice regarding family assessments and interventions in
this challenging context?

Method

George Kelly’s pioneer work emphasized the contribution of research rooted in
empirical evidence, exploring phenomena as experienced by the groups of people
being studied (Hadley, 2017). Therefore, the current qualitative study was guided
by grounded theory methodology (Glaser & Strauss, 1967). Grounded theory aims
to holistically understand phenomena by examining individual perceptions, world-
views, and meanings and their relationships with the broader interpersonal and social
processes and environmental contexts (Charmaz & Belgrave, 2007; Corbin & Strauss,
2015). Therefore, the current study constructed a conceptual model grounded in data
on the phenomenon of HIPD and its perceived impact on children, as perceived and
experienced by frontline practitioners.

Sample

The sample included 94 practitioners (two men). All of the participants were experi-
enced social workers mandated to intervene with children and parents in the context
of HIPD. These practitioners were approached by the researchers in five different
municipalities in Israel. All of the included practitioners had been provided with
initial training in relation to HIPD. These practitioners have central roles in both
the welfare and legal processes in these cases and their assessments are central to
any decision being made in these systems. The practitioners’ average experience was
17 years. Most (58%) had an MA and 21% had a BA (the remainder did not report
their education).

Social workers from five cities and municipalities in Israel were included, thereby
reflecting families from various backgrounds. Within these cities and municipalities,
all of the social workers who participated in the focus groups specialized in the area
of HIPD.

Instruments and Procedure

The study was based on focus groups and in-depth interviews. The focus group strat-
egy was chosen due to its potential to offer multiple perspectives, reflect a variety of
perceptions and narratives (Rudzik & Ball, 2015), and its ability to lead to under-
standing attitudes, behaviors, and context from a wide variety of worldviews (Morgan,
1993, 1997; Patton, 2002; Seal et al., 1998). The focus groups were conducted based
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on a semi-structured manual that included mainly open questions. We conducted ten
90-min focus groups with 89 participants (between 8 and 10 participants in each
group). The individual interviews were semi-structured and addressed the research
questions. We conducted five interviews with two therapeutic social workers and
three senior social work professionals. All of the focus groups and interviews were
audiotaped and professionally transcribed and the authors received the transcripts
without any identifying details.

Data Analysis

Our data were thematically analyzed. Similar to the six stages presented by Braun
and Clarke (2006), our thematic analysis included the following stages. First, inti-
mate familiarization with the data, with both researchers carefully reading all tran-
scripts. Second, by preliminary coding and its discussion by the researchers. Third,
the codes were merged into preliminary themes and thematic maps were created.
After agreeing on the thematic map, the themes were reviewed, defined, conceptual-
ized, and named.

Trustworthiness

To enhance the study’s trustworthiness, during the analysis, investigator triangula-
tion was conducted, with some materials analyzed and coded by both researchers.
The entire analytical process was carefully documented and backed up by saving all
interview transcripts and analytical contents in encrypted files. Finally, the research-
ers kept a field journal of their reflections on the interviews and focus groups
(Charmaz, 2014; Lincoln & Guba, 1985). It is also important for us to stress that the
study results were discussed with both welfare and legal practitioners’ supervisors
and fellow practitioners to obtain their thoughts and perceptions of the current study
results.

Results

A thorough thematic analysis was carried out on all of the narratives of the practi-
tioners who participated in the current study and yielded three themes: (1) “it is a
matter of life or death”: practitioners’ experiences of children during their prolonged
exposure to HIPD; (2) “it is abuse! Isn’t it?”: practitioners’ reflections of the risks
children face during HIPD; (3) “maybe I will make it all worse for them”: practition-
ers’ struggles to intervene without inadvertently harming the children.

“It is a matter of life or death”: Practitioners Experiences of Children During Their
Prolonged Exposure to HIPD

In their narratives, when being asked about their perceptions of the children
exposed to HIPD, all of the practitioners used the words: burn and death. The
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practitioners shared that, in their view, prolonged exposure to HIPD could be life-
threatening for children. The following narrative illustrates a conversation that
took place in one of the focus groups with respect to these words:

Practitioner 1: These children are helpless. They can do nothing to stop this
fire. Their parents are burning down their lives and the children are just trying
to survive the flames.

Practitioner 2: Yes, but you cannot really survive these flames without burn-
ing, so it is practically a life or death situation. But any way you look at it, it is
death. It is not like a child can really survive these flames.

This dialogue illustrates the way in which practitioners perceived the outcomes
of children’s exposure to HIPD. The practitioners described HIPD as an all-con-
suming fire that will eventually destroy the children’s lives. They went on to elab-
orate that this “fire” occurs at a time when the children need enormous resources
to cope with the parental separation and to continue typical development. How-
ever, they instead need to channel their limited resources towards survival:

These children... Instead of learning how to become good at school or
develop social skills... they actually cannot afford these daily normative
tasks for themselves, as they are now part of the dispute and there is nothing
they can do about it

As practitioners recognized children’s inability to avoid becoming a part of the
dispute, some described their wish for the children to act and pick one parent over
the other. This was especially true in cases where the dispute was prolonged and
acute, when picking a side would be a decision that could determine the course
of these children’s lives. The following conversation between practitioners illus-
trates this perception:

Practitioner 1: It is like the children need to constantly walk on eggshells so
as not to harm the parents. There are expectations of them, like they cannot be
happy with one parent and communicate it to the other parent without paying a
price, so they learn to be careful about what they are saying and to whom.
Practitioner 2: Yes, but this is very challenging. I mean, how long can they
continue to think about every word, every smile, every look? This is a horrific
stress for them.

