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U. J. GENDER SOC. POL’Y & L. 623 (2012).

Sacha M. Coupet, “Ain’t I a Parent?”: The Exclusion of Kinship
Caregivers from the Debate over Expansions of Parenthood, 34
N.Y.U. REV. L. & SOC. CHANGE 595 (2010).

Peter P. Gelzinis, Comment, Constitutional Law—Constitutional
Rights of Parents Do Not Require Showing of Unfitness in Third
Party Cases—Kulstad v. Maniaci, 220 P.2d 595 (Mont. 2009), 44
SUFFOLK U. L. REV. 785 (2011) (Montana).

Melanie B. Jacobs, More Parents, More Money: Reflections on the
Financial Implications of Multiple Parentage, 16 CARDOZO J.L. &
GENDER 217 (2010).

Ronald H. Kauffman, Bleeding Grandparent Visitation Rights, 86
FLA. B.J. 42 (Oct. 2012) (Florida).



\\jciprod01\productn\M\MAT\25-2\MAT208.txt unknown Seq: 24  8-APR-13 11:37

556 Journal of the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers

William Link, Note, Looking for the Best Interests of the Child in
Custody Disputes Between a Natural Parent and a Third Party in
Michigan,   88 U. DET. MERCY L. REV. 335 (2010) (Michigan).

Susan L. Pollet, Still a Patchwork Quilt: A Nationwide Survey of
State Laws Regarding Stepparent Rights and Obligations, 48 FAM.
CT. REV. 528 (2010).

D’Arcy L. Reinhard, Note, Recognition of Non-Biological, Non-
Adoptive Parents in Arkansas, Florida, Mississippi, and Utah: A
De Facto Parent Doctrine to Protect the Best Interests of the
Child, 13 J. GENDER RACE & JUST. 441 (2010).

Victor-Hugo Schulze, II, The Enforceability of Grandparent Visi-
tation Orders, 20 NEV. LAW. 6 (June 2012).

Leah C. Schwartz, Note, Family Law—Blood as Best Interests:
The Wyoming Supreme Court Expands Associational Rights and
the Preference for Kinship Placement; In Re JW, 226 P.3d 873
(Wyo. 2010), 11 WYO. L. REV. 549 (2011) (Wyoming).

P. Mars Scott, Not the Cleavers Anymore: Third-Party Parental
Interests in Minor Children and the Evolving American Family,
73 MONT. L. REV. 97 (2012) (Montana).

Sarah Beth Solomon, Note, Bethany v. Jones and the Visitation
Rights of a Nonbiological Parent, 65 ARK. L. REV. 697 (2012)
(Arkansas).

Lauren Valastro, Comment, Training Wheels Needed: Balancing
the Parental Presumption, the Best Interest Standard, and the
Need to Protect Children, 44 TEX. TECH L. REV. 503 (2012).

Child Support

Douglas W. Allen & Margaret F. Brinig, Child Support Guide-
lines: The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly, 45 FAM. L.Q. 135 (2011)
(observing that both the Canadian system and the percentage of
obligor income system of child support create incentives toward
divorce).

Douglas W. Allen & Margaret F. Brinig, Child Support Guide-
lines and Divorce Incentives, 32 INT’L REV. L. & ECON. 309 (Sep.
2012) (presenting empirical evidence that when child support
guidelines are based on the percent of obligor income, instead of
income shares (the relative income of the parents), child support



\\jciprod01\productn\M\MAT\25-2\MAT208.txt unknown Seq: 25  8-APR-13 11:37

Vol. 25, 2013 Annotated Bibliography 557

can make a difference in high income divorces and the custodial
parent may have an incentive to divorce to effectuate a transfer
of wealth).

June Carbone & Naomi Cahn, Marriage, Parentage, and Child
Support, 45 FAM. L.Q. 219 (2011) (evaluating estoppel, intended
parentage, the marital presumption, and possibilities of multiple
parentage as bases for child support).

Lori W. Nelson, High-Income Child Support, 45 FAM. L.Q. 191
(2011) (providing a survey of state laws and evaluating high in-
come ranges where judges depart from standard guidelines).
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