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RUNNING HEAD: Parental Alienation Syndrome

1. Source:  Baker, A. J. L. (2007). Knowledge and attitudes about the parental alienation syndrome: A survey of custody evaluators.  The American Journal of Family Therapy, 35, 1-19.

2. Problem:  This journal article explores the lack of consensus among professional custody evaluators and Parental Alienation Syndrome (PAS).  Baker (2007) seeks to answer three questions: (1) to what extent do custody evaluators endorse the concept of PAS; (2) how, if at all, do custody evaluators assess PAS and aspects of it; and (3) what factors were associated with the proportion of cases that evaluators concluded PAS has occurred.
3. Hypothesis:  If a professional custody evaluator is assessing “The best interest of the child,” then they will have some knowledge and understanding of PAS.
4. Research Design:  Amy Baker (2007) conducted a survey study consisting of 112 open- and close-ended questions.  The questions were formed surrounding issues related to child custody and divorce cases. 
5. Time Frame:  The survey study of Baker (2007) was conducted in the Winter of 2005-2006 and published in 2007.   This was a sample collected at one time.  It was not a longitudinal study. 
6. Operational Definitions:  This journal article utilized a survey study.  No operational definitions were identified in this survey study however Baker did provide the definition for Parental Alienation Syndrome – a definition that had been provided on previous occasions. 
7. Sample:  Amy Baker (2007) mailed all members of the Professional Academy of Custody Evaluators (PACE) her survey study.  PACE members are licensed by a state board of examiners; have a doctoral or master’s degree in mental health; have a specified number of years of custody evaluation experience; and have a specified number of endorsement letters.  There are 158 members of PACE in 26 states (Baker, 2007).  18 surveys were eliminated, 34 surveys were not returned, leaving 104 usable surveys for the study.  
8. Findings:  Amy Baker (2007) found a general agreement among the respondents regarding their familiarity, belief, and importance of PAS.  However, there was no consensus as to whether PAS should be included in the next edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM).  Additionally, there was a lack of consensus regarding whether PAS meets Frye and Daubert standards.  Further, Baker (2007) found that despite the endorsement of the concept many evaluators reported assessing PAS only sometimes, rarely, or never.  When PAS was assessed respondents reported using a range of tools.  It appears that there is no clear set of rules or protocol for assessing PAS.  
9. Conclusion:  These findings can contribute to resolution of the ongoing debate regarding the validity of PAS (Baker, 2007).  However, because there was a lack of consensus regarding Frye and Daubert standards, more information needs to be made available to these evaluators and future research needs to specifically address the issue of PAS in Frye and Daubert standards.  Baker (2007) believes that expertise and prospective construct validation research is needed in addition to a universal assessment of PAS.
10. Ethical Questions:  This was a survey study that involved the identification of 158 professional custody evaluators.  Because the survey was self-report and not coded there was no confidentiality provided to the respondents.  For this reason the respondents could have over- or under-reported their experiences.  No other ethical issues are apparent in this study.