Practitioner 3: That is why, when I see this, I wish the children would pick a
side. I think that this walking on eggshells will end in their death- emotional
death or even actual death. So I am praying in my heart ‘pick a side, pick a
side.’

The practitioners elaborated in their narratives about the “picking a side” survival
strategy, realizing that this is the children’s only way to reduce the tremendous con-
flict and the impact of the dispute on their lives. The practitioners discussed that not
all children are able to choose a side and those who cannot will face a mental break-
down and hospitalization:
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I wish all the children would pick a side, but not all of them can do this, so the
ones who can’t simply die... they have an emotional breakdown- they try to
kill themselves or to disappear by eating nothing but the poison they are being
fueled with by their parents. ...and then we need to hospitalize these children
and to see them actually dying.

This narrative captures the experience of helplessness and even loss of the prac-
titioners who are exposed to these horrific experiences of children. They feel that
there is nothing they can do to prevent this situation while watching the children try-
ing to survive these flames.

“It is abuse! Isn't it?”: Practitioners’ Reflections of the Risks Children Face During
HIPD

In their narratives, practitioners shared the difficulties in risk assessment due to
the elusive and chaotic nature of HIPD. Although exposure to parental dispute is
dramatic and harmful, there are always question marks and uncertainty concerning
questions such as which parent is speaking the truth and who is to blame for the
whole ordeal. Cases of HIPD are often misleading, as the family profiles are differ-
ent from those of welfare clients. This is a source of confusion for practitioners. The
following conversation describes this fundamental uncertainty:

Practitioner 1: It is so hard to evaluate what is happening to these children
because you always have question marks.

Practitioner 2: Yes, question marks about whether what the parents are telling
you is true or false. ...and the children, you know, it is confusing because it is
not like what we are used to from welfare children and families. ...they have
big houses, money, education, nice clothes...it is all very elusive...

Another practitioner stated:

I am currently writing a risk assessment and they are eating well, wear nice
and tidy clothes, etc. But I can sense that there is something completely off,
just not in the way we are used to thinking about risk.

These feelings of unease led some practitioners to wonder whether exposure to
HIPD constitutes abuse. Practitioners shared an aspect of child objectification on the
part of some of the disputing parents. The following statements, which were recur-
rent within the focus groups, strongly demonstrate this:

These children are just tools in this dispute.

These children are weapons in this dispute.

The children are the most powerful weapons in the dispute between their par-
ents.

Practitioners shared how this objectification by a parent often neglects to address
the child’s basic emotional and physical needs, and sometimes actively denies their
fulfillment. This is seen in the following narrative:
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I want to share an example that might seem simple but has bothered me a lot
during the last few days... a seven-year-old girl was in a therapy process with
a therapeutic practitioner who greatly helped her and the girl really loved her,
but the father decided that he doesn’t like the therapist and that she is actually
actively working against him. He submitted a request to replace the therapist.
This is not a rare occurrence, it actually happens a lot.

Another example of the effect of objectification, which was repeated throughout
the narratives, was for children to behave and speak according to the parents’ expec-
tations, as a result of being trapped in the dispute and terrorized by their parents.
This is illustrated in the following narrative:

You can see that the child is terrified, even paralyzed in the conversation with
me, keeps looking at the parent for their approval, afraid to say something, to
smile, to breathe...

Additionally, practitioners shared their concerns when accusations of maltreat-
ment by the other parent arise. The practitioners disclosed that many times, parents
who suspect the other parent of abusing the child might act in harmful, inquisitive,
and even abusive ways towards the child, as expressed in the following narrative:

I cannot forget this one story of a mother who was sure that her daughters were
being sexually abused by their father and how each time they returned from
him she used to take their clothes off, shower them and check them physically
for any signs. I kept asking myself, ‘this is abuse, isn’t it’?

The practitioners elaborated on the issue of maltreatment accusations in the con-
text of HIPD to add that these parents’ allegations often required them to act by
making a mandatory report. Based on the practitioners’ experiences, this might
cause the child further harm and heartache:

This five-year-old had already gone through several forensic interviews and
nothing came of it, but she kept being referred back. I truly believe that pro-
tecting her equals stopping these referrals and the escalation of all this mad-
ness.

“Maybe | will make it all worse for them”: Practitioners’ Struggle to Intervene
Without Inadvertently Harming the Children

Reflecting on the enormous challenges that they face, practitioners shared their
struggles in protecting children from harm in the context of the multidimensional
phenomenon of HIPD. Practitioners reported frequent conflicts between parents’
and children’s rights and, more often than not, children were the ones paying the
price:

I feel that many times the systems are focused on the rights of the parents,
much more often than those of the children. For example, the discussion of
deficits in the parent-child relationship is often centered around the parent’s
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right to a relationship with their children. Rarely does the discussion focus on
whether the child really has a right, any right, in this context.

Participants shared some ground rules that were intended to protect children’s
rights and avoid causing further escalation as a result of their intervention. First,
it is their role to maintain the children’s relationship with both parents. It is also
their obligation to do so while engaging the children, instead of forcing decisions on
them:

It is our basic assumption that children need both of their parents in their lives,
and we will do whatever it takes to do so, but in a respectful way for the chil-
dren. We will not force them.

