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“No they can’t do that can they?”

Children, like all human beings, are subject to their own genetic individuality. It is this individual
genetic diversity that makes the application of standard values and statistics in the assessment of a child
a practice that should be treated with some suspicion. The application of statistics in relation to the
development of a baby is basically an exercise in which the baby is treated as an object. Children are not
prone to rules imposed by an unrealistic reliance on statistical analysis. 
The idea that any child should reach a certain standard of development by a certain age is frankly
something that should be discouraged. It is an avenue of thought more akin to the past than to the
present. Those who follow the rigid standards, in relation to a child’s development, based on statistical
information are themselves trapped in the past. It is interesting that Albert Einstein did not fit the
statistical norm. It is well documented that he did not start to speak until between the ages of 3 to 4.
Under the statistical criteria applied to children in general he would have today been classed as being
developmentally delayed. 
What the application of the average does is try (or compels) to squeeze the individual’s biological
diversities into the uniformity of a predetermined cultural mould. That there is no individuality and
children should be chosen from a long line at the supermarket. That the idea of natural procreation is
flawed because the offspring does not fit into what some, in this case a local authority and their social
workers, have read in their books and manuals on childcare. They have forgo�en to look at the human
diversity of the human race. Built from a combination of genetic and biological features without which
they themselves would not exist. 
It is an adherence to a past that expected individuals to conform to a preconceived strict cultural code of
conduct and development. It was a code that buried individuality under the desire of those in authority
to control all the thoughts and actions of the population that came within their geographic sphere of
control. It was a system of applying dictatorial rule over the people. The problem now is that in certain
aspects of modern life it appears that these oppressive values are returning and being used by some
departments in government to control large sections of the community. 
There always comes a point when what can be called “the human spirit”, as has been seen in the recent
uprisings of the general public in many world states, comes to the fore and opposes the authority trying
to impose any form of draconian control. 
It is the authority that appears to have no understanding of what freedom actually means that will
ultimately fall. It is the political will of those voted into a democratic system to look after freedom that
will eventually be on trial when they neglect their duties in the protection of that freedom. If they
continue to bury their heads in the sand to the plight of the people then the people must eventually
move against them. 
It is this desire by a local authority department to exert control and to bury an individual’s right to a
family life that first brought me into the arena where this fight takes place. It was the local authority
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trying to impose their dictatorial control over a new mother that was directly responsible for my
involvement. 
At first I thought it can’t be this bad! My reaction was the same as many I have experienced since. “No
they can’t do that can they?” As time progressed I was to get a serious wake up call. Yes they can and all
too frequently do. Not only was it bad, it got worse as time went on. 
The arena that the fight takes place is laughingly called “Family Court”. The adherence to any semblance
of family or family values is the last thing you will find In the arena of this system where there are two
sets of rules, the family has to follow one set. Their rules are fixed, rigid and unmovable. The other side
in this field of conflict is the local authority. Their rules are totally different they shouldn’t be but are.
They are allowed to move the goalposts when it looks as if the family will score a victory. They, the local
authority, are allowed to lie and cheat in the knowledge that no one will stop them. They form with a
like-minded group of solicitors, barristers and expert witnesses who will touch forelock and hold out
their large caps to collect the ill-go�en gains being offered. They line up to take their prebooked seats on
the gravy train as it leaves the station. The local authority has no rigidity applied to their method of
operation. The law states that both parties operate under the same rules, however, the local authority
just ignore that and operate as they see fit.

The local authority employed professional experts

The family case I have investigated concerns a mother’s fight against a local authority, they acted to
impose tyrannical control over the proceedings. This has been at the expense of the application of
common sense and empathic understanding. In their rush to control the situation they have used the
aforementioned statistical information to try and enhance their case. 
This has been supported by the constant changing of conditions, withholding of evidential
documentation in violation of the law. The issue of misinformation, or in layman’s terms downright lies,
to others involved in the legal process, including the courts. There was a blind adherence to their rule
book. No rule book ever wri�en can cover all eventualities. The old adage holds true in this situation,
‘The rule book is wri�en for the adherence of fools and the guidance of wise men’. In this case the la�er
seems to be in very short supply when one is dealing with the local authority while the former is all too
obvious. There was a high degree of self interest in that they offered nothing but garbled and incomplete
evidence. This avoided logical argument and sought to influence any verdict and hid their true
intentions from their victim. 
The local authority employed ‘professional experts’ in many disciplines to give results that they try to
convince us to be independent. I use the term professional experts to denote that they are indeed just
that. Experts who earn their money by working in the Family Court system. However, these ‘experts’ are
subject to the instructions of their local authority paymasters and as such cannot be termed independent
in the true sense. The information fed to these experts by the local authority is seriously tainted and
never investigated as to its veracity. When the expert’s income depends on their compliance with their
paymaster’s demands there is no profit for the expert to carry out any deep investigation to find where
the truth resides. The instructions of the local authority enforcers are paramount. 
The expert’s ability to question properly is destroyed by a system designed to discourage honesty. The
local authorities supply these experts with information in a manner that can only have one eventual
outcome. The result the authority requires is controlled by the questions they ask. These questions are
designed and based to give the classic Procrustean Solution.

Procrustean Solution (Procrustes)
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What, you may wonder, does this have to do with a case in the Family Court? It is in the presentation of
their instructions to experts and the resulting evidence to the Court whereby the local authority uses the
Procrustean Solution. 
Firstly who was Procrustes? He was a figure from Greek Mythology a blacksmith and bandit from
A�ica. He would invite travellers to spend the night in one of two iron beds, one short bed and one
longer bed. If the traveller was too big for the short bed Procrustes would chop off the traveller’s legs to
fit the bed, if too short for the longer bed, he would be stretched to fit. The original one size fits all! 
It’s important when faced with a problem to consider it carefully and find a solution that fits it, rather
than forcing it into a predetermined solution, a Procrustean bed. Templates and models of past
situations are useful, but it is they that must fit the empirical circumstances. 
The local authority makes the bed—the solution—fit their needs. However it was not difficult to discover
that the bed of information presented to the Family Court case was badly made. 
It takes craft and skill to make the bed fit the sleeper. It requires one to listen carefully to the scope of the
problems. What are the real problems? One must ask, have we obtained enough information? Have we
supplied the right information? Is the information supplied true? 
Crafting the solution to fit the problem also means exercising informed choices. Deciding what’s really
important and what is fluff? The local authority used more fluff than fact in the hope that no one would
notice. In this case someone did notice! 
One must not try to visualize how to make the solution work until the problem has been thoroughly
understood by those being asked to adjudicate. The adjudicators to do this efficiently and to the best of
their abilities must be supplied with all the available information. In this case the adjudicators were not
supplied with proper and truthful information. In layman’s terms they are lied to. It’s too easy to take up
the approach of Procrustes and adjust the problem to fit the solution as the local authority did when
presenting their information to the Court. I fear that the local authority managers and some in executive
positions approach this daunting issue by emulating the misguided Greek guy. Their answer is to stretch
the problems on the rack until they see it as the perfect fit or they amputate those, as they see it,
inconvenient parts of the problem that do not give them their desired result. If the child and parents
involved suffer they do not care. The social services have the result they want regardless of what the
truth is. 
Worse still, do they know when they are taking those kinds of actions or even worse, are they ashamed
when their Procrustean tendencies are discovered and exposed? 
No they are not. It becomes business as usual with no thought given to the damage done to the
individuals involved, so at many levels within the local authority the evil that is Procrustes and his bed
survive unabated. 
Sometimes the bed fits. But often it doesn’t, and the result of the local authority trying to use their
preconceived distorted elements and presenting them to the Court as the truth is extremely misleading
and very dangerous especially when engaged in a legal action. We are not here dealing with some
inanimate object. Here we are considering the long term care of a young child. In spite of this being a
human tragedy the local authority decides to try and use insidious methods to gain their aims by any
means. Whether these methods present aims more foul than fair. Ultimately, emulating Procrustes often
results in the same fate he suffered. Having made their bed, the local authority will eventually be forced
to recline in it, stretched to fit or sans legs.

