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1. Summary

Top case law on the resident parent's responsibility for contact.

2. Citation

H-B (Contact) [2015] EWCA Civ 389 (22 April 2015)

3. Full Judgement
http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWCA/Civ/2015/389.html 
4. Interpretations
Recent Court of Appeal judgement on an intractable contact dispute
http://www.familylore.co.uk/2015/04/re-h-b-contact-all-will-be-losers.html
5. Extracts
‘It is part of the resident parent’s parental responsibility to do all in her/ his power to persuade her/ his children to develop good relationships with their responsible non-resident parent, because that is in their best interests.’

Paraphrasing Lord Justice (LJ) Vos at para 66: ‘It is part of the mother's parental responsibility to do all in her power to persuade her children to develop good relationships with their father, because that is in their best interests.’
The President of the Family Division, Sir James Mumby, quoted McFarlane LJ in W (Children) [2012] EWCA Civ 999 (24 July 2012):
‘75  As McFarlane LJ observed (para 75), the responsibility of being a parent can be tough, it may be 'a very big ask'. But that is what parenting is all about. There are many things which they ought to do that children may not want to do or even refuse to do: going to the dentist, going to visit some 'boring' elderly relative, going to school, doing homework or sitting an examination, the list is endless. The parent's job, exercising all their parental skills, techniques and stratagems – which may include use of both the carrot and the stick and, in the case of the older child, reason and argument –, is to get the child to do what it does not want to do. That the child's refusal cannot as such be a justification for parental failure is clear: after all, children whose education or health is prejudiced by parental shortcomings may be taken away from their parents and put into public care. 

76  I appreciate that parenting headstrong or strong-willed teenagers can be particularly taxing, sometimes very tough and exceptionally demanding. And in relation to the parenting of teenagers no judge can safely overlook the teaching of Gillick v West Norfolk and Wisbech Area Health Authority and anor [1986] AC 112, in particular the speeches of Lord Fraser of Tullybelton and Lord Scarman. But parental responsibility does not shrivel away, merely because the child is 14 or even 16, nor does the parental obligation to take all reasonable steps to ensure that a child of that age does what it ought to be doing, and does not do what it ought not to be doing. I accept (see Cambra v Jones [2014] EWHC 2264 (Fam), paras 20, 25) that a parent should not resort to brute force in exercising parental responsibility in relation to a fractious teenager. But what one can reasonably demand – not merely as a matter of law but also and much more fundamentally as a matter of natural parental obligation – is that the parent, by argument, persuasion, cajolement, blandishments, inducements, sanctions (for example, 'grounding' or the confiscation of mobile phones, computers or other electronic equipment) or threats falling short of brute force, or by a combination of them, does their level best to ensure compliance. That is what one would expect of a parent whose rebellious teenage child is foolishly refusing to do GCSEs or A-Levels or 'dropping out' into a life of drug-fuelled crime. Why should we expect any less of a parent whose rebellious teenage child is refusing to see her father?’
6. Principal References
W (Children) [2012] EWCA Civ 999 (24 July 2012), especially the postscript added by McFarlane LJ (paras 72-80). 
7. Other

The appellant father was represented by Barrister Sarah Evans.

Disclaimer: Whilst the author strives for accuracy, he cannot be held responsible for errors or omissions.  Check out the information yourself.
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