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BUILDING BRIDGES

Jur speaker today 13 the honorable
Eyic andell. He is the judges of ﬁhe Z15th
Family District Court here in Harris County,
Texas. Judge Andell is very well bknown, and is
respected in this area. ITtwe met him several
times. I've met him 1v the couritroom. I've
met him in politics, anc we've done the
television circults befors. Most recently, he
ang I did the legal argumerni=s and presentations
on & teles ion show where Bathrine Mcbulrs,
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surgery, did & two tint on & local
television shov now Judge Andell
through the Uﬁ*vprs’ty oFf Houston Law School
umnl Asseciaticn. He 1z a very active

He is extremely giving of his time and
v. He's just a good person, and I want

o meet him and welcoms him today, Judoe
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I'm mot going to s d me svery
dav to asked me 1T I was prepared arnd whether
my spesch was resdy o mot, but let's just sav
memcs and ietters and faxes and meesetings.
wherseupon, she kept asbking me, "Do vou kEnow
what vour qQoing to say, and what are vouw going
to say?" I kept assuring hesr that, "Don’t
worry, I owlll h 5

e something to say when I get
lv as 1Z2:25 when I showed up
same thing. Bhe asked me, “Weil, what are veou
going te say?™ And I o wasn't sure what I owas
goitg to say sven at ZE:E‘?1 because I had %o
a o]

there.” As recey
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sk Fhyllis one gue
er. Am I making a sgee;hﬁ or s this a
kevnote address?

e's a difference. If it's a
T I have to impart to vou what v
S-S chrnical irnformaticorn. Yowu might
even warnt to take rnotes on, and verify what I'm
s being the truth. IT there i1s encuagh

time, of course a good speaker never leaves

ik

gnough time for guestions, it's a speech. On
the cother hand, if it's 2 keviote address, then

message. She saild,

I have to lsave a3 = "
Ferfecti Here's my messages  Hridogee.
Mow. I may noet get back fto it, but I have to
leave vou & thought. So my thought is
brlugeﬁ. I hope that I can get back to 1t
because the thought of bridges came to me this

morming while I was running. That's when I
thought about what I was going to say to vou.

ﬂ
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v trial cowt judge that
eak Aol that makss &
talk abeout the Izw and any
ilar the issue that vou

vou will Bao
big differsnce ss we
issue, angd in gartic
meet on.

I was in talking to Tom Kennedy who is
a columnist here for the Houston Post., and he

uvwse of the pro-choice issue that
cuple of weeks ago

« frarmkly, as

it 1z the judiciary that
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Branch is rhetoric. The Legisistive Branch
turns the rhetoric into political Fire storm,
but it is the Judiciary ithat braces itself to
interpret and rule on the laws as it is

written.

a3

1
=

i
<

We, the Judiciary, are the onss that
get caught up in Tthe fire storm of protest and
how we're going interpret the law. The law,
therefore, is v icnary. We don't make the
law because that 2 Leglisiative Brawnch. ke
don't bry {to com cther pecple what the law
should bej that’ Exscutive Branch. He
sure hkave to take re of. on & day—to—dayv
basis, how the Btate of Texas is going to tell
vou how to conduct vour iife. That's s very
scary thought: That the State should have
vested interest in how individuals should

conduct themsslves.

s we look &t the trial judges

throughout the country, we ses the storm flags
waving. We see that we ars drawn upon more and
more to micromansge families. Micromanage every
single decision that should or should not be
made by an individual.

inis to me, just as a perscnal note,
cary thought. We don't really belong
cmanagement of family decisions.

aw dosen't give us much cholce: that
the parties can't agree, and litication
way we are going to resclve cur

<

i)

-

. ..<
“i l."

problems, then the Trial Courts must step up
and decide how vouw will conduct yvourselves with
regarg to yvouwr Tamily and to yourself
individually.

o, let's loock at whet I'm looking
at. bLet me sepe what I'm saving as I stand up
here. I¥ Ii'm standing uvup here and looking cut
in the horizon, what's happening in the area of
family law? Whers are we heading? What might

o
.

we expect the next ten vears, and how does
that effect vou? In cther words, what doss
the ' %is ;omk like?

 pae
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and priva cing to De thes dawning.
the awabke it of individuslism.
the right the State not
interferi amilies’' lives? Ii's
a mixed b bag.