However, according to the practitioners, this is easier said than done. Many times,
practitioners lack sufficient knowledge and training to differentiate between HIPD
and maltreatment. This struggle makes it difficult to determine whether a child’s
refusal to maintain a relationship with a parent is the result of maltreatment or
HIPD:

Many times, we are required to give an evaluation, especially when there are
deficits in a parent-child relationship, and then even if a forensic investigation
ruled out abuse, how can I know for sure? Maybe the child was reluctant to
cooperate? How can I know that I am not giving custody of the child to a per-
petrator? I feel that the reality right now is that there is a clear preference for
the parents’ rights, beyond those of children and, therefore, I am afraid that a
real evaluation of whether abuse took place is becoming peripheral in the con-
text of HIPD.

The practitioners acknowledged this enormous challenge in their work and in the
systems involved. They also shared their belief that it is essential to talk to the chil-
dren in a way that will allow them to be open and active participants. However, in
order to do so, practical guidelines are needed:

My vision is that we will learn how to provide these children an adequate pro-
tective platform where they can express themselves. These children yearn to be
seen and heard for real, and we have to create this space for them.

Discussion

The current study’s main aim was to fill the gap in the existing literature regarding
the perspectives of practitioners who work with children in the context of HIPD.
Accordingly, the present study spotlights the perceptions and experiences of front-
line practitioners with respect to their interventions and the children’s experiences in
the context of HIPD. It is important to note that, in the Israeli context, these practi-
tioners are responsible for conducting assessments and interventions in a situation
that is inherently chaotic, conflictual, and emotionally intense. Accordingly, HIPD
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was depicted as prolonged torture for the children in these families. The narratives
of the professionals indicated three main issues with regard to children and HIPD.

First, the practitioners’ experiences depicted the harmful results of HIPD on chil-
dren. They perceived it as a life-threatening and life-destroying situation. According
to their narratives, HIPD places a severe risk to children’s wellbeing, even without
the presence of abuse. As the practitioners phrased it, HIPD is often a matter of
life and death for children. The frequent use of imagery such as “burn,” “fire,” and
“death” further highlighted the negative psychological intensity and the risk that
HIPD poses to children’s wellbeing. Accordingly, HIPD has been regarded by schol-
ars as traumatic (e.g., Shumaker & Kelsey, 2020) and was found to have a traumatic
impact on children, which was associated with lower post-divorce adjustment (van
der Wal et al., 2019).

Practitioners in the current study also wondered whether children’s prolonged
exposure to HIPD itself constitutes abuse. Similarly, scholars have debated whether
HIPD equates to the experience of child maltreatment (Joyce, 2016; Katz & Glucklich,
2020), as they are being objectified, often neglected, and actively used as a tool in
an escalating dispute. Although these children are seemingly taken care of, their par-
ents often deprive them of basic needs and necessary therapy, all in the name of
having the upper hand in the ongoing legal battle. This highlights the importance of
further research and policy development in this area.

The second conclusion that can be drawn from the current study is the practi-
tioners’ perception of HIPD as extremely difficult and challenging in implementing
interventions. The main themes drawn from the practitioners’ narratives were their
feelings of fear and helplessness, as they are concerned for the children’s wellbeing
but often trapped in their attempts to protect them. Practitioners reported struggling
to balance between the parents’ and children’s rights, as expressed in their “ground
rules”: maintaining the child’s relationship with both parents while also ensuring
their safety. These two elements cannot always go hand in hand, especially in cases
of domestic violence and child abuse, when arbitrarily encouraging a relationship
with both parents might endanger the child (Archer-Kuhn, 2016). Furthermore, there
is a question regarding the proper ways to communicate with children and ensure
that their voices are heard in this legal matter, by which they are greatly affected
(Carter & Frenkel, 2020). A profound understanding of these two areas is of central
importance in protecting children’s rights in the context of HIPD.

Although the frontline practitioners who participated in the current study have many
years of experience, they stressed that they did not receive formal training on how to
handle cases of HIPD. Protecting children in this challenging context requires prac-
titioners to have professional training specifically in HIPD and its’ possible intersec-
tion with other core phenomena, such as substance abuse, mental health issues, and
ideological and religious beliefs (Polak & Saini, 2019; Smyth & Moloney, 2019). This
finding echoes the criticism published by Israel’s Comptroller and Ombudsman (2019),
which highlighted the lack of standardized policy or protocols regarding custody and
alimony for social workers to follow in cases of HIPD. Such circumstances can lead to
uncertainty for families regarding the social workers’ recommendations to court and
divorce proceedings. Therefore, proper education and training is especially important
in light of previous findings highlighting that social workers’ recommendations may

@ Springer



318 C.Noaetal.

be shaped by social and cultural norms rather than the facts of the specific case and the
child’s best interests (Enosh et al., 2017).

Two further related areas should be addressed in training. The first is child maltreat-
ment with an emphasis on the distinction between HIPD and maltreatment-related
symptoms in children. A recent study (Katz & Glucklich, 2020) highlighted the enor-
mous challenge of assessing whether a child exposed to HIPD is also suffering from
maltreatment. More specifically, it could be difficult to differentiate between children
who are victims of maltreatment and those who echo their parents’ hostility towards
one another. Unfortunately, an uninformed decision could have devastating conse-
quences for children’s wellbeing (Ezzo, 2018). This raises two important points. First,
as children involved in HIPD might be exposed to domestic violence and parental self-
harm (Ezzo, 2018; Katz & Glucklich, 2020), scholars have urged practitioners and
lawmakers to be proactive in identifying risk factors during custody disputes (Ezzo,
2018). Additionally, it has been argued that parents who are already involved with child
protection services should participate in child maltreatment prevention programs
(Maguire-Jack & Negash, 2015).

