Linda Nielsen, Wake Forest University, diffida il Consiglio Nazionale dell’Ordine degli Psicologi per avere
mistificato il suo pensiero e | suoi studi nel documento presentato dal CNOP avverso il DDL 735.

Come noto il CNOP ha prodotto in data 7 febbraio 2019 un parere tecnico sul ddl 735 in materia di
affidamento condiviso. In esso veniva riportato: “ll luogo prevalente di vita del minore, soprattutto in eta
infantile, deve essere uno ed uno solo, unico e privilegiato. L'interferenza dell’ambiente sul regolare
processo di sviluppo del minore & ampiamente dimostrata dalla letteratura scientifica, al punto da
influenzarne la salute. Su questa specifica criticita si segnala la seguente bibliografia: 1) Nielsen, L. (2013).
Shared residential custody: Review of the research. American Journal of Family Law, 27(1), 61-71; 2)
Zartler, U., & Grillenberger, K. (2017). Doubled Homes—Doubled Social Ties? Children's Relationships in
PostDivorce Shared Residence Arrangements. Children & Society, 31(2), 144-156; 3) van der Heijden, F.,
Poortman, A. R., & van der Lippe, T. (2016). Children's postdivorce residence arrangements and parental
experienced time pressure. Journal of Marriage and Family, 78(2), 468-481

La studiosa Linda Nielsen, leader mondiale nel campo dela ricerca empirica e meta analitica in tema di
affidamento dei minori, avvisata dal Presidente dell’European Platform for Joint Custody Vittorio Vezzetti
con cui & da tempo in contatto, reagiva vigorosamente diffidando il CNOP DALL’'USO IMPROPRIO DEI SUOI
STUDI CHE PORTANO INVECE A CONCLUSIONI OPPOSTE A QUELLE RIPORTATE E RICHIEDENDO SCUSE PER
LA MISTIFICAZIONE DEL SUO PENSIERO CHE, COME NOTO A TUTTI GLI STUDIOSI INTERNAZIONALI, E" A
FAVORE DELL’AFFIDO MATERIALMENTE CONDIVISO E ANCHE NELLA FORMA PARITETICA, PERSINO NEI
BAMBINI SOTTO | TRE ANNI.

Di seguito la lettera inviata al CNOP espedita per conoscenza al Dott. Vezzetti e al Sen. Pillon:

“It has come to my attention that my paper (Shared residential custody: Review of research, Am J
Family Law) is being cited as evidence that shared physical custody is not in the best interests of
children under the age of three. First,this particular paper does not make any comments at all about
the outcomes for children in shared physical custody (attached). It is clear that whoever wrote this
statement about my paper did not read the paper. Second, in all of the papers where | have presented
the outcomes for children (see attached), children under the age of three in shared physical custody
have equal to better outcomes than those in sole physical custody.

The person or persons who made these false statements about my paper need to write an_immediate
retraction to the committee. Their retraction should state: "We were completely incorrect in citing
Nielsen's paper as evidence against shared physical custody. She made no such comments in that
paper. In all of Nielsen's reviews of the research, even young children have equal to better
outcomes in shared physical custody than in sole physical custody. We sincerely apologize to Dr.
Nielsen and to the committee for having made this major error. ™

| want this statement sent to me as well, so that | am assured that the correction has been made.
Dr. Linda Nielsen
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