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This bibliography covers emerging issues in family law that may
become increasingly important in the not too distant future. The
bibliography primarily focuses on articles published in the past
five years, from 2015 to 2020, but reaches back further on several
topics for which the amount of recent literature is limited.
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COVID-19

Impact on Family Law

Gia M. Conti, COVID-19: Key Considerations in Divorce and
Related Support Obligations, FAM. ADVOC., Aug. 1, 2020, at 36
(reviewing how the COVID-19 crisis and resulting uncertainty af-
fects those contemplating divorce or seeking modifications of
child or spousal support).

Joann Feld, Mediation May Be the Best Option for Divorced
Families Dealing with the Impacts of COVID-19, N.Y. ST. B.J.,
June/July 2020, at 34 (recommending mediation as an alternative
to litigation because it can be done while maintaining social dis-
tancing and regardless of court closures).

Aimee Key & Lindsey Obenhaus, COVID-19 and Family Law –
What Every Attorney Needs to Know, 83 TEX. B.J. 310 (2020)
(discussing new issues for family law clients and children, includ-
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ing how shelter-in-place lockdowns affect parenting, how a par-
ent’s potential exposure to COVID-19 affects co-parenting, the
impact of remote learning on parents’ communications and re-
sponsibilities, and the impact of unemployment on child support
obligations).

Clare McMahon, Domestic Relations Practice During the
COVID-19 Pandemic, CBA REC., May/June 2020, at 23 (discuss-
ing how the COVID-19 pandemic has affected office and case
management for family law attorneys).

David P. Monarch & Daniel J. Boehm, COVID-19 Gives Rise to
the Birth of the Remote Voluntary Settlement Conference Pro-
gram, ORANGE CTY. LAW., Aug. 2020, at 36 (describing the re-
mote voluntarily settlement conference program implemented in
Orange County, California, for family law cases).

Tony Pacione & Hope Mercado, “I Need Help, but I’m Not
Ready” – Motivating Clients to Accept Legal Advice in a Time of
Uncertainty, ILL. B.J., Sept. 2020, at 50 (discussing how the
COVID-19 pandemic has affected many people and their fami-
lies, and how the heightened anxiety and uncertainty affect inter-
actions between family law attorneys and their clients).

Christopher Vatsaas & Kendal O’Keefe, Pandemic Family Stress
Equals Pandemic Family Law Stress, BENCH & B. MINN., May/
June 2020, at 33 (describing how the COVID-19 pandemic put
additional stress on families, resulting in an increase in activity in
family law systems, including courts and all forms of alternative
dispute resolution).

Vaccinations and Child Custody

Elizabeth Angeley, Anti-Vaccination: A Growing Epidemic?, 32
J. AM. ACAD. MATRIM. LAW. 271 (2020) (reviewing how parental
disputes about vaccinating children can affect custody decisions).

Rena Seidler & Margaret Ryznar, Recent Developments in Indi-
ana Family Law: October 2016 to September 2017, 51 IND. L.
REV. 1085 (2018) (briefly discussing a notable child custody case
in Indiana about the impact of a vaccination disagreement on
joint legal custody).
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Cryptocurrency and Other Digital Assets

Divorce and Property Division

Julie Colton, Cryptocurrency: The Naturally Hidden Asset, LAW.
J. (Allegheny Cty. B. Ass’n), Oct. 25, 2019, at 14 (explaining the
importance of ensuring that virtual currencies are properly dis-
covered and valued in family law cases).

Bryce Hopson, Bitcoin Battles – Is Your Spouse Hiding Assets via
Cryptocurrency?, 81 TEX. B.J. 936 (2018) (discussing how digital
currencies can complicate the equitable division of assets in a
divorce).

Caline Hou, A Bit-ter Divorce: Using Bitcoin to Hide Marital As-
sets, 16 N.C. J.L. & TECH. ONLINE 74 (2015) (proposing that
Bitcoin should be categorized as a security in order to improve
courts’ ability to properly value divorcing parties’ assets and
make a fair distribution of marital property).

Inheritance and Estate Planning

Michael Austin, Comment, Virtual World, Real Money: Estate
Planning Considerations for the Online Gamer, 9 EST. PLAN. &
COMMUNITY PROP. L.J. 85 (2016) (proposing a set of questions
for estate planners preparing to handle a client’s digital assets)

Gerry W. Beyer, What Estate Planners Need to Know About
Cryptocurrency, EST. PLAN., June 2019, at 24 (reviewing the es-
tate planning and administration issues arising from cryptocur-
rencies and recommending how estate planners can address
virtual currencies).

Naomi Cahn, Postmortem Life On-Line, PROB. & PROP., July/
Aug. 2011, at 36 (describing the growing importance of digital
assets in estate planning).

Naomi Cahn, Probate Law Meets the Digital Age, 67 VAND. L.
REV. 1697 (2014) (suggesting reforms to state and federal laws
affecting estate executors gathering and distributing digital
assets).
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Abigail J. Farmer & Cory Elizabeth Tyszka, Virtual Currency Es-
tate Planning, Bit by Bit, 40 ACTEC L.J. 249 (2014) (identifying
special problems that bitcoins pose in estate planning).

Michael Alan Goldberg, Estate Planning for Cryptocurrency, 106
ILL. B.J. 38 (Feb. 2018) (advising estate planners about special
issues that can arise from the death of a person holding
cryptocurrencies).

Greg Lastowka & Trisha Hall, Living and Dying in a Virtual
World: Estate Planning for Digital Assets, N.J. LAW., Oct. 2013, at
29 (noting the importance of accounting for digital assets in es-
tate planning and administration).