Second, regardless of practitioners’ struggles in evaluating children’s narratives, and
in accordance with the United Nations Convention on the rights of the child (1989),
children should be allowed to be active participants in the decision-making processes
that affect them (Gal, 2017). This necessitates four conditions from organizations: chil-
dren must be given the opportunity to voice their side, be facilitated to do so, be lis-
tened to, and have their voices taken into consideration when determining their best
interests (Duramy & Gal, 2020). In this regard, it can be extremely beneficial to adapt
the interview environment, style, and technique to the child’s cognitive and emotional
developmental level (e.g., Korkman et al., 2017; Turoy-Smith et al., 2018a). This would
allow for information to be gathered and to gain a more detailed and accurate assess-
ment of their home life and the impact of the divorce on their wellbeing (Turoy-Smith
et al., 2018b). In addition, it would also be empowering, as they would have the oppor-
tunity to express their views independently of their parents (Lee, 2017).

Limitations

The present study has several limitations. First, it was based on a convenience sample,
which is not representative of all relevant practitioners in Israel. Second, it focuses on
the narratives of the practitioners without being informed by those of the parents and
children. Future studies should also include these viewpoints. Moreover, the current
study neglected the discussion of HIPD in other intersecting contexts in the families’
lives, such as culture and religion. Future studies should explore this phenomenon in
the various contexts in which families are living.
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Recommendations
Policy: Children’s Rights as Top Priority in the Context of HIPD

In light of the concerns expressed by social workers in the present study, the cur-
rent legal proceedings and protocols may need to be re-examined, transformed, and
clarified to ensure children’s wellbeing. Children could be better protected through
a children’s rights approach to the entire divorce process, which places children’s
wellbeing as the top priority, well above the parents’ right to a relationship (Sudland,
2019). These transformations may include encouraging children’s participation in
family-law decision-making processes in the context of HIPD through a set protocol
that promotes the interview as a safe space for children’s voices to be heard.

Additionally, the present findings highlight the urgent need for mechanisms to
soften the effects of the divorce on children and maintain their rights for physical
and emotional security. This could be achieved by shortening the divorce process to
prevent the prolonged exposure of children to the conflict. Accordingly, a statement
published by the State Comptroller and Ombudsman of Israel (2019) affirms that
divorce proceedings are often unnecessarily drawn out, and couples might become
trapped in the mediation process even if they wish to end the proceedings and come
to an agreement.

Although it would be beneficial for parents to participate in positive parenting
and conflict resolution skills workshops, there are insufficient official therapeutic
services for parents and children experiencing HIPD in Israel (State Comptroller &
Ombudsman of Israel, 2019). Future services should be based on recent research
on the factors that maintain the conflict (Francia et al., 2019). Further inspiration
could also be drawn from projects such as “No Kids in the Middle,” an interven-
tion implemented in the Netherlands with separate groups for parents and children.
This project operates on several principles, including helping parents to keep their
children in mind during the divorce process as well as group work with parents that
includes participation and observation. Stopping or pausing legal processes is a con-
dition for participation. This approach also incorporates unstructured interactions
between the groups outside of the sessions, aimed at enhancing children’s voices
and resilience through creative presentations around the topic of their parents’ con-
flict, involving informal social support sources such as grandparents. Furthermore, a
space is created for open and safe dialogue between parents to reduce children’s feel-
ings of responsibility for their parents’ conflict and improve the parents’ empathy
and understanding towards their children while addressing their relationship issues
(van Lawick & Visser, 2015).

Education

Organizations should provide interdisciplinary training for practitioners regard-
ing HIPD and its possible crossover with child maltreatment. Specifically, practi-
tioners should be knowledgeable of child maltreatment risk factors in the context
of HIPD and be provided with protocol for such occasions. Techniques for com-
municating with children should also be taught, such as rapport building, using a
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solution-focused perspective, asking open-ended questions, and encouraging chil-
dren to express their opinions (Quigley & Cyr, 2018).

Research

To gain a more holistic view and complement the findings of the current study,
future research should explore children’s perceptions regarding HIPD and its short-
and long-term repercussions, as research has shown that children can provide a
detailed account of their experiences during and after parental separation (Brand
et al., 2017). Moreover, in line with the United Nations (1989) approach to chil-
dren’s participation, children’s experiences concerning their involvement with
authorities and family law in the context of HIPD should be explored and integrated
into practice.

Data Availability The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding
author upon reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics Approval This study was approved by the ethics committees of the Hebrew University and the
Ministry of Labor and Welfare.

References

Ahrons, C. R. (1994). The good divorce: Keeping your family together when your marriage comes apart.
Harper Collins.

Amato, P. R. (2010). Research on divorce: Continuing trends and new developments. Journal of Mar-
riage and Family, 72(3), 650-666.

Amato, P. R., & Keith, B. (1991). Parental divorce and adult wellbeing: A meta-analysis. Journal of Mar-
riage and the Family, 53(1), 43-58. https://doi.org/10.2307/353132

American Bar Association. (2005). High conflict custody cases: Reforming the system for children. Fam-
ily Court Review, 39(2), 146—-157. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.174-1617.2001.tb00600.x

Archer-Kuhn, B. (2016). Parent perceptions and experiences in child custody decision-making. [Gradu-
ate thesis]. Windsor University.

