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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Abstract  The introduction frames the book’s central question: what level 
of care are children morally entitled to from their parents, and what role 
should the state play in securing it? Using the case of Gypsy Rose Blanchard 
as a point of contrast, the chapter distinguishes three caregiving stan-
dards – adequate, good and best – and outlines the book’s central argu-
ment: while children have a right to adequate care (enforceable), and a 
right to good care (non-enforceable), they have no moral right to best 
care. This framework sets the stage for a nuanced account of parental duty, 
children’s rights and the ethical limits of state enforcement.

Keywords  Children’s rights • Parental duty • Caregiving standards • 
Best care • Good care • Adequate care • Moral obligation • State 
intervention • Gypsy Rose Blanchard

In the quiet community of Springfield, Missouri, neighbours viewed 
Gypsy Rose Blanchard as a tragic figure: a chronically ill child bravely fac-
ing numerous debilitating conditions. Confined to a wheelchair, enduring 
feeding tubes, countless medications and invasive surgeries, Gypsy was 
presented by her mother, Dee Dee Blanchard, as a survivor of leukaemia, 
muscular dystrophy, epilepsy and cognitive impairments. Their lives were 
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