Angela Morris, Next Generation, ABA J., Nov. 2018, at 33 (offer-
ing advice for estate-planning lawyers with clients who have in-
vestments in bitcoin and other digital currencies).

Aubrey K. Noonan, Comment, Bitcoin or Bust: Can One Really
“Trust” One’s Digital Assets?, 7 EST. PLAN. & COMMUNITY

PROP. L.J. 583 (2015) (discussing how the accumulation of digital
wealth will affect estate planning).

Maria Perrone, What Happens When We Die: Estate Planning of
Digital Assets, 21 COMMLAW CONSPECTUS 185 (2012) (arguing
that the increasing importance of digital assets creates a need for
uniform laws to protect interests in such assets).

Emily Stutts, Will Your Digital Music and E-Book Libraries “Die
Hard” with You?: Transferring Digital Music and E-Books upon
Death, 16 SMU SCI. & TECH. L. REV. 371 (2013) (encouraging
consumers to pressure service providers to allow for the free
transfer of digital assets such as music and e-books).

Parker F. Taylor et al., Estate Planning with Cryptocurrency,
PROB. & PROP., July/Aug. 2019, at 22 (advising attorneys about
how to create the best estate plans and properly administer the
estates of clients holding cryptocurrencies).

Sandi S. Varnado, Your Digital Footprint Left Behind at Death:
An Illustration of Technology Leaving the Law Behind, 74 LA. L.
REV. 719 (2014) (noting the need to consider digital assets in es-
tate planning).



282 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

Claudine Wong, Can Bruce Willis Leave His iTunes Account to
His Children?: Inheritability of Digital Media in the Face of EU-
LAs, 29 SANTA CLARA COMPUTER & HIGH TECH. L.J. 703
(2013) (urging individuals to create digital estate plans specifying
what happens to their online accounts at death).

International Child Abduction

Determining the “Habitual Residence” of a Child

Chantal Choi, Note, It Is More than Custody: The Balance Be-
tween Parental Intention and the Child’s Perspective in Hague
Convention Cases, 52 SUFFOLK U. L. REV. 297 (2019) (asserting
that it is vital to have a uniform standard for determining “habit-
ual residence” in cases under the Hague Convention on the Civil
Aspects of International Child Abduction, and arguing that the
Eighth Circuit’s approach, blending consideration of the child’s
acclimatization to a country and the parents’ shared intent about
the child’s place of residence, would best serve the Hague Con-
vention’s objectives).

Joe Digirolamo & Manal Cheema, Monasky v. Taglieri: The (In-
ternational) Case for a “True” Hybrid Approach, 60 VA. J. INT’L
L. ONLINE 1 (2020) (arguing that the Supreme Court should
adopt a “true” hybrid approach to determination of “habitual
residence” of a child under the Hague Convention, which would
mean considering the shared intent or agreement of the parents
about where the child would reside, as well as where the child
had become acclimatized or accustomed to living, with neither
the parental intent nor the child’s acclimatization considerations
being presumptively favored as the more important factor).

Olivia Claire Dobard, Comment, The Supreme Court Addresses
International Child Abduction Under the Hague Convention, 32 J.
AM. ACAD. MATRIM. LAW. 435 (2020) (discussing the Supreme
Court’s decision in Monasky v. Taglieri, 140 S. Ct. 719 (2020),
and providing resources for family law attorneys handling Hague
Convention cases).

Erin Gallagher, Note, A House Is Not (Necessarily) a Home: A
Discussion of the Common Law Approach to Habitual Residence,
NYU J. INT’L L. & POL. 463 (2015) (comparing approaches to
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the determination of a child’s “habitual residence” in the courts
of Canada, the United States, and the United Kingdom).

Caroline Holley, Comment, Habitual Residence: Perspectives
from the United Kingdom, 30 J. AM. ACAD. MATRIM. LAW. 233
(2017) (reviewing standards for determining the “habitual resi-
dence” of children, under the Hague Convention and other laws,
used by the Court of Justice of the European Union and the
United Kingdom’s Supreme Court).

Madison Homan, Case Comment, Treaty Law – Eighth Circuit
Applies “the Child’s Perspective” Standard to Determine Habitual
Residence Under the Hague Convention – Cohen v. Cohen, 858
F.3d 1150 (8th Cir. 2017), 41 SUFFOLK TRANSNAT’L L. REV. 247
(2018) (endorsing the Eighth Circuit’s use of a child-centered ap-
proach to determining habitual residence of a child for Hague
Convention purposes).

William C. Johnston, Case Comment, Family Law – Children
Alienated from Father: Third Circuit Discounts Hague Conven-
tion on Legally Inseparable Caribbean Island – Didon v. Castillo,
838 F.3d 313 (3rd Cir. 2016), 40 SUFFOLK TRANSNAT’L L. REV.
413 (2017) (arguing that, contrary to a Third Circuit ruling, a
child could have two places of “habitual residence” if living on an
island where there are officially two jurisdictions, such as French
Saint Martin and Dutch Sint Maarten, but the border between
them is virtually imperceptible for all practical purposes and the
children’s daily routine transcends the border).

Morgan McDonald, Home Sweet Home? Determining Habitual
Residence Within the Meaning of the Hague Convention, 59 B.C.
L. REV. E-SUPPLEMENT 427 (2018) (discussing the circuit split
over how to determine the “habitual residence” of a child and
arguing that courts should adopt an approach that focuses on ob-
jective, child-centered evidence).

Aimee Weiner, Comment, Home Is Where the Heart Is: Deter-
mining the Standard for Habitual Residence Under the Hague
Convention Based on a Child-Centric Approach, 11 SETON HALL

CIRCUIT REV. 454 (2015) (arguing for the use of a hybrid subjec-
tive and objective reasonableness standard, focused on the
child’s perspective and past experience, for determining the loca-
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tion of a child’s “habitual residence” for Hague Convention
purposes).