Auersperg, F., Vlasak, T., Ponocny, I., & Barth, A. (2019). Long-term effects of parental divorce on
mental health—A meta-analysis. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 119, 107-115. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.jpsychires.2019.09.011

Baker, A. J. (2007). Knowledge and attitudes about the parental alienation syndrome: A survey of cus-
tody evaluators. The American Journal of Family Therapy, 35(1), 1-19. https://doi.org/10.1080/
01926180600698368

Bow, J. N, Gould, J. W., & Flens, J. R. (2009). Examining parental alienation in child custody cases: A
survey of mental health and legal professionals. The American Journal of Family Therapy, 37(2),
127-145. https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180801960658

Brand, C., Howcroft, G., & Hoelson, C. N. (2017). The voice of the child in parental divorce: Implica-
tions for clinical practice and mental health practitioners. Journal of Child & Adolescent Mental
Health, 29(2), 169-178. https://doi.org/10.2989/17280583.2017.1345746

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative Research in Psychol-
ogy, 3(2), 77-101. https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp0630a

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.2307/353132
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.174-1617.2001.tb00600.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2019.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2019.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180600698368
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180600698368
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180801960658
https://doi.org/10.2989/17280583.2017.1345746
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa

“It is a matter of life or death”: Spotlighting Children in the... 321

Brown, T., Frederico, M., Hewitt, L., & Sheehan, R. (2000). Revealing the existence of child abuse in
the context of marital breakdown and custody and access disputes. Child Abuse & Neglect, 24(6),
849-859. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0145-2134(00)00140-x

Burke, S., Mclntosh, J., & Gridley, H. (2007). Parenting after separation: A position statement prepared
for the Australian Psychological Society. Australian Psychological Society, 8, 1-19.

Campbell, B. (2016). Effects of positive perception of parental divorce on young adult coping strategies
[Undergraduate thesis]. California State University.

Carter, D. K., & Frenkel, D. N. (2020). Parenting coordination and confidentiality: A (Not-so) delicate
balance. Family Court Review, 58(1), 68—82. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12456

Charmaz, K. (2014). Constructing grounded theory. Sage.

Charmaz, K., & Belgrave, L. L. (2007). Grounded theory. The Blackwell Encyclopedia of Sociology.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781405165518.wbeosg070.pub2

Cohen, P. N. (2019). The coming divorce decline. Socius, 5, 1-6. https://doi.org/10.31235/0sf.io/h2sk6

Corbin, J., & Strauss, A. (2015). Basics of qualitative research: Techniques and procedures for develop-
ing grounded theory (4th ed.). Sage.

Cummings, E. M., & Davies, P. T. (2010). Marital conflict and children: An emotional security perspec-
tive. Guilford.

Davidson, R. D., O’Hara, K. L., & Beck, C. J. (2014). Psychological and biological processes in children
associated with high conflict parental divorce. Juvenile and Family Court Journal, 65(1), 29-44.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfcj.12015

Davies, P. T., Hentges, R. F., Coe, J. L., Martin, M. J., Sturge-Apple, M. L., & Cummings, E. M. (2016).
The multiple faces of interparental conflict: Implications for cascades of children’s insecurity and
externalizing problems. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 125(5), 664—678. https://doi.org/10.1037/
abn0000170

Demir-Dagdas, T., Isik-Ercan, Z., Intepe-Tingir, S., & Cava-Tadik, Y. (2018). Parental divorce and chil-
dren from diverse backgrounds: Multidisciplinary perspectives on mental health, parent—child rela-
tionships, and educational experiences. Journal of Divorce & Remarriage, 59(6), 469-485. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2017.1403821

de Vaus, D., Gray, M., Qu, L., & Stanton, D. (2017). The economic consequences of divorce in six OECD
countries. Australian Journal of Social Issues, 52(2), 180-199. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajs4.13

Duramy, B. F., & Gal, T. (2020). Understanding and implementing child participation: Lessons from the
Global South. Children and Youth Services Review, 119, 105645. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.child
youth.2020.105645

Enosh, G., Nouman, H., & Anabtawi, R. (2018). Evaluating child-custody recommendations of Israeli
Arab social workers: Between traditionalism and professional decision-making. Research on Social
Work Practice, 28(8), 964-972. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731516666382

Enosh, G., Nouman, H., & Sharon, O. (2017). Between professionalism and traditional social norms:
Social workers’ parental custody recommendations. British Journal of Social Work, 47(7), 2032—
2048. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcw062

Ezzo, F. R. (2018). Child custody and three case studies of mortality: When child custody litigation
should involve risk assessment. Family Court Review, 56(4), 572-582. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.
12376

Hok I’hasder hitdainiout b’sichsuche mishpati [Family Dispute Resolution Law]. (2014). https://www.
nevo.co.il/law_html/law01/501_151.htm. Accessed 23 June 21.