Mow, vyou 2ll are going to have, and
lawvers use this term "In hoyrn-book Tashien,®
what the law is. I'm not going to discuss to
vou what the law is because, frankly, we have
s many states represented here, who knows?
Who knows what voewr Trial Court wiil or will
mot do with th ng issuesT But, l=t me

t

tell vou wha
trend is bal
government real
micromanag=sd ba
think we're hea T

heading towards an age of indivi

ing
think the ftremd is. If¥ that
{ he standing that
i1iv deoes not belong on &
i es, then I

test scenarico

will give you
some hint, or perhaps, ue of where Texas
might be heading. I wouldn't say that Texas is
the most progressive state iv the Uniteo

-

Lo
States. If we're not the most progressive, iT
d

that's going on in

we're heading in this direciticn, then this
might give us an idea, shovri of legisiation
changing the directicn, short of the Supreme

Court of the Unlted States changing our
direction. I¥ we just let the pendulum s
where it is swinging row, where would we be

heading?

g

fl

Let me give vou an example. Right now
the hot topic on the bicck iv my Court is a
very interestirng topic, and that's what makes
the law such an interesting profession to oe
iv. it deals with a mother and & father,
husibarnd and wife. The wifTe decided that her
fe

li1fe was not exciting encugh, which 1s fine.
On & couple of evernings a week, she wanted a
ilittle more excitemsnt, She got some
sxcitement, and she got pregrnant. That's now
exciting her live was.

She cams back home. BShe didn't hide
her pregnancy.  He confronted her. She savs,

TaMMY ADAME - SHIRLEY BAKER CAREER INSTITUTE  pPAGE
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“I'm having this child." énd he savs, “is 1
mine¥" Aand she said, "Mo.? He said, "I want it
to be mine.!" &She said,Chav.’

Thaey reconciled their differences.
They decided to ksep this child Mow the law
irn the State of Texas is, it's presumed to be,
it's presumed to be, the child of that
marrTiage. It's an irvebuttable presumption for
most part.

Well, they get a knock cn the door,
and low and behold, it's this male who savs,

"i've come to see my chilgd.® To which the
mother savs. at chi " "The one that we had
together, I am thes b opgical Tather. I wanrt
to see my child.” and then the husband. the
iggal Tather says, "N it's our chilg.® The
bicicgical fath iied suwit to ses this
child.

I s one heck of a great questinﬁ
because 1t ties in te what we'rte talking about
her Y » This is ause of actlgn that was

h T &S Aage. koo wonric
a r101ﬁ”ira1

unhesard of ten to i

T
of sven thought of ii7 ha

ather could interfere with a marriag and
Lt ally ask a Court to: (Al q1ve fhgt DErEon
standing: (B!, sue for paternity,. and have
access to that child.

There's a split in Texas as to what
€

I'm supposed to do. That's how it always
happens, isn't 1t7T One Couwrt of Hppesls savs,

Yéansoliutely not.  You cannot do it.Y Anocther
Court of Appeals savs, ”Q55f1u+exv. The fathe*‘=
the father. That's the way 1if is." It's going
ug to the Texas Supreme Court. I don't have
time to wait for that decision, so 1 have to
make a decision., There's been some brisfings
being dome for me.

But my point iz very clear. I¥f vou're
goeing o locok at the law as just being planted
in concrete, you will never get anywhere. The
law changes as cur attitudes change. frd as
cur thought preocesses think as to what should
be dorme: What i1s in the best interest of the

TAarMMY
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The Familv Code savs that the Court
must crder wvisitation to the other parent. It
save it That is, in divorce vou're entitied

\ it. h is =
to visit with the child. Now, there’s alsc
t amily Code that sayvs vou can't

sue for custody. Nothing. There's absclutelvy

nothing in the Family Dode that savs that.

Ard, there's some i1ittle hooks in there that
got to be Tamiliar with. Number one, a

1ild, age 1Z or cider in Texas, can designate

1tk whomn he or she would like to live. pDNumber

two, the criy test is best interest. Well,

hat is that?

In other wovrds, it's not a lay—-down
vou lay down. It's not a lav-down

==
S5 vou lay down.

There's & burden of proof and 1t must

be brought by fthe person who's preventing that
action to be taken. But in terms of
visitation, when the Court savs, YYou shall
order visitation uniess it is noet in ths best
interest, AND —- conjunctive —— AND it wouwld
sericusly imDair the emofional and physicsal

well-being of the child.

But whose burden is 31t7 Is 1t vour
burden o make that case by saying., "I am going
to seriously and emotionally impair that
child,"” er is 1t the moving party that has to
convinoe the t? I would submit to vou that
I doubt that en can be sustained., 1 don't
think there's ext somewhere that a person
c ivt that burden to prevent anvone from

= i
e e
visiting theilr child,

e
&
ourt’

c
Bur

—

e fear that vou have, khough, and
is that the cases, as

L1
imd out, rest upon twe things: The
ild, and the publlic interest.