Mo Zhang, Habitual Residence v. Domicile: A Challenge Facing
American Conflict of Laws, 70 ME. L. REV. 161 (2018) (consider-
ing how the concept of “habitual residence” under the Hague
Convention compares to the concept of domicile under tradi-
tional American conflict of laws principles).

Effectiveness and Enforcement

Patricia E. Apy, The Case for Reciprocity, N.J. LAW., Oct. 2016,
at 46 (discussing the significance of the International Child Ab-
duction Prevention and Recovery Act for lawyers practicing in
international family law, with a focus on the issue of whether lack
of treaty reciprocity should prevent the assertion of claims for
the return of a child to a country that is not a Hague Convention
signatory).

Robert D. Arenstein, How to Prosecute an International Child
Abduction Case Under the Hague Convention, 30 J. AM. ACAD.
MATRIM. LAW. 1 (2017) (advising family law attorneys handling
Hague Convention cases and emphasizing that effective repre-
sentation of clients in these cases requires attorneys to be pre-
pared to educate judges who are not familiar with the Hague
Convention and its provisions).

Michael Samson, Note, Parental Kidnappings: An Epidemic That
Is Escalating, 23 CARDOZO J.L. & GENDER 309 (2016) (explain-
ing problems that limit the effectiveness of the Hague Conven-
tion and suggesting various ways that enforcement could be
improved).

Mary W. Sheffield & Matthew D. Rowland, International Hague
Network of Judges: Significance in Implementation of the 1980
and 1996 Hague Conventions on the Civil Aspects of International
Child Abduction, 57 FAM. CT. REV. 175 (2019) (describing how
the creation of the International Hague Network of Judges has
helped to educate judges, facilitate communication among judges
at the international level, and improve the effectiveness and en-
forcement of the Hague Convention).
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Andrew A. Zashin et al., The United States as a Refuge State for
Child Abductors: Why the United States, 28 J. AM. ACAD. MA-

TRIM. LAW. 249 (2015) (asserting that the U.S. system for en-
forcement of the Hague Convention is systematically inefficient
and biased against left-behind parents seeking to have children
returned back to other countries).

Exceptions or Defenses

Janelle Aaron, Moreno v. Basilio Pena, 2015 WL 4992005
(S.D.N.Y. Aug. 19, 2015), 29 N.Y. INT’L L. REV. 47 (2016) (re-
viewing a New York federal court case denying an action for re-
turn of a child to the Dominican Republic, based in part on the
ground that the defense of consent or acquiescence had been
established).

Lauren Cleary, Note, Disaggregating the Two Prongs of Article
13(b) of the Hague Convention to Cover Unsafe and Unstable Sit-
uations, 88 FORDHAM L. REV. 2619 (2020) (arguing that Article
13(b) of the Hague Convention establishes two exceptions to the
general requirement that a child must be returned to the place of
habitual residence, with one exception covering situations where
the return would expose the child to a “grave risk” of physical or
psychological harm, and the other exception covering situations
where the child would be placed in an “intolerable situation”
such as going into a zone of war, but courts have improperly con-
flated these two defenses and thereby reduced the protection
that children should receive under Article 13(b)).

Andres R. Cordova, Case Comment, International Law: Honor-
ing the Letter and Spirit of International Treaties – Lozano v.
Montoya Alvarez, 134 S. Ct. 1224 (2014), 27 FLA. J. INT’L L. 441
(2015) (suggesting that, given the Supreme Court’s decision that
bars left-behind parents from relying on equitable tolling in situ-
ations where an abducting parent claims that an abducted child is
“well-settled” in a new place after having lived there for at least
one year and therefore should not be returned to the country
from which the child was abducted, the fact that the abducting
parent concealed the child’s whereabouts is likely to be treated
as an important negative factor weighing against the abducting
parent in determinations of whether the child has become “well-
settled” in the country where the child is living).
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Michael DiMauro, Case Comment, Family Law – Multifactor
Test Applies to Determine Well-Settled Defense Under Hague
Convention on International Child Abduction – Hernandez v.
Pena, 820 F.3d 782 (5th Cir. 2016), 41 SUFFOLK TRANSNAT’L L.
REV. 233 (2018) (reviewing the Fifth Circuit’s ruling that a child’s
immigration status in the United States is not determinative but
is one factor in a multifactor test to determine whether the child
has become “well-settled” in the United States within the mean-
ing of the Hague Convention).

Kevin Eberle, “Settled” Law, S.C. LAW., Nov. 2016, at 22 (dis-
cussing the Fourth Circuit’s treatment of the Hague Convention
defense that enables a court to decline to return a child who has
already become “well-settled” in a new home).

Cassandra Erler, Comment, Far from Now-Settled: The Supreme
Court’s Decision in Lozano v. Montoya Alvarez, 26 AM. U. J.
GENDER SOC. POL’Y & L. 793 (2018) (arguing that parents’ due
process rights are violated by the Supreme Court’s refusal to ap-
ply equitable tolling principles to the Hague Convention provi-
sions that allow a court to find that a child who was abducted
more than one year ago is “well-settled” in the child’s new home
and should not be automatically returned to the country from
which the child was abducted).

Lisa R. Havilland, One Year Isn’t Enough: How the Hague Ab-
duction Convention’s One-Year Limitation Encourages Abduc-
tors to Conceal Their Child’s Whereabouts, 51 FAM. L.Q. 73
(2017) (contending that the Supreme Court was wrong to find
that equitable tolling does not apply under the Hague Conven-
tion, because it encourages abducting parents to conceal the
whereabouts of the child so that one year will pass and the ab-
ducting parent can then rely on the defense that the child is
“well-settled” in the place where the child is living and should
not be automatically returned to the place from which the child
was abducted).