Fincham, F. D., Grych, J. H., & Osborne, L. N. (1994). Does marital conflict cause child maladjustment?
Directions and challenges for longitudinal research. Journal of Family Psychology, 8(2), 128-140.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.8.2.128

Francia, L., Millear, P., & Sharman, R. (2019). Mothers and fathers’ experiences of high conflict past two
years post separation: A systematic review of the qualitative literature. Journal of Child Custody,
16(2), 170-196. https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2019.1617821

Friedlander, S., & Walters, M. G. (2010). When a child rejects a parent: Tailoring the intervention to
fit the problem. Family Court Review, 48(1), 98-111. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2009.
01291.x

Frisco, M. L., Muller, C., & Frank, K. (2007). Parents’ union dissolution and adolescents’ school perfor-
mance: Comparing methodological approaches. Journal of Marriage and Family, 69(3), 721-741.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2007.00402.x

Gal, T. (2017). An ecological model of child and youth participation. Children and Youth Services
Review, 79, 57-64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2017.05.029

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1016/s0145-2134(00)00140-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12456
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781405165518.wbeosg070.pub2
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/h2sk6
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfcj.12015
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000170
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000170
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2017.1403821
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2017.1403821
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajs4.13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105645
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105645
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731516666382
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcw062
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12376
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12376
https://www.nevo.co.il/law_html/law01/501_151.htm
https://www.nevo.co.il/law_html/law01/501_151.htm
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.8.2.128
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2019.1617821
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2009.01291.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-1617.2009.01291.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2007.00402.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2017.05.029

322 C.Noaetal.

Gerard, J. M., Krishnakumar, A., & Buehler, C. (2006). Marital conflict, parent-child relations, and
youth maladjustment: A longitudinal investigation of spillover effects. Journal of Family Issues,
27(7), 951-975. https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513x05286020

Glaser, B., & Strauss, A. (1967). The discovery of grounded theory. Aldine Publishing Company.

Grych, J. H., & Fincham, F. D. (1990). Marital conflict and children’s adjustment: A cognitive-con-
textual framework. Psychological Bulletin, 108(2), 267-290. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.
108.2.267

Haddad, L., Phillips, K. D., & Bone, J. M. (2016). High-conflict divorce: A review of the literature.
American Journal of Family Law, 29(4), 243.

Hadley, G. (2017). Methodological congruence: combining the strengths of personal construct rep-
ertory grids and grounded theory. In D. Winter, P. Cummins, H. Proctor, & N. Reed (Eds.),
Personal Construct Psychology at 60: Papers from the 21st International Congress (p. 18-31).
Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

Hald, G. M., Strizzi, J. M., Cipri¢, A., & Sander, S. (2020). The divorce conflict scale. Journal of
Divorce & Remarriage, 61(2), 83—104. https://doi.org/10.1037/t75824-000

Halperin-Kaddari, R., Gershtein Fennig, A. & Horowitz, K. (2016). Nashim v’mishpaha b’yisrael
[Women and family in Israel]. https://rackmancenter.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/shnaton-
2016-hairez.pdf. Accessed 23 June 21.

Hashemi, L., & Homayuni, H. (2017). Emotional divorce: Child’s well-being. Journal of Divorce &
Remarriage, 58(8), 631-644. https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2016.1160483

Houston, C., Bala, N., & Saini, M. (2017). Crossover cases of high-conflict families involving child
protection services: Ontario research findings and suggestions for good practices. Family Court
Review, 55(3), 362-374. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12289

Joyce, A. N. (2016). High-conflict divorce: A form of child neglect. Family Court Review, 54(4), 642—
656. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12249

Katz, C., & Glucklich, T. (2020). “Please, help me!”: Children’s perceptions of parental dispute as
shared in forensic interviews following alleged maltreatment. Family Process. https://doi.org/10.
1111/famp.12557

Katz, C., Glucklich, T., Piller, S., & Matty, D. E. (2019). Between chaos and danger: Spotlighting
social workers’ views in cases of child maltreatment accusations in the context of high-intensity
parental disputes. Children and Youth Services Review, 107, 104497. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
childyouth.2019.104497

Katz, L. F., & Gottman, J. M. (1991). Marital discord and child outcomes: A social psychophysiologi-
cal approach. In J. Garber & K. A. Dodge (Eds.), The development of emotion regulation and
dysregulation (p. 129-155). Cambridge University Press.

Kerig, P. K. (2001). Children’s coping with interparental conflict. In J. H. Grych & F. D. Fincham
(Eds.), Interparental conflict and child development: Theory, research, and applications (p. 213—
245). Cambridge University Press.

Korkman, J., Pakkanen, T., & Laajasalo, T. (2017). Child forensic interviewing in Finland: Inves-
tigating suspected child abuse at the forensic psychology unit for children and adolescents.
In S. Johansson, K. Stefansen, E. Bakketeig, & A. Kaldal (Eds.), Collaborating against child
abuse (pp. 145—164). Palgrave Macmillan.

Lamela, D., Figueiredo, B., Bastos, A., & Feinberg, M. (2016). Typologies of post-divorce coparent-
ing and parental well-being, parenting quality and children’s psychological adjustment. Child
Psychiatry & Human Development, 47(5), 716-728. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10578-015-0604-5

Lebow, J. L. (2020). The challenges of COVID-19 for divorcing and post-divorce families. Family
Process, 59(3), 967-973. https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12574

Lee, S.J. (2017). A child’s voice vs. a parent’s control: Resolving a tension between the Convention
on the Rights of the Child and US Law. Columbia Law Review, 117, 687-728.

Levkovich, 1., & Eyal, G. (2020). ‘I’m caught in the middle’: Preschool teachers’ perspectives on their
work with divorced parents. International Journal of Early Years Education, 29(2), 184—198.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669760.2020.177904 1

Lincoln, Y. S., & Guba, E. G. (1985). Naturalistic inquiry. Sage.