“We have loads of people who will adopt her”

The local authority searched around for more ammunition that they could use against this new mother.
This digging finally went to the past, a past that went back to when she was three years old. Can anyone
honestly say that they are the same person as they were all those years ago? In this case the mother
certainly was not because that past went back to a time when she was too young to be responsible for
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what happened to her. What happened to her at that age was pushed to the forefront and basically used
against her. She was asked to explain it to people she had only just met, who had no understanding of
what they were asking or the damage their question could have done. Using the past like this against
anyone deprives the victim, as victim they have become again, of the ability to live in the present. It
causes the suppression of genuine emotions and forces the subject, for that is what this mother is
considered to be, a subject, an object, not a human being. It was an a�empt to shut her off from the
experience of embracing the present. It was a past the mother had fought for years to understand and
learned to cope with. A fight that was successful thanks to a professional psychotherapist who worked
with her to bring her out of the darkness and evil of abuse. The local authority marched in with their
polished jackboots and tried to trample over her efforts. There was no a�empt by the local authority to
look further than the end of their collective noses which in my opinion appear to be stuck where the sun
does not shine. 
Now there is an interesting problem regarding the social services use of the mother’s childhood records
in this case. Some 9 years previous this mother had reported her childhood abuse to the Child Protection
team of the London Metropolitan Police. The police were unable to complete their investigation. The
reason being, social services, albeit a different area, had “lost” all the mother’s childhood records. 
In this case it was the baby involved who threw an unexpected genetic spanner into the works of the
local authority. The authority had early on decided that this baby would be one ripe for adoption. She
would be easy to place; in the words of one social worker to the grandmother “we have loads of people
who will adopt her”. Behind this statement is the true reason of the local authority involvement. It is not
about the protection of the child. It is the rush of the local authority to meet adoption targets. Targets
that they and Government constantly deny exist. 
The baby suffered some setbacks when she was born. Several concerns were indicated even before the
birth. There were indicators in the pre-birth scans that not all was well. The mother was in a position
where she had to decide if she wished to carry the pregnancy to term. It was at this point she showed a
determination that no ma�er what the problems may be she would see her daughter born. She was
offered a late termination or an amniocentesis. The mother rejected both, the amniocentesis because of
the possible danger of a miscarriage. This was a tiny baby whose heart was already beating and she had
a name. This woman was informed that there was a high probability there may be something wrong
with the child she was carrying. Rocker Bo�om Feet, Curved Femurs, Dwarfism and or Downs
Syndrome were voiced. Any and all decisions taken is one that results in a lifelong responsibility. 
The concerns shown in the various prenatal scans appeared at first to be unfounded at birth, at least at
first. Twelve hours later the spectre of the previous fears arose and her new daughter had to be
transferred to the Special Care Baby Unit. The baby could not feed correctly. Eventually the baby was
transferred to another hospital and was diagnosed with gastric reflux. After another period in hospital
she was eventually allowed home. It is what happened in the period between birth and being allowed
home gives more cause for concern. 
One has to look at the situation the mother is placed in. This is a fear that I am sure all expectant mothers
dread to hear. Their new baby is ill. There is no way anyone, and in particular the male fraternity can
know what effect this has on the mother. One could read all the books ever produced on the subject of
pregnancy and never come close to how the mother actually feels. 
There would be an expectation that the maternity unit hospital staff would understand to some degree
at least what the mother was going through. Especially as most of the nurses in the department were
women. Her new baby daughter was ill. The fears that she had harboured during pregnancy flooded
back. 
Did she get understanding from the hospital staff? She did not! What she was met with was outright
conflict, hostility and a total lack of concern for her feelings. She was literally pushed aside and expected
to react as if nothing untoward had happened or was happening to her new baby. That the situation she
and her baby were in was all perfectly normal. The application of any compassion and human
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understanding was missing and the mother was plunged into Post Natal Depression (PND). She was
criticized by hospital staff for looking ‘dishevelled’. She had given birth, her new precious li�le daughter
was ill and what did they expect, a Vogue model! This was not a Hollywood movie it was real life. There
was no make-up artist and hairdresser waiting in the wings. Here was a new mother understandably
very concerned about her baby. She asked for a consultation with a midwife as she did not feel as she
expected she would have. The euphoria she had expected to feel after the birth was not there. The rush
of instant maternal feeling she had anticipated was not there. In its place was confusion. A confusion
caused by all the different information she was ge�ing from the staff and their unsympathetic a�itude. 
Instead of si�ing her down to calmly explain what was happening and why, she was met with raw
hostility from certain members of the nursing staff. This hostility was compounded by staff untrained in
mental health accusing the mother of having a mental health problem. The request she had made
regarding PND was totally ignored and she was threatened with the police arrest if she continued
showing signs of a natural assertive a�itude. Part of the problem was that despite suffering from PND
she managed to be assertive in her a�itude. This was then considered by hospital staff to be aggression.
She was warned that the police would be called. Can anyone imagine the effect of this? This new mother
was being assertive and showing concern for her new daughter who was ill. The a�itude was how dare
she be assertive! 
For nine months a woman carries her baby, she is, during that time, told there may be problems with her
unborn daughter. Would it have been outside the realms of possibility for her to expect some modicum
of understanding and compassion? Instead she was met with conflict and threatened with arrest.

“Presented as no danger to her baby”

It was at this point that the hospital staff decided to call in the local authority social services. There is
now suspicion that social services were informed even before the baby was born. This suspicion is based
on documentation produced by a hospital midwife during the pregnancy. Documentation that the
mother was never informed about. It was only much later that it came to light. It contained information
that was totally wrong and should have been checked by a simple phone call to the mother’s GP. This
decision to call social services was backed by members of the hospital staff who had never met,
examined, talked to, or otherwise had any contact with the mother. It was purely an administrative
decision taken on what can only be described as the opinion of staff untrained to deal with this situation.
It became obvious that a certain degree of personal animosity from some of the staff existed. 
Meetings were held between the hospital and the social services where decisions were made that the
parents were presented with as a fait accompli. There was no consultation process with the parents
where they could give their views. The essence of this is the meetings held by the social services and
hospital staff could in fact be unlawful. Similar circumstances had been challenged previously in the
Appeals Court and had been found to be unlawful and any decision taken at the meeting deemed to be
invalid. (1)(2) 
The outcome of the meetings was an agreement which at first the mother refused to sign. Not because
she did not agree with it, it was simply that it was handwri�en and totally illegible. I have seen a copy of
this handwri�en document and frankly it looks as if an illiterate chicken had walked across the paper. If
what I saw was an indication of the wri�en communication methods accepted within the local authority
then I am of the opinion that those producing the documents need to go back to school. Somewhere
around primary two would be appropriate. The mother simply asked for it to be typed. Part of this
agreement was that the social services demanded that the mother have a Mental Health Assessment
under the Mental Health Act. It has subsequently found that this is a favourite tactic of the social
services. It is designed to confuse and upset the mother even further. No consideration that she had an
ill baby. It should also be noted that this agreement was presented to the parents without the chance to
consult with a legal representative. It was also accompanied with a verbal threat, “sign or you don’t get
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your baby home” A threat that is nothing less than blatant blackmail, which I may add is a criminal
offense and something that must to be looked at in more detail by some other authority. 
The result was the mother had two mental health assessments in twelve hours. The first carried out
when one of the ‘professionals’, a social worker, was not qualified to be there but subsequently allowed
to produce a report. Twelve hours later another assessment was done by properly qualified people. This
second assessment concluded that the mother was “not psychotic, was not suicidal and presented as no
danger to her baby”. It must be noted here that this report was never presented to court by the local
authority. All this carried out while this new mother’s baby daughter lay ill in the next room. The author
was present at the second assessment and during it a nurse was openly hostile to the mother for nothing
other than what can only be described as purely personal reasons. I was later informed that this was one
of the hospital staff to whom the mother had been assertive. It was also the nurse who had said to the
mother, who when observed to handle her daughter very gently, “no need to be so gentle babies are a lot
more robust than you think” This remark should be held in the mind considering events that were to
follow a year later. 
Eventually the mother and daughter were allowed home with social services making the father the
“primary carer”. This designation of the father by social services is important. Later incidents were to
show that they had no real understanding of their actions. At a meeting with social worker in the family
home a few days later the mother tried to negotiate a small change to the agreement she had been forced
to sign. The social worker present only said one sentence “I can see we are in conflict I will have to talk
to my manager”. At this he got up and left. There was no discussion, no a�empt to listen or negotiate. I
was party to this meeting as I have been throughout the case. 
It is also of interest that the official report of the Mental Health Assessment was never given to the
mother or the court. In fact the existence of the document was denied by the local authority legal
department. It took the mother five years to gain a copy via the hospital. As mentioned above the
conclusion of the report was that “the mother was of no danger to her child”.

(1) – (Re L (Care Assessment: Fair Trial) [2002] EWHC 1379 9Fam), [2002]2 FLR730) 
(2) – Holman J (Re. (Care: Challenging Decisions by Local Authority) [2001] 2 FLR 1300)