Hannah Loo, Comment, In the Child’s Best Interests: Examining
International Child Abduction, Adoption, and Asylum, 17 CHI. J.
INT’L L. 609 (2017) (arguing that the Hague Convention’s de-
fenses, exceptions, and other standards inadequately provide for
consideration of the child’s best interests and proposing that re-
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forms to address this could include empowering a central author-
ity figure to make a neutral assessment of what is best for the
child in the situation, similar to what is done under the Hague
Adoption Convention and the U.N. High Commissioner on Ref-
ugees Guidelines).

Laura E. Petkovich, Note, Equitable Tolling Denied: Uniform
Standards Breaks Abuser’s Control Within Domestic Violence, 10
MOD. AM. 39 (2017) (asserting that the Supreme Court was right
to find that equitable tolling cannot apply under the Hague Con-
vention, so that if a child has been in the United States for more
than one year, the child may be found to be “well-settled” in the
United States and not subject to automatic return to another
country, even if the parent bringing the Hague Convention ac-
tion claims the one-year limitations period should have been
paused while the parent was pursuing the action).

Kevin Wayne Puckett, Comment, Hague Convention on Interna-
tional Child Abduction: Can Domestic Violence Establish the
Grave Risk Defense Under Article 13, 30 J. AM. ACAD. MATRIM.
LAW. 259 (2017) (contending that the Hague Convention’s de-
fenses offer inadequate aid to domestic violence victims and their
children because so few courts have recognized that domestic vi-
olence is a type of “grave risk” under Article 13(b) of the Con-
vention that would justify a court to decline to return a child).

Krista Schlueck, In re the Matter of D.A., No. 14-CV0586, 2015
WL 2344079 (E.D.N.Y. May 14, 2015), 29 N.Y. INT’L L. REV. 31
(2016) (describing a New York federal case in which the Hague
Convention exception for age and maturity was used success-
fully, with the court finding that the child had sufficiently mature
reasons for wanting to remain in the United States).

Kyle Simpson, Comment, What Constitutes a “Grave Risk of
Harm?”: Lowering the Hague Child Abduction Convention’s Ar-
ticle 13(b) Evidentiary Burden to Protect Domestic Violence Vic-
tims, 24 GEO. MASON L. REV. 841 (2017) (arguing that courts are
applying an overly demanding standard by requiring a parent to
show a “grave risk” of harm, under the Hague Convention’s Ar-
ticle 13(b) defense, to avoid the return of a child to a parent ac-
cused of abusive behavior).
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Christine Sutherland, Case Comment, International Family Law
– The Balancing Act of the Grave Risk of Harm Exception Under
the Hague Convention of Civil Aspects of International Child
Abuse – Ermini v. Vittori, 758 F.3d 153 (2d Cir. 2014), 38 SUF-

FOLK TRANSNAT’L L. REV. 267 (2015) (reviewing the Second Cir-
cuit’s decision that the Hague Convention exception for grave
risks of harm, allowing courts to decline to return a child to an-
other country where doing so would pose a grave risk of physical
or psychological harm to the child, could apply where a child
with autism would be separated from autism treatment).

General Discussions

Nigel V. Lowe & Victoria Stephens, Global Trends in the Opera-
tion of the 1980 Hague Abduction Convention: The 2015 Statistics,
52 FAM. L.Q. 349 (2018) (discussing the statistics on Hague Con-
vention actions released in conjunction with the Seventh Meet-
ing, held in 2017, of the Special Commission on the Hague
Convention on international criminal abduction).

Robert G. Spector, International Abduction of Children: Why the
UCCJEA Is Usually a Better Remedy than the Abduction Con-
vention, 49 FAM. L.Q. 385 (2015) (explaining what family law at-
torneys need to know about the interplay between the 1980
Hague Convention on international child abduction, the Uniform
Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, and the 1996
Hague Convention on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recogni-
tion, Enforcement and Co-operation in Respect of Parental Re-
sponsibility and Measures for the Protection of Children).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, International Family
Law, 49 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 147 (2015) (reporting on new de-
velopments in international family law over the previous year,
including new court decisions in Hague Convention cases).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, International Family
Law, 50 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 141 (2016) (reporting on new de-
velopments in international family law over the previous year,
including new court decisions in Hague Convention cases).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, International Family
Law, 51 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 145 (2017) (reporting on new de-
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velopments in international family law over the previous year,
including new court decisions in Hague Convention cases).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, International Family
Law, 52 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 177 (2018) (reporting on new de-
velopments in international family law over the previous year,
including new court decisions in Hague Convention cases).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, The International Law
Year in Review: Family Law, 53 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 155 (2019)
(reporting on new developments in international family law over
the previous year, including new court decisions in Hague Con-
vention cases).

Robert G. Spector & Melissa A. Kucinski, International Family
Law, 54 YEAR IN REV. (ABA) 175 (2020) (reporting on new de-
velopments in international family law over the previous year,
including new court decisions in Hague Convention cases).

Robert G. Spector, Proceedings Under the Hague Child Abduc-
tion Convention: 2017-2018, 52 FAM. L.Q. 567 (2019) (reviewing
recent cases decided by U.S. courts about the international child
abduction convention and related legislation).

Immigration Issues

Ann Laquer Estin, Protecting Child Welfare in Abduction and
Asylum Proceedings, 41 N.C. J. INT’L L. 793 (2016) (discussing
problems posed by the interaction of multiple bodies of law that
relate to cross-border issues about children, including the immi-
gration laws that govern asylum claims, the Hague Convention
and other laws about international child abductions, and child
welfare laws).