Maguire-Jack, K., & Negash, T. (2015). Barriers in access to child maltreatment prevention programs
for families involved with child protective services. Journal of Child Custody, 12(2), 152-174.
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2015.1057353

Manning, W. D., Brown, S. L., Payne, K. K., & Wu, H. S. (2014). Healthy marriage initiative spending
and U.S. marriage & divorce rates: A state-level analysis (FP-14-02). National Center for Family

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513x05286020
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.2.267
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.2.267
https://doi.org/10.1037/t75824-000
https://rackmancenter.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/shnaton-2016-hairez.pdf
https://rackmancenter.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/shnaton-2016-hairez.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2016.1160483
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12289
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12249
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12557
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2019.104497
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2019.104497
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10578-015-0604-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/famp.12574
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669760.2020.1779041
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2015.1057353

“It is a matter of life or death”: Spotlighting Children in the... 323

& Marriage Research. http://www.bgsu.edu/content/dam/BGSU/college-of-arts-and-sciences/
NCFMR/documents/FP/FP-14-02_HMIInitiative.pdf. Accessed 23 June 21.

Ministry of Labor, Social Welfare and Social Services [MOLSA]. (2021). Oved sociali I’inyan sidrey din
[Social worker for legal purposes]. https://www.gov.il/he//departments/guides/molsa-social-worker-
for-legal-purposes?chapterIndex=1. Accessed 23 June 21.

Ministry of Labor, Social Welfare and Social Services [MOLSA]. (2014). Ivchoon yeladim bematzavei
sikoon bemashber gerushin letzorech tsimtsum hapgiaa’ bahem [Diagnosing children in a divorce
crisis for minimizing harm]. https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%
D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%
D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%
D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%
D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%DT%A6%D7%95%
D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf.
Accessed 23 June 21.

Morgan, D. L. (1993). Successful focus groups: Advancing the state of the art. Sage.

Morgan, D. L. (1997). Focus groups as qualitative research (2nd edition). Sage.

Moshe, N. (2013). Mivhar netunim al girushim b’israel [A selection of data on divorce in Israel]. https:/
fs.knesset.gov.il/globaldocs/MMM/86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977/2_86be8d55-f77-
e411-80c8-00155d010977_11_8580.pdf. Accessed 23 June 21.

Nouman, H., Enosh, G., & Niselbaum-Atzur, P. (2016). The role of parental communication, child’s
wishes and child’s gender in social workers’ custody recommendations. Children and Youth Ser-
vices Review, 70, 302-308. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.09.034

Patton, M. Q. (2002). Two decades of developments in qualitative inquiry: A personal, experiential per-
spective. Qualitative Social Work, 1(3), 261-283. https://doi.org/10.1177/1473325002001003636

Polak, S., & Saini, M. (2019). The complexity of families involved in high-conflict disputes: A post-
separation ecological transactional framework. Journal of Divorce & Remarriage, 60(2), 117-140.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2018.1488114

Quigley, C., & Cyr, F. (2018). The voice of the child in parenting coordination: Views of children, par-
ents, and parenting coordinators. Journal of Divorce & Remarriage, 59(6), 501-527. https://doi.org/
10.1080/10502556.2017.1403823

Rudzik, A. E. F.,, & Ball, H. L. (2015). Exploring maternal perceptions of infant sleep and feeding method
among mothers in the United Kingdom: A qualitative focus group study. Maternal and Child Health
Journal, 20, 33—-40. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-015-1798-7

Sanders, L., Geffner, R., Bucky, S., Ribner, N., & Patino, A. J. (2015). A qualitative study of child cus-
tody evaluators’ beliefs and opinions. Journal of Child Custody, 12(3—4), 205-230. https://doi.org/
10.1080/15379418.2015.1120476

Sands, A., Thompson, E. J., & Gaysina, D. (2017). Long-term influences of parental divorce on offspring
affective disorders: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of Affective Disorders, 218,
105-114. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2017.04.015

Schaan, V. K., Schulz, A., Schichinger, H., & Vogele, C. (2019). Parental divorce is associated with an
increased risk to develop mental disorders in women. Journal of Affective Disorders, 257, 91-99.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.06.071

Seal, D. W., Bogart, L. M., & Ehrhardt, A. A. (1998). Small group dynamics: The utility of focus group
discussions as a research method. Group Dynamics: Theory, Research, and Practice, 2(4), 253-266.
https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2699.2.4.253

Shumaker, D., & Kelsey, C. (2020). The existential impact of high-conflict divorce on children. Person-
Centered & Experiential Psychotherapies, 19(1), 22-37. https://doi.org/10.1080/14779757.2020.
1717985

Silman Committee. (2014). Ha'vaada [’bhira mediniut ha’misrad b’noseh hotza’a shel yeladim
I’misgaret hutz-baytiot u’noseh hasidrey rayiah [Report examining the ministry’s policy on out-
of-home placement of children and the issue of visitation rights]. https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/
generalpage/molsa-senior-forum-45/he/CommunityInfo_SeniorForums_personnel-forums-45-1.pdf.
Accessed 23 June 21.