Failure to thrive

However this was followed by another ten day admission to hospital for the baby when it was suggested
by a health visitor. The subsequent admission was to a different hospital at the mother’s insistence. She
considered it superior in the treatment of children. This second hospital stay was due to feeding
difficulties continuing and the baby lost two ounces in weight. Feeding was taking on average an hour
and half. This was following the regime suggested by the original hospital to feed on demand. During
the ten days her daughter was in hospital the mother visited every day including overnight stays. It
required her to make a journey of eighty four miles each day. It is important to note the father made one
visit over the ten days, a visit lasting twenty five minutes. It should also be noted at this early stage he
had already walked out on the mother leaving her to cope on her own despite he was supposed to be the
primary carer. 
This time there was talk by social services was of ‘failure to thrive’. With a change in feeding pa�ern
from the original feed on demand to a feed every three to four hours. The baby was once again returned
to the family home. The father refused to help to collect his daughter from hospital. It was left to the
mother to arrange transport with a friend as she does not drive. It is also noteworthy to remember that
the father had already moved out of the family home. However, he was ordered by a judge to move back
in to help with the child care. Another very unusual step. A few days after the return home the mother
phoned the police. 
You may ask why the police and the local authority became involved yet again. The father of the baby
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assaulted the mother and for her and the baby’s protection she phoned the police. She did so in the belief
that the police would at least protect her and her daughter. Instead they snatched the baby and handed
her over to the local authority and this small baby was handed to a foster carer. The police did this on
the instructions and with the collusion of the local authority. In addition they lied to the mother when
they took the baby. There were two witnesses to these lies, the author being one of them. During
interview with a witness present the police tried to have the mother make a serious false accusation
against the father. She refused. The police then issued false information to the local authority which they
had to later apologize for on instructions from the IPCC after the mother had made an official complaint.
In addition the police never made any a�empt to carry out a proper investigation into the assault. When
the mother approached the local authority the following day they refused to tell her anything. She had
no idea where her baby was or how she was, she was told nothing. She was literally told to leave the
office. Again I was witness to this. 
The mother was then accused by the local authority of being the cause of her baby girl’s ‘failure to
thrive’. The baby had been placed in foster care with an “experienced nurse”. However, this ‘failure to
thrive’ continued unabated. Eventually, four weeks later the baby was taken to hospital by the foster
carer and had a gastric-nasal feeding tube inserted. Why, because this experienced foster carer was
unable to feed the baby properly. The mother had said all along that the feeding problem was medically
based. This theory was ridiculed and listed as of no consequence by the local authority, family
assessment centre Action for Children also took the same approach. As did Cafcass at a later stage.
Neither of these agencies took the mother’s concerns seriously. The local authority in their desire to
prove they were correct then jumped at the chance of using information from the father. This
information was passed to them the day after the father had been arrested for assaulting the mother.
Were they interested that the father’s information may have been tainted by his arrest and an eight hour
incarceration in a police cell? No, they had no interest in that side of the affair. I also suspect they do not
have the intelligence to look at claims such as this as being spurious. Their interest was simply to prove
their original misguided thoughts as being right. They never asked the mother for her side of the event.
They were not interested in looking at this from both sides. The truth was the last thing they wanted to
know. 
So here they had information in line with their own insidious thoughts. They could use this against the
mother. Whether it was the truth or not was of no interest to them. An assessment was ordered by the
court through this organization Action for Children. Again what happened during this assessment was
the staff involved where totally ignorant of what they were doing. Again there was no compassion or
understanding that the mother was suffering from untreated PND. Assessors with no medical
qualifications tried to pry into the mother’s past. As with the hospital staff they acted in total ignorance
to what damage they may have done. It was only the mother’s tenacity and self-awareness that stopped
them causing irreparable damage. At the end of the assessment they blatantly lied to the mother in front
of a witness. The evidence of these lies surfaced sometime later as the case progressed. 
Numerous tests done on the mother over the following year proved that the information being used
against her had not only been suspect but was untrue. These tests were at the insistence of Cafcass, who
admi�ed the tests were in violation of the mother’s Human Rights but pressed for them anyway. Then
another blow to their insidious accusations against the mother arose. Cafcass is the organization from
which a Guardian is appointed by the court to look after the child’s interests. In theory they are
supposed to be independent but in reality they just do as they are told by the social services. In this case
the Guardian was more interested in humiliating the mother than looking after the baby’s interests.
Within a few weeks of her baby being taken away this Guardian accused the mother of having an affair,
an accusation made without evidence and purely to cause embarrassment and humiliation. The local
authority and the Guardian were now working hand in hand to damn the mother as their primary
objective 
Eventually, 279 days after the mother voiced concern that her daughter’s problems were medical; the
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local authority arranged for the baby to be seen by a genetic specialist who they hoped would confirm
their view of the cause of the baby’s problems. This backfires on them. The baby is diagnosed by genetic
specialists with an incurable genetic condition. The results came back two months after the tests. The
condition is the result of a rare genetic mutation. One of the main misdiagnosis of this condition is
‘failure to thrive’. This was confirmed a full ten months after the mother’s insistence that her daughter’s
problems were medically based. It should also be noted that the mother was not alone in her thoughts. A
week after the mother voicing her thoughts a Consultant Paediatrician had issued a report in which it is
stated it would of advantage to have genetic tests done on this baby. His recommendation was also
ignored by both local authority and the Cafcass Guardian; the Guardian who had been appointed to
look after the child’s interests. Had the mother’s fears been acted on sooner by the local authority and
the Guardian instead of their adherence to their own misguided agenda, the baby may have been saved
from months of unnecessary pain and suffering she had experienced in her so far short life. Later a
consultant paediatrician asked the local authority for information that was required to allow the hospital
set up a programme of care for this small vulnerable baby. It took the hospital three requests over a
period of three months to get this vital information released by the local authority. Proof that the health
and welfare of this small vulnerable baby was of no concern to the local authority. In line with another
later incident where the same lazy, couldn’t care less a�itude of the local authority’s lack of concern
surfaced. 
This incurable condition was missed at first by three hospital paediatric consultants although there were
seven indicators pointing to it, several of those present in the pre-birth scans. Two blood tests were taken
from the baby for chromosome testing, both were lost. A third failed to find the mutated gene. It is also
interesting that the baby had at one point, whilst in foster care, lost function of her left arm. It was, a
social worker, with no medical qualifications, employed by the local authority who made the decision
not to have the baby examined. It was discovered some months later from x-rays that the baby had had a
fractured arm and various compression fractures to the spine. Injuries that can cause a considerable
amount of pain. These injuries had happened whilst the baby was in the care of the local authority and
had been refused medical treatment by the local authority. The local authority although required by law
to inform the parents did not do so. The local authority withheld the information from the mother until
it was finally revealed in a doctor’s report one year later. The fact remains they covered up the
occurrence of fractures and told no one until the doctor’s report was issued. Withholding information
and ignoring the law is something the social service and the local authority do on a regular basis. They
claim if questioned about this would of course be the standard, “we can’t discuss individual cases, in the
interests of the child”. So basically covering up neglect by their staff is now considered to be “in the
interests of the child”. 
Had this injury happened when the baby had been in the mother’s care there is no doubt that she would
have been arrested for child abuse and more than likely jailed. Was anyone within the local authority
held responsible for not having the baby medically examined? Of course not, the system does not
consider or allow this. They are protected from prosecution by the secrecy that is in place to protect the
child! It is plainly obvious that the child was the victim of their neglect. Sorry to have to reiterate this
point, this is all done in the “interests of the child”

Baby abduction by government for profit

Did this new information on the baby’s incurable condition change the mind of the local authority and
return the baby to the mother. No it did not. The local authority racked up and increased the pressure on
the mother and treated her in a way that can only be described as humiliating and criminal in its
application. She was treated as low life and as if she was the scum of the earth. I suspect that they were
in some way transferring their own values of life onto the mother. They saw her as a threat to their warm
and comfortable positions within the system. A threat to their cosy income. They employed a
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psychiatrist who is known for his misogynistic view of the world. For a massive fee he gave a diagnosis
they wished him to give. So he picks that which no one can challenge, the reason being is that it does not
exist in pure medical terms. Ask for a scientific medically proven definition and you will find that none
exists. It is nothing more than an opinion not a medical diagnosis. That is why the authorities love it so
much. It has become the tour de force behind the condemnation of many women who have been caught
in this insidious trade of baby abduction by government for profit. 
The local authority social workers a�ended an Adoption and Permanence Panel meeting and blatantly
lied to the members of the panel. A doctor gave the panel information that was and is medically
indefensible. The doctor obviously knew nothing of the actual cause of this genetic condition. She
blamed the mother for her daughter’s condition despite being told that forensic evidence existed that the
mother was not the cause. It was obvious from reading the minutes of this meeting that the local
authority was out to get their way no ma�er who was ruined. If they had to destroy a family and more
importantly the child’s future then so be it. One of the panel members, an elected council member, was
later informed they had been lied to. They were being asked if this baby should be placed for forced
adoption, that is adoption without the parents’ consent. The panel recommended forced adoption but
when the council elected member was informed they had been lied to she considered it not to be the
panels responsibility to investigate. Therefore the elected representative has by omission become part of
an action to pervert the course of Justice. (3) 
It is interesting that there has to this point been no condemnation of the father or his actions. Everything
seen by the local authority as negative has been directed at the mother because she was doing the
unthinkable in their eyes, fighting back to protect her daughter. One has to remember that it was the
mother reporting an assault on her by the father that resulted in the baby being removed. 
The condition diagnosed can occur in one of three ways, one that the mother carries the mutated gene.
Two the mutation is carried by the father. Three the mutation can occur spontaneously. However, the
mother had been cleared by forensic testing; she is not a carrier of the mutation. The father has never
been tested. So why the doctor picked on the mother to be the carrier points to only one possible
conclusion. She had either been primed by the local authority for she had never examined or even met or
spoken with the mother at any time. Or she was in total ignorance of the possible causes of OI and as
such was giving evidence outside her professional remit. I find it incredible that a qualified medical
professional will give a statement at variance with evidence that confirmed the diagnostic truth of the
situation. One has to remember the doctor’s fee is paid by the local authority. If ever there was a case for
a doctor to be investigated by the General Medical Council this is definitely one of them. Again this
points to the local authority’s determination to blame the mother for this tragedy no ma�er who they
destroy in the process, including the child. Remember we are now dealing with a li�le girl who has an
incurable condition. A li�le girl snatched from her loving and capable mother to fulfil the desires of a
local authority to pander to governmental adoption targets. 
These lies were then submi�ed to court and no one, except the mother, questioned them although they
were obvious and pointed out in the mother’s statement to court, they were totally ignored by all
concerned. Including her own legal team and the judge. Throughout the court system there have been
numerous lies in the statements made by the local authority and other agencies involved. Let me spell it
out here, these cannot be termed in any way whatsoever to be mistakes, these were deliberate downright
lies. The local authority does not expect anyone to pay close a�ention to what they have wri�en. 
After seeing the size of the court bundle I fully understand why they may think this. It is a daunting task
to wade through over 2000 pages of reports running to nine large lever arch files and to cross reference
all the information. However, the mother, undaunted in her pursuit of justice for her daughter did
exactly this. She found the inconstancies in statements submi�ed to court by the local authority and the
‘experts’. Not one of the mother’s solicitors or barristers used this in her defence although they had been
informed of the lies. One report submi�ed to court was five pages longer than the one submi�ed to the
mothers solicitors. They are all supposed to be the same. A document submi�ed to court running to 126
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pages and used as part of an assessment against the mother was withheld by the local authority for over
a year from the mother. Other documentation was only released after it could no longer be used by the
mother as evidence. This is a flagrant breach of the law. As mentioned above the local authority ignores
the law when it suits them. They appear to be immune from prosecution. (3) 
The mother who had over a period of two years and three solicitors and five barristers later finally
managed to get another solicitor who she hopefully expected to be on the her side. Again she was sold
down the river. All the solicitors involved just rolled over and allowed their client to be crucified in
court. Not one offered an effective defence but they all remembered to submit their expenses and fees on
time.