James D. Garbolino, Intersecting Issues Involving Asylum in the
United States and Cases Arising Under the 1980 Hague Conven-
tion on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, 57
FAM. CT. REV. 159 (2019) (considering the issues that can arise
when a parent is a party in a Hague Convention case about inter-
national child abduction and the parent is simultaneously assert-
ing asylum claims in immigration proceedings).

Nicole Su, Comment, The International Custody Battle: Conflict
of Law Between the Hague Abduction Convention and U.S. Asy-



290 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

lum Law, 39 HOUS. J. INT’L L. 433 (2017) (discussing conflicts
that can arise between Hague Convention actions and immigra-
tion proceedings, such as situations in which a child seeks asylum
in order to remain in the United States as a refugee but a parent
is simultaneously seeking to remove the child from the United
States through a Hague Convention claim).

Jurisdiction and Procedures

Timothy L. Arcaro, Think Fast: Post Judgment Considerations in
Hague Child Abduction Cases, 23 SUFFOLK J. TRIAL & APP. AD-

VOC. 237 (2018) (discussing the tension between the goal of
promptly resolving international child abduction cases and the
need for fair post-trial review of decisions and effective post-trial
procedural remedies).

Megha Bhatt, International Child Abduction: Modifying the 1980
Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of Child Abduction and
Proposals for a New United Nations Judicial Body, 20 U.C. DA-

VIS J. JUV. L. & POL’Y 213 (2016) (arguing that a neutral United
Nations body comprised of a group of rotating members from
various nations should hear cases about international child
abductions).

Nicole Clark, Note, Putting the “Remedy” Back in the Interna-
tional Child Abduction Remedies Act - Enforcing Visitation
Rights for the Left Behind Remedies Act - Enforcing Visitation
Rights for the Left Behind Parent, 89 ST. JOHN’S L. REV. 997
(2015) (contending that federal courts have jurisdiction to con-
sider claims for enforcement of visitation rights in cases under
the Hague Convention and the International Child Abduction
Remedies Act).

Sam F. Halabi, The Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction and the Latent Domestic Relations
Exception to Federal Question Jurisdiction, 41 N.C. J. INT’L L.
691 (2016) (describing how federal courts have aggressively as-
serted their jurisdiction over claims seeking the return of a child
to a foreign country, but they have largely refrained from exercis-
ing their jurisdiction over access claims seeking visitation with a
child in the United States, creating a two-track system in which
federal courts jealously guard their authority over the remedy of



Vol. 33, 2020 An Annotated Bibliography 291

return but delegate decisions about access to state courts or the
State Department).

Sarah J. Kniep, Note, What Do Courts Do Now?: The Effects and
Potential Solutions in the Aftermath of Chafin v. Chafin, 133 S.
Ct. 1017 (2013), 93 NEB. L. REV. 750 (2015) (discussing the prob-
lem of how to allow for meaningful appellate review while also
achieving the Hague Convention’s objective of quick judicial res-
olution of international child abduction cases, and proposing a
plan under which a final decision about return of a child, includ-
ing an appellate decision, would be made within six weeks).

Rachel Koehn, Note & Comment, Family Law Frustrations: Ad-
dressing Hague Convention Issues in Federal Courts, 69 BAYLOR

L. REV. 636 (2017) (arguing that federal judges’ lack of familiar-
ity with family law may hinder their handling of Hague Conven-
tion cases and proposing that some family-law-oriented factual
determinations in federal Hague Convention cases be referred to
state court judges).

Keelikolani Lee Ho, Comment, The Need for Concentrated Juris-
diction in Handling Parental Child Abduction Cases in the United
States, 14 SANTA CLARA J. INT’L L. 596 (2016) (explaining that
many countries are “shrinking the bench” for Hague Convention
cases by concentrating the cases on a limited number of special-
ized judges and considering the arguments for and against chang-
ing jurisdiction in the United States to limit the number of judges
handling these cases).

George K. Walker, The Hague Child Abduction Convention and
the International Child Abduction Remedies Act: Comments for
U.S. Practice, 41 N.C. J. INT’L L. 741 (2016) (discussing complica-
tions that arise for federal courts handling international child ab-
duction cases, including complex conflict of laws issues).

Preventing Abductions

Ashley N. Dowd, International Parental Kidnapping: Combatting
Abduction Through Prevention, 8 CREIGHTON INT’L & COMP.
L.J. 136 (2017) (contending that given the difficulty of obtaining
the return of children abducted to foreign countries, U.S. courts
should focus on preventative measures that could reduce the
number of international child abductions, such as by imposing



292 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

strict travel and visitation safeguards in situations where there
are factors that suggest the risk of an abduction is heightened).

Alexandra Galdos, Note, When a Stranger Isn’t the Danger: Inter-
national Child Abduction and the Necessity of Mandatory Pre-
ventative Measures in the European Union, 49 GEO. WASH. INT’L
L. REV. 983 (2017) (asserting that all countries should take a
proactive approach to preventing international child abductions,
as the United Kingdom has done with its system of tipstaff orders
and port alerts that enable law enforcement to take preventative
actions in situations where there is a high risk for abductions to
occur).

Jeanne M. Hannah, Protecting Children from Parental Abduc-
tion, FAM. ADVOC., Spring 2017, at 26 (explaining how family law
attorneys can use the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and
Enforcement Act and the Uniform Child Abduction Prevent Act
to reduce the risks of international child abductions, particularly
abductions by parents who are from countries that are not Hague
Convention signatories).