Somstimes Douris gcar becoms very
cfficicus ang decide for themselves what they
think the pubklic interest is in such cases.
Wrhen & court doess that, here's what the
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problems are. ikis is what Fhvyllis was
indivectly elliuding to. You can voluntarily
termivnate yvour parents/chiid relationship, or

g rel
i

vou can get it done to yvoul

In some of the caszes that vou will be
given in terms of briefs or otherwise, there
areg casess, few Itrus, where a fransgender

icgn has sued just to see the child., and
& crosgsaction to tevrminaie the
I 1ild relationship. "Neot only don’t I
want vou to see this child, hu+ besides that,
publiic interest demands that vou forever are
precluded from seeing your child.” There is at
ieast one case that did, in fact. terminate the
parent/child relaticonship bec ause of the
geEnder.

hat's the risk
igk taking. And we're ail
the bridge. That's the

I this biclegical father, who had no
rights zccovdino to any law that we know of,
stayed put and didn't want to =2ver see his
child, thern we would never know, would we, what
Fis rights are. We would never know. It is
like is there any sounds in the forest when =
tres falls if no one's there? We just would
mever know, would we, 1f there weren't

pioneers. If there weren't persons willing to
challengs the law to find cut where the law is
oy should be.

What's making the sdoption case so

difficult, and. therefﬂre, the same areas wilth
regard to your rights, visitation, and custody
iz that there's & missing ingredient here that
pecple seem to forget. It's & growing body of
iaw: That's the rights of the children. The

rights of th Rildren. It is that hcoolk that I

= me the law is heading towards
these cases, and the rights of

visit and zee and be witih and
know their Tamzly. Just have a feelinag
that's where we're goling.

I s=se 1t%. I think the Suprems Cowrt
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ve this bicloolical

of Texas is going o gl
} < cess into this married

father the right to =ac
hoeme. And vou talk about havoco? Think about
that? I mean if the Ccourts would of believed

that Fhyllis's scereric was going to Cause
havoc, think about a third party coming in and
tryving to explain whe the uncle is.

It's just as complicated., if not more
complicated. I have a feeling that the Bupreme
Court is going to say, "Yes., that person has
standing. " But someones had to do it. Someone
had to step up to the line. Someone had to
fight this issue cut, and that's what brings me
tc the bridge.

I was ruwming this morning. I was
worried because Fhvlliis was going to ask me 1F
I had thought of something to say. And had she
seen me at Memorial Fark I would eof had to say,

“Noa ™ And then I croessed & bridge. It dawned
crY me. It dawned on me. What is a bridge? A
bridae is a vehicle that enabled me to get from
one spot to ancther spot easier. It just made
1t easier for me to go from one spot to ancther
ocver trouble. There's ftrouble underneath. and
1t just made i1t easier for me. 1 could have
goetten to the other side without a bridge. You
can get to the cother side without a bridge.

But somecne builx that bridge, and 1t
sure made my life & iot easier. So, why are
vou here today? You're here today to build a
bridge. So i1t'll make it a lcot easier for
pecple whe folliow to go from one side to the
other, over those troubled waters.

They can get there. Phyllis got there
without the bridoge., didn't she? She did get
there. You can get there without the bridge.
Eut wouldn'’t it have been nice to have been
able to use a bridge to get from one point te
ancther.

And that's my message to you. Thass
are my thoughts to vou. I¥ I can fiow ever so
easily into a gquote. I hope I can find it
without breaking the momentum here. I wanted
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te clese with a2 gucte that I think it is very
applicable to buildirmng bridges and taking the
kind of leadership that it takes to fight for
something that you know is right. The person
that said this is scmecne I think we're all
familiar with., Well, vou're all toc voung, I
sheouldn 't say that. John F.o Hennedy.

"Each time,” and 1I'1ll use his
larguage, soc don't take any offense. "Each ftime
& man stands up for an ideal. or acts to
improve the lot of others, or strikes cut
against injustice, he sends forth a tiny ripple
of hope, arnd crossing each cother from a million
gdifferent centers of energy, and daring those
ripples bulld & current that can sweep down the
mightiest walls of cppression and resistance.
Moral courage is a greater commodity than
bravery in battle cr greater intelligence.

Yet. it is the one essential —-— it is the one
essential wvital quality for those who seek to
change a world that vields mest painfully teo
change.”

The bottom line is it takes cowrage to
huild bridges, and I believe you've got that
kind of cowage, and I commend you for it.
Thank you.

FHYLL IS FRYE:
Well, Mr. Anchor, vou were no dead

weight. You're very inspiring, and we
appreciate you being here.
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