(3) – (2008 EWCA Civ 835 Case No B42008/0706/0854)

The Mafia must be envious

The family court system, operating as it does in secret, or as Government likes to put it, behind closed
doors, is open to the most insidious corruption of power the author has ever come across. We constantly
hear politicians of all parties condemn other countries for their abuse of Human Rights. They are
hypocrites, the abuse of Human Rights of mothers, fathers, children and grandparents is happening on a
daily basis in the United Kingdom right under the politicians combined blue, red and yellow noses. 
The Government knows this is going on and does nothing to stop the abuse. The next time a politician
whines on television, press or radio about a Human Rights Abuse elsewhere or the cost of public
services remember what you have read here. This case, at a rough estimate, will have cost the taxpayer
somewhere of upwards of several hundred thousands when all that was required was a new mother to
be offered some help and support with her ill baby. 
This support may have cost the taxpayer a few thousand pounds at most but certainly nothing in realms
of the above amount. The politicians both national and at local level are to blame for this mess; they gave
unfe�ered power to people who do not have the training, intelligence or the basic humane skills to use it
properly. We all know power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely. The yearly bill for this
overall throughout the UK has been estimated to be in the region of several billions a year and rising.
Most of this money finds its way into the pockets of solicitors, barristers and expert witnesses. It is not in
their interests to expose the system for what it is. A vast out of control gravy train running at top speed
over the lives of those unfortunate enough to be caught in its track. The foster carer gets on average
£400.00 a week, yes a week, to look after this child. If returned to her mother, the mother would get at
most the Disability Living Allowance. This would of course be subject to whatever level of disability was
assessed by the authorities. Here lies one of the problems, the pursuit of profit by those involved in the
local authorities, foster carers and the legal profession. All at the expense of the child. Too many pockets
are being lined with easy but dirty money. This is a system so corrupt and lining the pockets of those
involved that the Mafia must be envious. Although I suspect the Mafia operating standards would be
too high to contemplate such a system that makes war on new babies, children and their parents. They I
feel will have too much respect for “the family” unlike the local authority social service who has no
respect whatsoever for the family. 
The system has been referred to as a national disgrace and has now developed into an international
disgrace. In Europe the Family Court system in the UK is referred to as a corrupt money making
concern. I take it further than this. It is a system supported by corruption on a vast scale run with the full
approval of the British Government. In the last few years this country has gone to war in Iraq,
Afghanistan, Libya and Syria. The excuse for these wars was to rid the world of repressive regimes and
gruel dictators. It has recently come to light that certain social services departments, UK courts and the
UK police have ignored a legal court order from an EU government to return a child that was illegally
removed from her father. This is in violation of several EU treaties and International Law to which the



11/11/2018 Corruption in the United Kingdom Family Court System. – UK Family Court Corrupt Practices

https://ukfamilycourtcorruptpractices.com/38-2/ 11/23

UK Government is signatory. 
The repressive regime operates freely in the United Kingdom with the full approval of the British
Government. It is called the Family Court. On the surface it shows its public face as an organization that
is there to protect children. The daily mantra is “the child comes first” or “in the interest of the child”.
Local authorities constantly hide behind this statement when asked to explain many of their unlawful
actions. It is interesting that there are many similarities between this system and the “The Lebensborn
Programme”. If you are not familiar with this programme look it up in Google, you may be surprised
and shocked by the results you find there. 
In the author’s experience the child caught in the system is of no concern to those administering the
system. The main concern is money, local authority employees trying to hold on to their jobs with their
inflated wages. They use every excuse they can to hide their real activities. Activities that are supported
by the system, supported by corruption within the courts, supported by corrupt politicians and the
various corrupt children’s charities who depend on the system to line their own bank accounts. A once
supposed respected children’s charity actually made false claims in adverts to enhance their chance of
having people donate money. Is this the proper way for a children’s charity to act, to tell lies to play on
the donators emotions? I think not! 
I have listed some of the children failed by the system in “The Lost Souls”. Where was the protection for
them when it was needed? Where was the “concern for the children” in these cases? It was elsewhere,
looking for vulnerable families where the children would be ripe for adoption so that the government
adoption targets could be met and maintained.

‘I go where the money is’

Don’t be misled into thinking that all caught in the system are bad parents, they are not! Yes, some are.
Those are investigated by the police and charged and placed before a criminal court. Those children
should rightly be protected. 
In the cases before Family Court there are no criminal charges placed against the parents. Those before
the Family Courts are not given trial by jury. Verdict is no given beyond reasonable doubt. The verdict is
given by the judge only and then only on probability. Statements presented by the local authority comes
from the dark corners of someone’s sick and twisted mind. There are a great number of children taken
into care for the most outrageous reasons imaginable. With some being more at home in a comedy
sketch than in a court but causing situations too serious to laugh at. 
Is it now government policy to cleanse the population by snatching young babies from their mothers
simply because that mother may have a learning difficulty, or the child has a disability of some sort? Or
the parents are poor? Where will it end? Is it the start of an insidious move to form some manner of
ethnic annihilation where eventually one will have to apply for permission to have and keep a family?
Where one will have to fit into a certain predetermined educational, cultural, religious and political
mould before that permission is granted. Is this the face of Justice in the UK today? Anyone with
children may be dragged before one of these secret (closed) courts. No criminal charges are made against
you but you can be stripped of your identity and your family. You can be imprisoned without trial.
Solely on the word of a social worker with an inflated opinion of their own worth ‘thinks’ may happen
in the future! No actual evidential proof has to be offered. The case is built on lies, supposition,
assumption from social work departments and suspect opinion from ‘expert’ witnesses who ‘I go where
the money is’, or ‘the social services financed my Ferrari’. Yes these were two real comments passed by
the same expert witness, it is pure crystal ball justice. An “expert” one of many who is willing to
prostitute themselves to fill their bank accounts with dirty corrupt cash. 
Justice has been gagged as well as blindfolded; she has been turned around to present her back on the
innocent. The oppressor has control and will continue in their pursuit of their aims to destroy the family
structure in the UK. 
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You will note that throughout this article the author has never mentioned the name of either the mother
or the baby or the local authority involved. That is to protect them from the vicious backlash of the
courts if I had. The mother who could be sent to prison for contempt of court for something she has
never done and had no control over. The procedure in the Family Court is to strip the mother of her
identity, to remove her child from her records. In the majority of cases the Judgment made is never
published. This results in massive corruption on a scale that beggars belief. Some expert witnesses,
solicitors, barristers and medical personnel involved are making millions a year from the system while
the children and parents suffer. 
The Director of Children’s Services of the local authority concerned was approached and given the
information that the child had been subject to neglect whilst in care by a member or members of their
staff. The same information was passed to the elected Council members with responsibility for
overseeing the working of the department. So what did they do about this? Absolutely nothing, they
buried their heads deeper in the sand and hoped that the problem would go away. I really hate to have
to tell them, but the problem will not go away. So much for their concerns that this is all done “in the
interests of the child”! 
They are allowing the staff under their control to ignore the law and the child’s right to proper medical
a�ention whilst in their care. There is no use saying they did not know, it is their responsibility to know
and take action when wrongdoing is found, suspected or they are informed about it. They should have
taken the appropriate action to investigate and report the incident to the police if it was found that
criminal charges were warranted. By doing nothing they have become part of the problem, they have by
their inaction become liable to be included in any criminal investigation or convictions that may follow. 
There has been a systematic misuse of State power by the Police and the Local Authority that has caused
a Deprivation of Freedom of this li�le girl and her mother.

