[image: image1.png]



March 2000
[image: image3.jpg]IMPACT -

Tatorn stion Mleaivan for Parerts Pgainst Cront Tt




The Sneak Attack
Against Families

In any career field, there are good people and bad people; law, medicine, sales or counseling. When we get hurt by a bad practitioner, we actually help him if we keep the hurt to ourselves instead of broadcasting it. We leave others in jeopardy to the predators. And fear of being charged with slander is no excuse, because the legal defense against that is simply truth.

The bad people on the counseling scene are the "therapists" who see your daughter's vulnerability (depression, anxiety, etc.) and that she can afford their time.

When they manufacture a diagnosis of childhood abuse, they do not ask parents for corroboration, ostensibly to protect her right to privacy. The real reason is that they do not want you even to know that she has come for counseling. Instead, they instruct her not to tell you anything lest you interfere with her treatment (and their income).
They attack you by making her believe horrendous things about you. Dad raped her and mother watched or helped him. Your other children were also abused and it is her duty to alert them and get them into treatment with her counselor. It is her duty to confront you in person, by letter, telephone or video​tape, and unless you confess and enter therapy also, to disas​sociate permanently from your "poisonous" influence.
To accomplish these ends, the bad practitioners of the therapy trade use hypnosis, age regression, the social pressure of group therapy and, with the connivance of a like-minded psychiatrist, sodium amytal, all of which methods are likely to produce false memories according to the national professional associations for medicine and psychotherapy. And the bad practitioners know it.
If they cared for your daughter, they would not tell her that she had to get worse before she got better and then watch her condition deteriorate year after year or until she can no longer pay.  If they cared, they would not operate without a state license and adequate training nor would they allow anyone else to do so. They know that you have no way to intervene on her behalf and they are careful to keep it that way.

Your recourse? Reveal their secret. Only when enough people are angry enough will there be sufficient public pressure to stop the rape of women's minds and the desolation of their parents.
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Tell the World!

Last month I was invited to speak to about twenty retired gentlemen at a meeting of their morning coffee club. When 1 had finished describing the loss of our oldest daughter to FMS and the laws and politics surrounding this travesty, they sat is shocked amazement. Only two had ever heard of FMS. No one said "Dave, you dirty devil, how could you have done such a thing?"

If my daughter's "therapist" had spoken to the group instead and "accidentally" dropped my name. The result might have been different. This clearly illustrates the principle that the person who speaks first, to anyone, is believed. The one who has to deny an accusation is at a clear disadvantage. No one believes him when he says "I didn't do it." That's what he's expected to say.
Fortunately for us, the lunatic fringe of the counseling fraternity does not make a habit of broadcasting their message to one and all. Instead they usually share their dirty little lies only with our children and each other. This means that we parents have the opportunity to speak first and thus inform the whole public of the crime committed against our families and the danger to theirs. If we fail to do so, we don't deserve much better than we got.
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RMT Catch Phrases

Recovered memory "therapists" often employ carefully prepared phrases against parents. These are purposefully crafted so as to be very difficult to answer.

One such is "You're in denial." This is supposed to mean "You know very well you abused your children. You just won't admit it."
One useful response might be "If you're talking about a recovered memory, you ought to know that the American Medical Association, the American Psychiatric Association and the American Psychological Association have all stated in writing that recovered memories are unreliable. Now if you have any real evidence, show me!"
[image: image6.png]



We once were a family united,
who in holiday gatherings delighted. 
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Then entered a monster 
referred to as 'counselor' 
who got dad falsely indicted. (Carole Ann)
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The View From Here
What's going on with the psych crowd?
By CARL STROCK
As I read the angry mail that I have been receiving lately, the question occurs to me whether psychologists taken all around are nuts. I think it's a fair question, even if I am unfortunately not qualified to answer it.

In the first place, it's clear they can't read accurately, and I think that might be symptomatic (one of their favorite words) of some inner disturbance.
This newspaper recently printed a letter from the chairman of the Psychology Department at a respected hospital, for example, accusing me of "dismissing the role of therapy in helping patients, spouses, and family members cope with strokes, multiple sclerosis, brain injuries or Alzheimer's disease," even though I have never written a word touching on those matters and know nothing about them.
Another letter, from a friend of the psychology industry, accused me of "calling into question the existence of abuse," though I have done no such thing.
Another, signed by a pair of rape-crisis counselors, alleged that statistics I used regarding the prevalence of child rape were "dramatically misrepresented," even though I got them from the very book that they then went on to recommend to me as "well accepted," that is, the militantly anti-male "Trauma and Recovery," by Judith Herman (with its fictitious case vignettes).
That's the same book, recommended to me more than once, that declares child rape to be endemic in our society and quotes favorably the assertion that rape is "nothing more or less than a conscious process of intimidation by which all men keep all women in a state of fear." (All men, buster, and all women.)
This is really what makes me wonder about the sanity of the psychology crowd, more than their inability to read accurately - the conviction that the men of America are incorrigible rapists and especially that the fathers and uncles of America routinely rape their infant daughters and nieces.
"But they do," one earnest social worker insisted in a letter of her own, a letter in which she made bold to diagnose me as being in "deeply entrenched denial," though I can testify that she has never had me on the couch.
Sure, other partisans, like the above-mentioned counselors, waffle on the subject and say they're talking not just about forcible intercourse but also about other "behaviors" (another favorite word of theirs) involving sexual gratification, but that is a feeble dodge.
In their books and lectures they tell horrific stories about no-doubt real cases of child molestation and then effortlessly slide into the suggestion that such horrors are commonplace, as my earnest social worker friend indeed insists.
This prurient preoccupation of theirs with young girls being forced into sex acts by brutish fathers really makes me wonder if they might not benefit from a good, bracing, cold shower. It certainly can't be healthy to be running around with such a fevered obsession.
The astute reader will notice I do not deny that sexual abuse of children does occur and that it's an abomination, l just doubt that's it's an epidemic, as these folks maintain.
I mean, sex between parent and child is universally tabooed, from the most remote New Guinea valley to the most sophisticated modern culture, including of course our own. The primate researcher Jane Goodall observed that even chimpanzees shun mating between parent and child, so deep-seated is the revulsion.
That the violation of so profound a taboo should be commonplace (and hidden) in a diverse society of 274 million people which fiercely recognizes the taboo, seems to me implausible on the face of it. And not just implausible, but preposterous.
So I wonder: Do the people who believe it and who encourage troubled people to delve deep into their unconscious for hidden memories of such outrages, do they have some "psychological issues" of their own, as they put it?
I am not in a position to say, but I do believe the question merits investigation.

I agree!

David P. Hunter
2511 Bedford Drive 
Champaign, IL 61820 
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