Smyth, B. M., & Moloney, L. J. (2019). Post-separation parenting disputes and the many faces of high
conflict: Theory and research. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Family Therapy, 40(1),
74-84. https://doi.org/10.1002/anzf.1346

State Comptroller and Ombudsman of Israel. (2019). Tipul ha’medina b’mishpahot b’halichi girushin
v’pirud [The state’s handling of divorce and separation proceedings]. https://www.mevaker.gov.il/

@ Springer


http://www.bgsu.edu/content/dam/BGSU/college-of-arts-and-sciences/NCFMR/documents/FP/FP-14-02_HMIInitiative.pdf
http://www.bgsu.edu/content/dam/BGSU/college-of-arts-and-sciences/NCFMR/documents/FP/FP-14-02_HMIInitiative.pdf
https://www.gov.il/he//departments/guides/molsa-social-worker-for-legal-purposes?chapterIndex=1
https://www.gov.il/he//departments/guides/molsa-social-worker-for-legal-purposes?chapterIndex=1
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://shared-parenting.co.il/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/%D7%90%D7%91%D7%97%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%99%D7%9C%D7%93%D7%99%D7%9D-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%91%D7%99-%D7%A1%D7%99%D7%9B%D7%95%D7%9F-%D7%91%D7%9E%D7%A9%D7%91%D7%A8-%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%95%D7%A9%D7%99%D7%9F-%D7%9C%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%9A-%D7%A6%D7%9E%D7%A6%D7%95%D7%9D-%D7%94%D7%A4%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A2%D7%94-%D7%91%D7%94%D7%9D.pdf
https://fs.knesset.gov.il/globaldocs/MMM/86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977/2_86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977_11_8580.pdf
https://fs.knesset.gov.il/globaldocs/MMM/86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977/2_86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977_11_8580.pdf
https://fs.knesset.gov.il/globaldocs/MMM/86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977/2_86be8d55-f7f7-e411-80c8-00155d010977_11_8580.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.09.034
https://doi.org/10.1177/1473325002001003636
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2018.1488114
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2017.1403823
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2017.1403823
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-015-1798-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2015.1120476
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2015.1120476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2017.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2019.06.071
https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2699.2.4.253
https://doi.org/10.1080/14779757.2020.1717985
https://doi.org/10.1080/14779757.2020.1717985
https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/generalpage/molsa-senior-forum-45/he/CommunityInfo_SeniorForums_personnel-forums-45-1.pdf
https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/generalpage/molsa-senior-forum-45/he/CommunityInfo_SeniorForums_personnel-forums-45-1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/anzf.1346
https://www.mevaker.gov.il/sites/DigitalLibrary/Pages/Reports/1427-25.aspx?AspxAutoDetectCookieSupport=1

324 C.Noaetal.

sites/DigitalLibrary/Pages/Reports/1427-25.aspx?AspxAutoDetectCookieSupport=1. Accessed 23
June 21.

Sudland, C. (2019). Challenges and dilemmas working with high-conflict families in child protection
casework. Child & Family Social Work, 25(2), 248-255. https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12680

Turoy-Smith, K. M., Brubacher, S. P., Earhart, B., & Powell, M. B. (2018a). Eliciting children’s recall
regarding home life and relationships. Journal of Child Custody, 15(4), 349-368. https://doi.org/10.
1080/15379418.2018.1530629

Turoy-Smith, K. M., Powell, M. B., & Brubacher, S. P. (2018b). Professionals’ views about child inter-
views for family law assessments. Family Court Review, 56(4), 607-622. https://doi.org/10.1111/
fere. 12379

United Nations Human Rights Office of the High Commissioner. (1989). Convention on the rights of the
child. https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Professionallnterest. Accessed 23 June 21.

van der Wal, R. C., Finkenauer, C., & Visser, M. M. (2019). Reconciling mixed findings on children’s
adjustment following high-conflict divorce. Journal of Child and Family Studies, 28(2), 468—478.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-018-1277-z

van Eldik, W. M., de Haan, A. D., Parry, L. Q., Davies, P. T., Luijk, M. P. C. M., Arends, L. R., & Prinzie,
P. (2020). The interparental relationship: Meta-analytic associations with children’s maladjustment
and responses to interparental conflict. Psychological Bulletin, 146(7), 553-594. https://doi.org/10.
1037/bul0000233

van Lawick, J., & Visser, M. (2015). No kids in the middle: Dialogical and creative work with parents
and children in the context of high conflict divorces. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Family
Therapy, 36(1), 33-50. https://doi.org/10.1002/anzf.1091

Wang, C. T. L. (2017). Global culture and the changing family: World society, local context, and cross-
national trends in divorce and child marriage. [Graduate thesis]. University of California.

Yasenik, L., Graham, J., & Fieldstone, L. (2020). Child voice in parenting coordination: Toward a model
of inclusion. Family Court Review, 58(3), 760-773. https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12511

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published
maps and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


https://www.mevaker.gov.il/sites/DigitalLibrary/Pages/Reports/1427-25.aspx?AspxAutoDetectCookieSupport=1
https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12680
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2018.1530629
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2018.1530629
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12379
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12379
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-018-1277-z
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000233
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000233
https://doi.org/10.1002/anzf.1091
https://doi.org/10.1111/fcre.12511

	“It is a matter of life or death”: Spotlighting Children in the Context of HIPD as Perceived by Frontline Practitioners
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Children and High-Intensity Parental Disputes
	The Israeli Context
	Practitioner Perceptions of Children in the Context of HIPD
	The Current Study

	Method
	Sample
	Instruments and Procedure
	Data Analysis
	Trustworthiness

	Results
	“It is a matter of life or death”: Practitioners Experiences of Children During Their Prolonged Exposure to HIPD
	“It is abuse! Isn’t it?”: Practitioners’ Reflections of the Risks Children Face During HIPD
	“Maybe I will make it all worse for them”: Practitioners’ Struggle to Intervene Without Inadvertently Harming the Children

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Recommendations
	Policy: Children’s Rights as Top Priority in the Context of HIPD
	Education
	Research


	References