J’accuse

Having now experienced several court appearances I can now say that the Justice system in the Family
Court is well and truly broken. 
I have witnessed a complete and unbelievable turn of events I never thought existed except in a country
where the rule of law was controlled by the elite for their own personal satisfaction. 
Evidence was presented on appeal that proved conclusively that the previous judgment was seriously
flawed. Evidence showing witnesses had commi�ed perjury under oath. Evidence showing a child had
been subject to neglect by members of the local authority. Evidence showed a doctor gave an opinion
that was medically indefensible. Evidence was presented in court that proved the Local Authority had
acted in a manner designed to pervert the course of Justice. Now one would think that with this type of
evidence there would be an outcome in favour of the child being returned to the mother. 
No, the very opposite happened. The judges decided to ignore the evidence. In fact in the summing up it
became very obvious that the judge had in fact never even read the evidence presented. 
On appeal the mother was blamed for not challenging some of the evidence at a previous court hearing.
In blaming the mother for this oversight it showed the evidence presented had never been read. Had it
been it would have been seen that at the previous hearing that the evidence presented could not have
been challenged. The documentation containing the evidence had been withheld by the local authority
until after the previous hearing. The express purpose for doing so was that they knew it would have
been challenged and their case would have fallen apart. By withholding the documentation the local
authority knew it was an unlawful act, an unlawful act knowingly ignored by the judge.(4) Another
accusation by the local authority was the child had been considered to be “at risk of neglect” by the
mother on a particular date, however, at the time when this “neglect” was supposed to have taken place
in the family home the child was in hospital and had been for several days before and after this alleged
“neglect” had taken place. There was also evidence presented that the local authority had commi�ed a



11/11/2018 Corruption in the United Kingdom Family Court System. – UK Family Court Corrupt Practices

https://ukfamilycourtcorruptpractices.com/38-2/ 13/23

criminal offence in relation of a threat to a potential witness, again this was ignored. 
So basically the court and the local authority decided “in the interest of the child” to ignore perjury and
that it was be�er to leave the child in care where it had been previously subject to neglect by the local
authority and that this neglect had been covered up for the best part of a year. 
This is the state of British Justice today. Children being condemned to a life of abuse, neglect and misery
in care rather than the courts and the local authority admi�ing they have made mistakes. 
This system of so called Justice is ro�en at all levels, from the Prime Minister down. The politicians with
the exception of a very few know this abuse is happening but in general politicians refuse to do anything
about it. This makes them compliant with the abuse and as such, in the opinion of the author, guilty of
approving a system that condones neglect and abuse of children. Unfortunately, all too normal with the
revelations of the recent past of the hiding of investigation into paedophilia. 
(4) – (KA v Finland [2003] 1 flr 696; see also K & T (2001) 36 EHRR 225, [2001} 2 FLR 707)

Quis Custodiet Ipos Custodes ?

The case illustrated here has in many ways been decided on the opinion of one man, a psychiatrist. I use
the word opinion, as there is basically no factual medical evidence based on clinical tests that can be
associated with his opinion. Therefore it is nothing more than an opinion devoid of clinical fact, it is not
a diagnosis. 
The result is based on the propaganda of self-interest, in this case money, hence the comment “I go
where the money is” above. The opinion offers only garbled and incomplete evidence of the very loosest
of form. The opinion avoids logical argument and seeks to influence its victim by the mere repetition of
catchwords and phrases. 
This opinion was based on history, much of which is inaccurate and open to more than one avenue of
interpretation. Needless to say the avenue chosen was the one that suited the local authority’s
paymasters. 
The use of history, especially history where its veracity is in doubt and never checked, provides answers
that are neither logical nor moral. By taking that course one becomes encumbered by history when the
path taken should be to look to the future based on the present. Too many seek to find fault in the past
and apply their findings to the present. They do this in their desire to influence others to accept that this
is the way life will be in the future, anyone who looks at life in this way brings a sense of stagnation to
the present. They show that their minds are locked in the past; they have closed their mind to progress,
closed to change, they show a sense of bi�erness towards others who have the ability to change and
progress. 
They decree that the past predicts the future. The future is as yet unwri�en and as such must be
approached with a totally open mind. To do otherwise is to deny that there is such a thing as life
changing events. Events that direct one away from the past and from becoming a slave to the restriction
of historical thought. 
Throughout the local authority expected this mother to behave as predictably as a pre-programmed
machine. She was expected to cease to have any thoughts, judgment or will of their own. In this scenario
Big Brother is no longer a TV programme but has become a reality worthy of its Orwellian origins. 1984
had ceased to be a novel and began to be used by the local authority as an instruction manual. 
The way the local authority act when confronted with logical argument is the change their method of
a�ack. This happens constantly when their thoughts are challenged and proven wrong. 
Here we have a mother who has demonstrated a cohesiveness and common purpose in being constant in
her approach. Mentally and physically she has always put her daughter’s interest before her own. There
has been no deviation from her actions and desires as there has been in the approach taken by the local
authority.
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One must ask why the local authority act in the manner they do. Are they afraid to admit that they are
capable of making mistakes? Is this constant changing of direction a reaction to the fact that they have
commi�ed too heavy a reliance on their own inward looking criteria? Are they guided by the sole
purpose of their existence to the fact that they operate within a system that they themselves know to be
corrupt? 
Is there a much more simple explanation? That to them it is all just a game where they hold the rule
book and that they cannot see beyond that. That they have become so entrenched with winning that they
don’t care who they destroy in the process. 
In this approach they are protected by the system. The fact that all court hearings are held behind closed
doors gives an indication to the machinations that occur. Were openness and honestly to prevail then the
constant changing of the goal posts would be seen for what it is. There is too much reliance on this
secrecy that tends to show that the local authority have really nothing factual to work with. They know
that with the court process being secret they cannot be challenged in the same way as they would be in
open court. This gives them the opportunity to direct the judge to allow perjury knowing they will never
be prosecuted. 
Is there any government service, local or national that can come before the Bar of Justice and claim that it
exemplifies moral right? My answer is no. They gave up the moral ground when they decided to follow
the path they now take. They became puppets to the system, to the corruption and to their scheming and
evil trade in the destruction of the family. 
So the real question remains

Quis custodiet ipsos custodes? (Who watches the watchman)