Mishal Pahrand, Student Note, Not Without My Children: The
Need for Modification of International Child Abduction Laws, 55
FAM. CT. REV. 139 (2017) (arguing that because of limitations on
the Hague Convention’s effectiveness, Congress should enact
stricter exit controls for children whose parents wish to travel
outside of the United States with them, so that international
child abductions become less frequent).

Relations with Other Countries

Breanna Atwood, Comment, Addressing the Problem of Imple-
menting the Hague Abduction Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction Between the U.S. and Mexico, 4
PENN. ST. J.L. & INT’L AFF. 790 (2016) (discussing Mexico’s diffi-
culties with fulfilling its obligations under the Hague Convention
and considering potential solutions such as better educating
judges about Hague Convention return cases, creating Hague
Convention specialized courts, enhancing financial and legal re-
sources for left-behind parents bringing Hague Convention ac-
tions, and strengthening Mexican authorities’ efforts to locate
abducted children).



Vol. 33, 2020 An Annotated Bibliography 293

Tarja Cajudo, Comment, Japan’s Failure to Protect Japanese-
American Children from International Parental Kidnapping in Vi-
olation of the Hague Convention on Child Abduction, 33 AM. U.
INT’L L. REV. 477 (2017) (discussing how Japan’s legal culture
clashes with its obligations under the Hague Convention and rec-
ommending ways that amendments to Japanese laws or interna-
tional pressure could be used to improve Japan’s compliance).

Emily C. Dougherty, International Child Abduction and the
Hague Convention: Inconsistencies Between the United States and
the United Kingdom – A Call for Amendments, 24 WILLAMETTE

J. INT’L L. & DISPUTE RESOL. 297 (2017) (comparing how the
United States and the United Kingdom handle disputes with
countries that have not signed the Hague Convention and ex-
plaining the need for an amendment to the Hague Convention
that would prioritize the child’s welfare in all decision making
and lend guidance for situations involving children taken to non-
signatory countries).

Kristy Horvath & Margaret Ryznar, Protecting the Parent-Child
Relationship, 47 GEO. WASH. INT’L L. REV. 303 (2015) (explain-
ing how Japan, having recently ratified the Hague Convention,
can take steps to ensure proper compliance with its new
obligations).

Yoko Konno, Comment, A Haven for International Child Abduc-
tion: Will the Hague Convention Shape Japanese Family Law?, 46
CAL. W. INT’L L.J. 39 (2015) (explaining how Japan’s legal sys-
tem, which does not recognize the joint custody or visitation
rights of non-custodial parents, cannot adequately implement the
Hague Convention).

Peter J. Messitte, Getting Tough on International Child Abduc-
tion, 58 FAM. CT. REV. 195 (2020) (arguing that the U.S. State
Department’s Bureau of Consular Affairs has not made ade-
quate efforts to sanction countries, such as Brazil, that fail to ful-
fill their responsibilities under the Hague Convention).

Mary Rose Pritchard, Case Summary, Smedley v. Smedley, 772
F.3d 184 (4th Cir. 2014) – The Effect of International Comity on
the Hague Convention, 11 S.C. J. INT’L L. & BUS. 261 (2015) (dis-
cussing a court decision about the extent to which American
courts should respect judicial decrees from foreign courts in



294 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

Hague Convention cases based on the principle of international
comity).

Barbara Stark, Foreign Fathers, Japanese Mothers, and the Hague
Abduction Convention: Spirited Away, 41 N.C. J. INT’L L. 761
(2016) (explaining why the application of the Hague Convention
to Japanese nationals, especially Japanese mothers, is problem-
atic and discussing more generally why it is difficult to harmonize
the family laws of different countries).

Multiple Parents

Haim Abraham, A Family Is What You Make It? Legal Recogni-
tion and Regulation of Multiple Parents, 25 AM. U. J. GENDER

SOC. POL’Y & L. 405 (2017) (examining how legislatures and
courts in California, Canada, and the United Kingdom have dealt
with the issue of multi-parent families).

Naomi Cahn & June Carbone, Custody and Visitation in Families
with Three (or More) Parents, 56 FAM. CT. REV. 399 (2018) (dis-
cussing the problems that arise in trying to recognize multiple
parents of a child and suggesting solutions that assign rights to
parents based on their function with respect to care for the child
rather than inflexibly trying to maintain equal standing for each
of the multiple parents).

Judith Daar, Multi-Party Parenting in Genetics and Law: A View
from Succession, 49 FAM. L.Q. 71 (2015) (exploring how to deal
with estates and inheritance issues in multi-parent families cre-
ated via mitochondrial manipulation technologies).

Jason de Jesus, When It Comes to Parents, Three’s No Longer a
Crowd: California’s Answer to In re M.C., 49 LOY. L.A. L. REV.
779 (2016) (examining California’s legislation enabling courts to
recognize a child as having more than two parents and arguing
that recognition of multiple parents can benefit children in finan-
cial and emotional ways).

Emily B. Gelmann, What About Susan? Three’s Company, Not a
Crowd: The Importance of Allowing Third Party Parent Adop-
tions When Both Legal Parents Consent, 30 WIS. J.L. GENDER &
SOC’Y 57 (2015) (arguing that, given the continuing evolution
and increasing complexity and diversity of family structures,



Vol. 33, 2020 An Annotated Bibliography 295

courts should have authority to recognize three people as legal
parents of a child).

Daniel Green, Note & Comment, Assessing Parental Rights for
Children with Genetic Material from Three Parents, 19 MINN. J.L.
SCI. & TECH. 251 (2018) (arguing that courts should adopt a
bright-line rule that an individual donating mitochondrial DNA
to a child via mitochondrial replacement therapy does not have
parental rights).

