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You have heard me say more than once that we should all be free to practice our religion no matter where we are or what we are doing.  When a set of people have a determined set of rights such as those set forth in the United States Constitution and the Bill of Rights, then those rights HAVE to apply to everyone equally.  This means that they have to apply to those that we disagree with as well as those we do agree with.

These days, our religious freedom is constantly being taken away from us in spite of the Constitution and it’s guarantee of freedom OF religion for all citizens.  Many courts are stripping you and I of our right to practice our religion freely and even going so far as to trying to limit what ministers can preach about.  A couple of courts and the Obama administration are attempting to make parts of the Bible hate speech so they can throw our ministers in jail for preaching about those subjects.

But I digress and should get back to the focus of this editorial.  In a disturbing violation of religious freedom, an Anderson Indiana court ruling has used God as the reason to revoke joint custody from a father.


Craig Scarberry of Anderson lost joint custody of his three children this month after Madison County Superior Court 3 Commissioner George C. Pancol issued an order that included court evidence that Scarberry, formerly a Christian, had become agnostic. The order was affirmed by Superior Court 3 Judge Thomas Newman.


Agnosticism is the view that the truth value of certain claims—especially claims about the existence or non-existence of any deity, but also other religious and metaphysical claims—is unknown or unknowable.[1] Agnosticism can be defined in various ways, and is sometimes used to indicate doubt or a skeptical approach to questions. In some senses, agnosticism is a stance about the similarities or differences between belief and knowledge, rather than about any specific claim or belief.

So here is this father who has joint custody of his kids and an ex-wife that pleads to a judge that he should not have joint custody because he does not have the same religious beliefs that she does.  She gets a judge to go along with this ridiculous argument and wins.


How does this affect the rest of us?  This ruling has several implications for us.  Initially you may be cheering saying the courts finally got one right but I do not think so.  I think this ruling will come back to haunt us later.


First of all, what better way to turn someone away from God than to take children away from their father in the name of God?  To tell this father that he can no longer have joint custody of his children because he does not believe in God in the same way that the mother does will turn that father away from God completely.


Secondly, at some later date, you can almost guarantee that this ruling will be used in a case to take children away from a parent who is a God fearing parent trying to raise their children according to God’s principles when the other parent is an atheist and doesn’t even believe that God exists.
Jennifer Drobac, an Indiana University professor specializing in family law, said a parent’s religion has no place in custody decisions.
“Father has a reason to be concerned,” Drobac wrote in an e-mail, suggesting the ruling might 
violate Scarberry’s First Amendment constitutional right to freedom of religion.

“I have read the order and am really concerned about why (Pancol) twice mentioned (Scarberry’s) religious beliefs,” Drobac wrote. “Such discretion would be clearly unconstitutional unless the parent’s religious practices were actually harming or posed a substantial threat of harm to the children.”
The ruling reduced Scarberry’s custody of his elementary-school-age children to alternating weekends plus four hours a week. Scarberry has until Dec. 1 to appeal the ruling.
I agree with Ms. Drobac that the issue of religion should NEVER be an issue in a custody battle.  If this precedent survives an appeal, then all of the forces will come out against those of us that believe that God is our supreme ruler.

The issue of religion should focus upon our personal relationship with Jesus.  While it is our obligation to witness to others and to make sure that they know about Jesus and have the opportunity to accept Jesus as their personal savior, we should not be in the business of shoving it down anyone’s throat or forcing them to practice a religion they do not believe in.  That is what the founders of this country fled from England to avoid

Hopefully, the appeals court will have a little more sensibility when it comes to protecting the rights of EVERYONE’S freedom of religion and restore this fathers joint custody.

Otherwise, God will receive the blame and many people who are affected by this ruling will turn away from God because of it.

And in future cases it will be used against those of us that do believe in God to have that right taken away from us.  America is the land of the FREE, not the land of the inhibited!
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