The Scales of Justice

I have read the doctor’s report (or should that be doctored) and although I am no psychiatrist I find
many of the comments regarding this woman’s supposed personality disorder very difficult to take in.
The assessment is based mainly on medical records which on reading them I can see that they are highly
inaccurate. I note one incident was supposed to have happened in the UK when in fact she was in
America as her passport confirms. If she was in the UK at that time I was never aware she had the ability
to travel independently at the speed of light. 
I know her as a strong and determined woman with a mind of her own. This doctor appears to use some
of her inaccurate history to determine how she is now. I feel that his conclusions are entirely wrong and
without firm base. This woman had faced her previous problems face on; she did not hide the pain this
caused her. It was a struggle for her and her determination to put her past behind her was obvious to all
who know her. It was a fight she won. 
When I read this assessment I feel he is taking small parts of her life and blowing them out of all
proportion. There is constant reference to negative li�le incidents. It is as if he could find nothing
substantial and concentrated on the small insignificant stuff with a view to making them appear
important. 
He cherry picked items from medical records that really never show how a person lives. When one visits
a GP it is because there is something wrong. What of the intervening periods when one does not visit the
doctor? Are we to assume that the problems exist ad infinitum between visits? 
What I see in the assessment is nothing more than a list of items without substance. Even the conclusion
lacks substance. If this assessment is indicative of a ‘personality disorder’ then I would say there is an
extremely high probability that the general public, including the doctor writing the report, would be
subject with the same complaint. We do not all live in a sterile bubble as this doctor appears to imagine,
as if in a world devoid of problems and emotion. We do not all consider our fellow man/woman to live
perfect lives. We do not consider that a person’s past will automatically predict their future. Change
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happens for many reasons. 
Am I the same person I was when I was twenty years old, no I am not and I am very glad about that. If I
followed the criteria laid out in this mother’s report that my past controlled my present and future then I
would have learned nothing over the intervening years. What I did then changed me in many ways.
Ways in which I suspect this doctor will never be able to imagine. 
I actually find his methods not only suspect as to why he holds them but also to be dangerous. His view
of this woman’s condition appears to be based on nothing more than book learning. He has taken
incidents that occur naturally in the life of anyone and a�aches to these some kind of Psycho Babble
condition. I ask what exactly a Personality Disorder is?. Who decides the criteria, is there a recognized
scientific series of tests, does one have a blood test that shows one has this disorder. No, it is merely an
opinion preached by someone who subscribes to a particular set of values that they decide is the way we
should all live. There is great suspicion in the questions he was asked by the local authority. They were
asked in a way that directly pointed to the conclusion the local authority required. It was very much of
“this is the diagnosis we want if you want to be paid and get more work of the same from us” It appears
very much of a mercenary transaction. Remember “I go where the money is”. Does one have to look
further than this to reach a conclusion. 
The next question has to be, who gave this doctors profession the right to be the keeper and director of
one’s moral values? The answer is simple, they did. They took it upon themselves to club together as a
profession and set out on a mission to prove their view of life is all there is. I am not one given much to
expletives but here I must succumb, Bullshit. 
One criticism laid at this woman’s feet, is that she complains to and about authority, he looks at this as
part of a disorder. Now since when did that a�ribute become a disorder? It may have been considered to
be such if one complained in Nazi Germany or under Stalin’s reign of terror. They had their own way of
eliminating the dissenter much similar to how the local authority now acts. If one is not allowed to
question and complain about authority when they make mistakes we venture into the realms of Mr
Orwell’s 1984. I was aware that in many ways it was a warning but never thought that it would become
to be used as an instruction manual by those in power. 
The report itself has a very worrying aspect to it. Not only does it pigeon hole this individual but
because of its eventual use by social services it condemns this perfectly good mother to virtually a
lifetime of damnation and eternal purgatory. They use it against her in a way to deny her the
opportunity to be a mother to her own child. Remember this child was born with an incurable genetic
condition and is being denied a mothers love. One must remember that any genetic condition one suffers
from cannot be blamed on or a�ributed to anyone. 
Despite the fact that two other reports gave a contradictory view of the mother and frankly both
contained an element of human understanding and compassion, these were totally ignored by the social
services and the local authority. If one goes back to a previous chapter one finds the comment to the
maternal grandmother “we have plenty of people who will adopt her” (the child). Now we see this case
travelling full circle. 
If this damning report is pushed forward as the truth and the other two are buried, one has to start
asking why? To me the answer is very simple. The social workers, hospitals and the local authority made
mistakes at the beginning by blaming the mother for the child’s problems. They did not wait or take time
to investigate to find the real reason for the baby’s problems. The crux lies firmly there, had they tried to
find cause rather than a�ribute blame without evidence the outcome could have been entirely different.
However, rather than admit they made a mistake they would much rather destroy a mother and her
child. 
During this whole tragedy not one person from the social services or the local authority has had the
courage to stand forward and admit mistakes had been made. In this I include elected officials who were
informed of the lies and insidious deceit perpetrated by employees of the local authority. What does this
tell us about those with responsibility of overseeing the local authority’s conduct? That they basically
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don’t care what happens as long as they can keep their position in the hierarchy of power. Let no one
rock the political boat. They have denied any liability by not taking the evidence they were given,
investigating it and laying it before those accused. They have been party to the abuse of power given to
them by the people and to the ultimate and unforgivable abuse of a small defenceless baby with an
incurable condition. They have denied this child the opportunity of experiencing a life bathed in the
light of her mother’s love. For that they must stand accused before the Figure of Justice, be it in this
world, which I doubt or in the next. Only their conscience will decide if the scales of Justice will keep
their balance. 
Looking at this from another angle one cannot escape the dominance of the effect money has on this type
of case. In a recent viewing of a local authority’s web presence there was a comment made that the
expected number of children to be taken into care over the coming year was 8750 and they would
require foster care. There is no point in anyone looking for this, as soon as they realized people could
read the comment it was removed. So let’s look at this figure as an estimate. On average a foster carer
receives approximately £400 per week per child, therefore £400 x 8750 = £3,500,000 per week or
£182,000,000 per year all paid for from public taxes. Now one begins to see why this system exists. It is a
gravy train for all involved. This figure above does not include solicitor, barrister, expert witness and
court fees, nor does it include the wages paid to the social workers. When one takes all this into
consideration it becomes not as many try to tell us, a social service, but a thriving commercial enterprise
based on the destruction of families and their children in the United Kingdom.

The Hypocrisy of United Kingdom Justice in the Closed (Secret) Family Courts

In the UK we have a Forced Marriage Unit operating under Governmental guidelines and the practice is
now illegal and rightly so. However, Government participates with a regime of Forced Adoption which
is against the intents and spirit of the United Nations Declaration of Human Rights to which the United
Kingdom is a signatory. 
On the one hand the Government pontificates that Forced Marriage is an abuse of Human Rights yet on
the other it does not recognize that Forced Adoption is also an abuse of Human Rights of the child and
family as set out in the Human Rights Act and also the United Nations Declaration on Human Rights. 
One indeed has to wonder why? In Forced Marriage those being the subject of abuse are adults or at
least young adults who in some sense have a voice. However in Forced Adoption the child is unable to
have a voice to defend themselves. They rely on an organisation called Cafcass to look after their
interests. The representatives of this organisation are deemed to be independent and are placed as the
Children’s Guardian by a court. That is the official line given by the Government, Family Courts, Local
Authorities and indeed Cafcass. 
However, in practice the opposite is too often the case. Those elected by the Closed (Secret) Family
Courts to carry the duty of this post are anything but independent. On reading their reports it becomes
obvious that they differ very li�le from the official stance of the Local Authority. Their (Cafcass) reports
are in the main an exercise in plagiarism. 
In a recent case a young child in foster care had sustained a fractured arm. At the time it was a non-
medical social worker who made a decision not to have the child examined at hospital. This injury only
came to the a�ention of others (the parents) some 10 months later on the issue of a doctor’s report. Also
in that report was information that the child had also had several other fractures had occurred. None of
these injuries were present when the child was taken into care. No ma�er what spin Cafcass or the Local
Authority place on this incident it basically amounts to neglect of this young child by the Local
Authority and Cafcass. This case is the basis of the first part of this report. 
In another case a pregnant mother being assaulted by her partner escaped to use the nearest phone box
to call for help. She gave birth in the phone box and this was used against her when the social workers
came to remove the baby. 
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Yet another was illegally held prisoner in the Local Authority offices until the grandfather agreed to give
up her child to the police. 
A statement made many years ago by one of the greatest advocates of peace and nonviolent protest was
– 
“You assist an evil system most effectively by obeying its orders and decrees. An evil system never
deserves such allegiance. Allegiance to it means partaking of the evil. A good person will resist an evil
system with his or her whole soul” M.K. Gandhi 
Forced Marriage was deemed as an evil system and considered by Prime Minister Cameron as
unacceptable. 
Forced Adoption, being every bit as evil is however condoned and supported by the same person. In fact
he has issued statements in which he would like to see the Forced Adoption of children being made
easier. Those placed before the Closed (Secret) Family Courts are there with no criminal charges being
brought against them. They are not allowed to offer a defence at the same level as is allowed to Rapists,
Murderers, Terrorists, even Paedophiles and others accused of serious crime have more protection under
law against wrongful conviction. This is a system of NON JUSTICE where the norm is reversed and one
is guilty until you can prove your innocence. The figure of Justice has not only been blind but is also
gagged and made to turn her back on the innocent. Until the system of Forced Adoption is abolished
completely it is an evil that is to the detriment of honest Justice in the whole United Kingdom and holds
us to ridicule before the rest of the world as a place where the hypocrisy within Justice reigns supreme.
It is also an assault on the true basis of the natural family by the state. Until abolished no family with
children are safe from this evil within our midst.

Human Rights Issues.