Tricia Kazinetz, You Can’t Have One Without the Other: Why the
Legalization of Same Sex Marriage Created a Need for Courts to
Have Discretion in Granting Legal Parentage to More than Two
Individuals, 24 WIDENER L. REV. 179 (2018) (contending that
given the range of new and evolving family structures, states
should follow California’s lead and allow courts to recognize a
child as having more than two parents).

Amy B. Leiser, Note, Parentage Disputes in the Age of Mitochon-
drial Replacement Therapy, 104 GEO. L.J. 413 (2016) (proposing
the use of an intent test for resolving parentage disputes in the
context of mitochondrial replacement therapy).

Myrisha S. Lewis, Biology, Genetics, Nurture, and the Law: The
Expansion of the Legal Definition of Family to Include Three or
More Parents, 16 NEV. L.J. 743 (2016) (introducing “parentage in
praxi,” a new doctrine of parental recognition based on the idea
that one may stand “in the shoes of a parent,” and which would
allow a child to have more than two parents if doing so is in the
child’s best interests).

Stu Marvel, The Evolution of Plural Parentage: Applying Vulner-
ability Theory to Polygamy and Same-Sex Marriage, 64 EMORY

L.J. 2047 (2015) (discussing how the evolution of the concept of
marriage, including the movement toward recognition of the le-
gitimacy of polygamous families, will eventually transform the
traditional two-parent model of caring for children).

Tiffany L. Palmer, How Many Parents? – Multiparent Families
Are Increasingly Recognized by Law and Society, FAM. ADVOC.,
Spring 2018, at 36 (discussing how most states will only recognize
two individuals as a child’s legal parents even though families to-



296 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

day are raising children in diverse and evolving structures that
often involve three or more co-parents).

Colleen M. Quinn, Mom, Mommy & Daddy and Daddy, Dad &
Mommy: Assisted Reproductive Technologies & the Evolving Le-
gal Recognition of Tri-Parenting, 31 J. AM. ACAD. MATRIM.
LAW. 175 (2018) (describing how assisted reproductive technol-
ogy and expanded views about who has a right to marry will inev-
itably soon raise more multi-parent situations, and arguing that
the resulting issues should be approached from a child-centric
approach that focuses on the best interests of the child).

Mallory Ullrich, Student Note, Tri-Parenting on the Rise: Paving
the Way for Tri-Parenting Families to Receive Legal Recognition
Through Preconception Agreements, 71 RUTGERS U. L. REV. 909
(2019) (arguing that New Jersey should allow families with more
than two parents to gain legal recognition by entering into nar-
rowly tailored preconception agreements that express the intent
of all three parties to parent the child).

Multiple Spouses
Cultural and Social Norms

Lisa Fishbayn Joffe, What’s the Harm in Polygamy? Multicultural
Toleration and Women’s Experience of Plural Marriage, 31 J.L. &
RELIGION 336 (2016) (discussing four recent books about polyg-
amy; looking at the representation of polygamy in literature and
popular culture; considering the role of cultural and religious in-
tolerance in opposition to polygamy; assessing the purported
harms of polygamy; considering whether there could be forms of
polygamy that are not oppressive or exploitative; and suggesting
that South Africa’s Recognition of Customary Marriages Act
might be a model for how to give legal recognition to polyga-
mous relationships while empowering women to resist and alter
discriminatory aspects of their marital practices).

Elizabeth S. Scott & Robert E. Scott, From Contract to Status:
Collaboration and the Evolution of Novel Family Relationships,
115 COLUM. L. REV. 293 (2015) (describing the process that non-
traditional family relationships go through in moving toward ac-
ceptance and achieving the legal status of families, which



Vol. 33, 2020 An Annotated Bibliography 297

requires demonstrating that these nontraditional family forms
can function effectively as long-term commitments to mutual
care and interdependence, with polyamorous relationships used
as a primary example of this process).

Decriminalization

Casey E. Faucon, Decriminalizing Polygamy, 2016 UTAH L. REV.
709  (arguing that laws prohibiting polygamy should be struck
down as unconstitutional under a combination of substantive due
process and free speech grounds, which would result in the
decriminalization of informal polygamy even if it did not mean
extending the right to marriage to plural or group relationships).

Maura Irene Strassberg, Can We Still Criminalize Polygamy:
Strict Scrutiny of Polygamy Laws Under State Religious Freedom
Restoration Acts After Hobby Lobby, 2016 U. ILL. L. REV. 1605
(arguing that where state religious freedom laws require the ap-
plication of strict scrutiny to claims about religious freedom to
practice polygamy, states will need to show that they have com-
pelling interests in avoiding harms resulting from polygamy and
that criminalization of polygamy is the least restrictive way to
serve those interests).

Maura I. Strassberg, Scrutinizing Polygamy: Utah’s Brown v.
Buhman and British Columbia’s Reference Re: Section 293, 64
EMORY L.J. 1815 (2015) (arguing that polygamy poses a broad
range of social and personal harms that provide a compelling
state interest for criminalizing polygamy).

Jonathan Turley, The Loadstone Rock: The Role of Harm in the
Criminalization of Plural Unions, 64 EMORY L.J. 1905 (2015)
(exploring the concept of harm as the basis for enactment of
criminal laws, and finding that the criminalization of plural rela-
tionships has been based largely on assumptions about harm
driven by anecdotal evidence, moral opinions, and a focus on the
most extreme forms of polygyny).

McLaurine H. Zentner, Comment, Keeping “I Do” Between
Two: A Post-Obergefell Analysis of Bigamous Marriage and Its
Implications for Louisiana’s Matrimonial Regime, 78 LA. L. REV.
335 (2017) (contending that even though the fundamental right
to marry should not be extended to bigamous relationships, laws



298 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

that criminalize bigamy should be struck down as unconstitu-
tional violations of privacy rights).