1. The Local Authority, acted in a manner that denied the defendant’s daughter and the defendant the
right to a family life under Article 8 HRA 1998. Admi�ed in court by the local authority. 
2. The local authority ignored the defendant’s daughter’s health requirements under Article 3 HRA 1998
and this resulted in avoidable pain being suffered by the defendant’s daughter, whilst in local authority
care, by the omission of proper medical care and examination when the defendant’s daughter had
suffered loss of function to her left arm which on later examination revealed had been a fracture of the
arm and compression fractures of her spine. This was also in breach of Article 8 HRA 1998 for the
protection of child’s health. 
3. The Local Authority was also in breach of Article 8 HRA 1998 for the protection of the health and
wellbeing of the defendant’s daughter by delaying, for 269 days, a paediatric consultant’s
recommendation that genetic testing would be of an advantage to the defendant’s daughter when the
report was issued on the 23rd October 2009. 
4. At the beginning of the final hearing in April 2011 the defendant’s daughter was recovering from a
contagious Roti-Virus that had required a four-day stay in hospital. It had been recorded that the child
could say “so many words”. A medical consultant then suggested by report that the defendant’s
daughter was not delayed. The Judge ordered that the child be assessed again by a speech and language
therapist. This was in response to a demand for a reassessment by the local authority solicitor. The
solicitor for the local authority instructed the social worker present in court to phone the foster carer and
demand that the child be taken for an assessment that day. This was whilst the defendant’s daughter
was still recovering from this contagious Rote-Virus and was meant to be resting and in isolation. The
local authority, the Judge and Cafcass were aware that the child was recovering from this illness having
been informed by the defendant’s barrister. To demand that the child be moved when in recovery and
isolation from a contagious viral infection for an assessment was seriously jeopardising the child’s health
and a further abuse of the child’s general health and wellbeing in breach of Article 8 HRA 1998 for the
protection of the child’s health. 
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5. The local authority disregarded the probability of the defendant’s daughter suffering emotional and
mental stress under Article 3 HRA 1998 at this time. 
6. That under Article 17 HRA 1998 the local authority acted in a manner that was contrary to the aim and
spirit of the act by the non-compliance with the above Articles set out in the HRA 1998 in relation to the
defendant’s daughter. 
7. The local authority disregarded Article 19(1) of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child 1989 by not protecting the defendant’s daughter from negligent treatment by not providing
appropriate medical examination and treatment whilst in the care of the local authority by ignoring
apparent physical injury on 9th March 2010. 
8. The local authority disregarded Article 19(1) of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child 1989 by not protecting the defendant’s daughter by delaying a paediatric consultant’s
recommendation that genetic testing would be of an advantage to the defendant’s daughter when the
report was issued on the 23rd October 2009. 
9. That the Child’s Guardian (Cafcass) disregarded the defendant’s daughter’s health requirements
which resulted in avoidable pain being suffered by the defendant’s daughter under Article 3 HRA 1998
by the omission of proper use of the Guardian’s statutory duty to protect the defendant’s daughter when
medical care and examination should have been implemented when the defendant’s daughter had
suffered loss of function to her left arm and subsequently when compression fractures to her spine and a
previous fracture to her left arm were indicated by later x-ray examination. 
10. The Child’s Guardian (Cafcass) disregarded Article 19(1) of the United Nations Convention on the
Rights of the Child 1989 and was also in breach of Article 8 HRA 1998 for the protection of the child’s
health by not protecting the defendant’s daughter as part of its statutory duty by allowing the local
authority to delay a paediatric consultant’s recommendation that genetic testing would be of an
advantage to the defendant’s daughter when the consultant’s report was issued on the 23rd October
2009. 
11. The Child’s Guardian (Cafcass) disregarded Article 19(1) of the United Nations Convention on the
Rights of the Child 1989 and was also in breach of Article 8 HRA 1998 for the protection of the child’s
health by not protecting the child as part of its statutory duty from negligent treatment by not
intervening and investigating why appropriate medical examination and treatment whilst in the care of
the local authority when physical injury to the child was noted and then ignored by the local authority
on 9th March 2010. 
12. The local authority disregarded the probability of the defendant, the mother, suffering emotional and
mental stress and degrading treatment under Article 3 HRA 1998 by virtue of making unfounded
allegations that the defendant was the cause of her daughter’s incurable genetic condition. 
13. The local authority and the court disregarded the probability of the defendant suffering emotional
and mental stress and degrading treatment under Article 3 HRA 1998 by virtue of their unfounded
allegation that the defendant had made a serious criminal allegation against her then partner when no
such allegation had ever been made by the defendant (the mother) as was proven, and submi�ed to
court, by investigation and report by the IPCC. 
14. An un-named person from Cafcass disregarded the defendant’s right under Article 11 HRA 1998 to
Freedom of Association when it instructed a third party, known to the defendant personally, to cease all
communication with the defendant and by doing so intimidated that third party from becoming a
potential witness. 
15. In addition to the defendant’s right to Freedom of Association under Article 11 HRA 1998 that in
intimidating a potential witness to cease all communication with the defendant, the person making the
demand to stop communication was knowingly commi�ing a criminal act. 
16. The local hospital, local authority, family assessment centre and Cafcass did not at any time during
this case consider that the defendant’s daughter’s health problems were indicated by the result of the
reported abnormalities indicated during an inordinate number of foetal scans. These concerns amounted



11/11/2018 Corruption in the United Kingdom Family Court System. – UK Family Court Corrupt Practices

https://ukfamilycourtcorruptpractices.com/38-2/ 19/23

to Rocker Bo�om Feet, Curved Femurs, Dwarfism and possible Downs Syndrome. The results of these
scans were ignored by these four agencies throughout. No reference was made to the scans when
defendant’s daughter was placed in the Special Baby Care Unit (SCBU) twelve hours after birth due to a
feeding problem which had caused a cyanotic episode. A further indication of these agencies ignoring
the child’s health requirements under the HRA. 
17. The local authority failed to investigate fully or consider that the defendant’s daughter’s feeding
problems were caused by the genetic condition of OI. For 279 days and beyond the non-medical staff of
the local authority insisted that the defendant’s daughter’s feeding problems and failure to thrive were
the result of unsubstantiated neglect by the defendant. This failure was based on information gained
from historic ICS information which they did not check fully and an exaggerated claim made by the ex-
partner of the defendant made the day after he had been arrested and an 8-hour incarceration for
common assault on the defendant. 
18. The defendant was never at any time asked by the local authority to give her view of the events. The
defendant however offered on the 14th October 2009 to the local authority a hypothesis that her
daughter’s condition and feeding problems was a direct result of, at that time, an undetected medical
condition. The local authority and the family assessment centre refused to consider this approach. This
intuitive concern by the defendant was proven to be correct by irrefutable medical and forensic genetic
investigation 279 days later. 
19. The family assessment centre was involved by report and evidence in the witness box only and not
instructed as expert witness. In preparing their assessment on the defendant they colluded with an
expert witness outside an expert witness conference in preparing that assessment before expert witness
report was presented to court by virtue of the report being supplied to the family assessment centre by
the local authority before the report was issued to the defendant. 
20. In addition, the family assessment centre informed the defendant and a witness (Affidavit issued by
witness presented to court and ignored) that the result of their assessment was concluded and submi�ed
to court on the 11th February 2010 eleven days before the expert witness report was signed (22nd
February 2010) and issued to all parties. The family assessment centre final report to court was in fact
dated 5th March 2010. Therefore, the conclusion issued to the defendant on the 11th February 2010 was
in fact untruthful.

the Family Courts

‘Isn’t it true that every honest person is ashamed of their government these days? Who among us has
any conception of the dimensions of shame that will befall us and our children when one day the veil
has fallen from our eyes and the most horrible of crimes — crimes that infinitely outdistance every
human measure — reach the light of day?’ This was wri�en in 1942/43 by a group of German students
from Munich University who opposed Hitler and the Nazi Party. Many were executed for this crime of
opposition. All one has to do now is change the name of the country. 
Today the crimes against the natural order of the family are being carried out in secret behind the closed
doors of the Family Courts. These courts can be placed in a similar concept to the closed trials of the
Nazi Party. These crimes are commi�ed against the family and children by the accusers’ thoughts alone.
No factual evidence from the accusers is required. The evidence is all invented in the darkest corners
and recesses of someone’s twisted mind. This evidence does not exist in reality; it is the nothing more
than the work of a delusional disposition. 
This constructed and false evidence by the Local Authority Children’s Social Services is presented to
court as ‘their’ truth not ‘the truth’ and accepted by the judiciary without question as to its reliability.
Expert witnesses are paid to lie and issue reports that denounce those accused without recourse to a
second opinion. 
The police act as agents to the Local Authority and accept their instructions without question when no
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proof exists that a crime has been commi�ed. They, the police, accept assumption and supposition in
lieu of facts. The police forces become the instrument whereby unelected government officials push their
agenda for familial domination. This is oppression funded by corruption not only of money but of
thought. The idea that the police are there to – ‘protect and serve the public’ has been overturned and
replaced by – ‘protect and serve their government paymasters’ to the detriment of true and honest
Justice. 
Court appointed Children’s Guardians conspire with the Local Authority to condemn the accused (in
most cases the mother) while on the surface they falsely preach their independence within the system.
These Guardians are from the organisation Cafcass. Their representatives’ write reports that when read
alongside those of the Local Authority one can only conclude that plagiarism is alive and well. 
The families so accused are forbidden access to true public justice. There are never any criminal charges
brought against them. They are standing accused guilty of no crime to be sentenced of no crime. The
accused can be jailed if they leave the court and try to publish or tell the truth. The truth is not allowed
to be aired in these Secret Closed Courts. 
Government says that the Courts are held in this manner to protect the child. If that is the case then why
are the courts held behind closed doors? How Justice is best served when it is secret is a mystery? Why
are the press banned from publishing details of the case? Why are the judges’ decision kept secret? Why
is there no jury? Why the need for secrecy if there is nothing to hide? 
The reason is unfortunately simple, money and power. This system is rife with corruption at all levels of
the procedure. A vast army of social workers draw their wages from this evil trade, solicitors, barristers,
Cafcass Guardians, Expert Witnesses, Court officials, Judges and foster and adoption agencies depend
on the secrecy that allows them to participate to their financial advantage from this sinister corruption.
The interests of the children come far below the monetary profit of the system. None of those mentioned
are willing to give up the power they have been blindly given by unthinking politicians. The tables have
been turned on the politicians. They are now the lapdogs of those to whom they gave this unfe�ered
power. After two world wars the politicians have learned nothing, they continue to make all the same
mistakes. The accused are now the cannon fodder of days gone past. 
However, the majority of the British people ignore this menacing evil in our midst and slumber on in
their dull, comatose sleep and give encouragement to these criminals Each wants to be exonerated of a
guilt of this kind, each one continues on their way with the most placid, the calmest conscience. But they
cannot be exonerated; they are guilty! They are guilty of turning a blind eye to the evil being perpetrated
in their name on a daily basis. They are guilty of allowing the corruption that affects and humiliates
these families. There is no escape from this modern day repression when one just buries one’s head in
the sand and hope the problem will go away. 
It will not go away until the majority wake up and see with their eyes that the evil of this corruption is
alive today in the United Kingdom. Children are now used as a weapon of torture for the state to gain its
ends in a programme of social engineering. One does not have to look too far back in history to find
parallel thinking. Mr. Orwell never intended 1984 to become an instruction manual. 
At the beginning of this chapter I referred back to 1943/43 and an incident in Nazi Germany, also earlier
to “The Lebensborn Programme” I now add yet another quote – 
“The State must declare the child to be the most precious treasure of the people. As long as the
Government is perceived as working for the benefit of the children, the people will happily endure
almost any curtailment of liberty and almost any deprivation” 
This comes very close to the UK Government policy on child protection. They constantly use this style of
rhetoric as a political dogma to try and convince the public it is all “in the interest of the child” 
However, how many of those reading the statement quoted above are aware that it was wri�en, not by
an elected representative of the UK Government, but by Adolf Hitler in Mein Kampf.

What is the State?
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The State – it is looked upon as if it is a physical entity or an imaginary force of some kind. The State is in
fact a system that is staffed by those people who are employed to turn the mechanisms of “The State”.
Those within The State are employed for the benefit of those who employ them “The People”. Those
employed in the system, if they are considered to be free, are logically free to make individual choices
for all the actions they take. They, within their position, have an individual responsibility to the rest of
society. This is an individual responsibility which negates wri�en rules and regulations contained in
some book. It becomes the responsibility of one’s own conscience. 
In too many cases, and especially one which I have seen work, this being Children’s social services, were
given a power by politicians, a power which they have collectively turned against the people of the
United Kingdom. 
When a child is removed from parents all social workers use the mantras, “it is not our decision, it is the
decision of the court”, it is all done “in the interest of the child”. They insist all final decision is the sole
province of the court system. This however is not a true statement. The court does play a part in the final
decision making process but the social workers have for their part played a role in turning the cogs of
“The State”. The judgment of the court is built on the material; I am loath to call it evidence; supplied to
it by the social workers. Therefore if that which is given to the court is tainted by an embroidered
travesty of lies and misinformation then the court makes its decision based on the lies placed before it. 
When faced with this accusation of perjured thought and deed the social services falls back on yet
another of their infamous refrains. That those standing accused of no crime, the parents, or more usually
the mother, have the opportunity to challenge the accusations. However, the parent/mother has not been
accused of a crime; therefore they can offer no effective defence against accusations made with no basis
in fact. The accusations has not been built on factual evidence. In an open criminal court they, the
accused, would have been charged with an indictable offence, and any case built around that indictment.
This does not happen in Family Court. In criminal court a guilty verdict is passed when the charge is
proven when the evidence placed before a judge and jury is deemed to be “beyond reasonable doubt”.
The Family Court works on the principle of “probability”. In other words it decides on what someone
“thinks” has happened or even worse what they “think” may happen in the future. This imaginary
future does not exist, it is still in the realms of fantasy and science fiction. It is a scenario built solely in
the dark corners of the deranged mind. In all “probability” it is a future that will never exist. In reality
this is not real honest justice, it is the application of fairground crystal ball justice. In Family Court the
parent/mother is not allowed to offer defence in the same way an accused terror suspect, murderer or
paedophile would be allowed to give in open criminal court. There is no jury to assess evidence, the
verdict is given by the judge alone. 
This push by social services to make us believe that the courts are fully responsible is a smokescreen. It is
nothing more than an a�empt by social services to divert the people’s a�ention from the individual acts
of the social service workers. It is an a�empt to negate their individual moral responsibility to society. It
is in this denial of individual moral responsibility for the actions they take that becomes a collective
responsibility when the other individuals within the system allow themselves to become part of the
resulting moral corruption. A corruption protected by the secret and closed nature of the Family Court. 
Corruption is an insidious force not only expressed in financial terms. It creates a much wider problem.
Those individuals who know their work colleagues have lied, the judges who ignore perjury, expert
witnesses who manipulate their reports to satisfy their paymasters are all guilty of taking part in this
corruption. Once corruption takes hold it is difficult to stop, it becomes endemic, by its very viral nature
it grows to affect all in its path. It a�aches itself like a leach drawing the life blood from those affected.
They become immune to the pain and suffering they cause by the denial of its existence. To stamp out
this festering cancer from spreading over humanity there must be open and honest justice for all. If a
crime is believed to have been commi�ed then it must be dealt with by a legal and separate law
enforcement agency that in itself is not above the law. A law enforcement agency that is free from local
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and national political governmental interference, free from those imposing an agenda of persecution by
nothing more than thought alone. Factual evidence must take priority over from those applying the use
of thought alone to convict.

A list of actions taken by the Local Authority to pervert the course of Justice.

1. They indulged in a plethora of systematic failures and misguided philosophies. 
2. They constantly pursued unsubstantiated cause and refused to drop several allegations that were
proven to be false. 
3. Local authority social services and legal team failed to follow correct legal procedure and conditions
laid down by Parliament and previous Appeal Court Judgments. 
4. They had a clear lack of understanding into this crucial area of law and procedure. 
5. There was a lack of proper and thorough training and monitoring by the local authority upper
management of social services and legal teams involved. 
6. Local Authority social services presented incomplete evidence and contrived to make the proceedings
unfair by the presentation of evidence they knew to be false. 
7. The social services workers and legal team should have known by experience the correct procedure.
They did not follow correct and legal procedure. 
8. In all cases, wri�en and verbal comment and statements presented under oath as material evidence
intended to influence court decisions must be considered fraudulent when those statements do not agree
with the facts freely available to the perpetrators at the time the statements are made. The local authority
presented to court under oath statements they knew to be false by information contained within their
own documentation. 
9. Perjury is a criminal act that occurs when a person or organisation lies or makes statements that are
not truthful while under oath. By doing so those persons or organisations partake in the miscarriage of
justice and corrupt legal process and disrupt the legitimate discovery of the truth. 
10. As irrefutable evidence was produced in wri�en statement to court by the defendant that the local
authority had lied under oath by presentation of statements (threshold statement plus other
documentation) when the truth was freely available in the Local Authorities own documentation the
court was in error not to investigate this claim by the defendant. 
11. That a charge of conspiring to pervert the course of justice should have been considered by the court
against the local authority. 
12. The actions of the Local Authority were commi�ed outside the confines of the law. 
13. The violence of removal from a loving and competent mother was done without due consideration of
the terror inflicted on both baby and mother. 
14. No consideration was given by the Local Authority to the baby and mother’s rights under the Human
Rights Act to enjoy a family life (as such it would never find satisfaction). 
15. Based on the evidence before me I can only record what has been wri�en. 
16. That which has been wri�en by the Local Authority points to acts of perjury and a conspiracy to
pervert the course of honest Justice. 
17. I do not enjoy any ordered comfort from such thoughts and deeds commi�ed by the Local Authority
on an innocent child and her mother. However, I am not afraid to raise my voice for honesty and truth
and compassion against injustice, lying and greed. 
Perjury in criminal law 
1- The wilful assertion as to a ma�er of fact, opinion, belief or knowledge made by a witness in judicial
proceedings as part of his/her evidence, either upon oath or in any form to be substituted for an oath,
whether such evidence is given in open court, or in an affidavit or otherwise when the known facts are
available and conflict with that assertion.
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Conclusion

Despite a�empts through courts, County and Appeals, it appears that the Local Authority and Social
Services are exempt from the rigorous application of the Law, both civil and criminal.

Throughout this case the Social Services and the Local Authority submi�ed their evidence to court in a
manner that contradicts their own documentation. When the truthful information, extracted from the
Social Services and Local Authority’s own documentation which proved they lied, was submi�ed to
court by the defendant, the mother, the courts and the police refused to consider this as perjury or look
at it as an a�empt by the authorities to pervert the course of justice.

The only conclusion that can be drawn from this, is that the courts, at all levels and the police consider
the Social Services and Local Authorities are exempt from following the rule of Law and from following
legal procedure. They, the Local Authority can commit perjury, act in a manner to pervert the course of
Justice and this is tolerated by the courts and police and not considered to be illegal.

However, the application and the strict enforcement of the Law and its dictates are applied to the
mother’s submissions to court. The mother’s statements are subsequently ignored when they conflict
with the statements and evidence presented under oath by the Social Services and Local Authority.

Therefore the mother has virtually no chance of winning her case. The Social Services and Local
Authority can lie and cheat without fear of legal retribution. They are allowed to use any method they
choose and present to court in a manner that is more foul than fair.

This is the state of British Justice in the Family Courts. Courts that are held behind closed doors (in
Secret) without a jury to allow the case to be heard in an open and honest manner. It is therefore
imperative that this system is abandoned and replaced by open and honest Justice. Where the case is
held in open court under criminal law. Where the verdict is applied beyond reasonable doubt by a jury
after hearing the evidence presented by both sides.
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