Divorce

Michael J. Higdon, Polygamous Marriage, Monogamous Di-
vorce, 67 DUKE L.J. 79 (2017) (arguing that states have a compel-
ling economic interest in limiting marriage to two people because
otherwise a person who never intended to truly have more than
one spouse at any given time could marry a series of people over
time, without ever divorcing any of them or facing a risk of pros-
ecution for bigamy, and take financial advantage of each of the
victims of this sequential form of bigamy).

Estate Planning

Naomi Cahn & Kim Kamin, Adapt Old Strategies to Fit New
Family Arrangements, 47 EST. PLAN. 30 (2020) (discussing the
increasing number of potential complexities in family arrange-
ments, including polyamorous relationships, that should be con-
sidered by estate planners).

Carrie A. Harrington, Bigger Love: Considerations for Poly-
amorous Clients, 46 EST. PLAN. 15 (Nov. 2019) (discussing ways
for estate planners to deal with the challenges of successfully
structuring estate plans for clients with multiple spouse-like
partners).

Family Law Practice

Helen Casale, Does It Take Three to Tango?, N.J. LAW., Dec.
2018, at 22 (advising family law practitioners about issues raised
by multi-parent families, including the need to advise clients
about the importance of entering into written agreements to spell
out relationships and arrangements).

Immigration

Jonathan E. Amgott, Post-Windsor Prospects for Morals Legisla-
tion: The Case of Polygamous Immigrants, 26 STAN. L. & POL’Y
REV. 513 (2015) (predicting that constitutional challenges to the
provisions of immigration law that are unfavorable to



Vol. 33, 2020 An Annotated Bibliography 299

polygamists would probably be unsuccessful, despite the recent
decisions recognizing a right to same-sex marriage).

Marriage Rights

Hadar Aviram & Gwendolyn M. Leachman, The Future of Poly-
amorous Marriage: Lessons from the Marriage Equality Struggle,
38 HARV. J.L. & GENDER 269 (2015) (discussing the effect that
the movement toward legalization of same-sex marriage could
have on a potential similar movement for expanding marriage
rights to polyamorous relationships).

Sonu Bedi, An Illiberal Union, 26 WM. & MARY BILL RTS J. 1081
(2018) (arguing that the Supreme Court decisions recognizing a
right to same-sex marriage may seem to affirm principles of liber-
alism, but they in fact run counter to principles of liberal neutral-
ity by treating marriage as a spiritual status in violation of
separation of church and state, stigmatizing people who choose
not to marry, and promoting monogamy over polygamy and
other alternative forms of relationships).

Amberly N. Beye, Comment, The More, the Marry-er? The Fu-
ture of Polygamous Marriage in the Wake of Obergefell v.
Hodges, 47 SETON HALL L. REV. 197 (2016) (predicting that the
outcome for constitutional claims about polygamous marriage
will depend on the level of scrutiny that courts apply, and even if
the fundamental right to marry applies, laws prohibiting polyga-
mous marriage may nevertheless survive scrutiny because of
state interests in protecting women and children from harms aris-
ing from polygamous marriages).

Ronald C. Den Otter, Three May Not Be a Crowd: The Case for
a Constitutional Right to Plural Marriage, 64 EMORY L.J. 1977
(2015) (assessing the substantive due process and equal protec-
tion arguments for legal recognition of plural marriages and pre-
dicting that marriage may become a concept that allows for
greater diversity of choices and that does a better job of meeting
people’s needs).

Casey E. Faucon, Polygamy After Windsor: What’s Religion Got
to Do with It?, 9 HARV. L. & POL’Y REV. 471 (2015) (contending
that constitutional arguments for legal recognition of plural mar-
riage practices will be more successful if based on substantive



300 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

due process arguments, about equal dignity and intimacy privacy,
rather than freedom of religion).

Jack B. Harrison, On Marriage and Polygamy, 42 OHIO N.U. L.
REV. 89 (2015) (discussing how the Supreme Court’s recognition
of a constitutional right to same-sex marriage may lead to the
eventual legal recognition of polygamous marriages).

John O. Hayward, Plural Marriage: When One Spouse Is Not
Enough, 19 U. PA. J. CONST. L. ONLINE 1 (2017) (discussing how
extension of constitutional rights from same-sex marriage to plu-
ral marriage may threaten the traditional concept of marriage by
destroying the exclusivity of the marital bond).

Olivia Kinnear, Comment, Legal Relationships, Illegal Marriage:
Examining Plural Marriage and a Legal Inconsistency, 28 TUL.
J.L. & SEXUALITY 59 (2019) (explaining why legalization of plu-
ral marriage is the logical next step after recognition of the con-
stitutional right to same-sex marriage).

Jonathan A. Porter, Comment, L’Amour for Four: Polygyny,
Polyamory, and the State’s Compelling Economic Interest in Nor-
mative Monogamy, 64 EMORY L.J. 2093 (2015) (arguing that
states have a compelling interest in prohibiting polyamory be-
cause social science research shows that normative monogamy
has strengthened societies economically by encouraging long-
term investments in relationships and by steering men to direct
their resources away from mate-seeking and toward child-rear-
ing, saving, and other productive investments).

Sarah Rogozen, Prioritizing Diversity and Autonomy in the Po-
lygamy Legalization Debate, 24 UCLA WOMEN’S L.J. 107 (2017)
(contending that a right to polygamous marriage should be rec-
ognized, based on the substantive due process interest in people
having autonomy in making decisions about personal matters).

Renuka Santhanagopalan, Note, Ménage à What? The Funda-
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