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My name is Eileen Lasher and I have the distinction for having the longest family law case in San
Diego history. I was married to a San Diego Police Officer and have learned that their Pension Plan
is not the only thing bankrupting the City of San Diego. My ex husband San Diego Police Officer
Dan Lasher is represented by Dave Schulman who deliberately disrupted the work flow of our
family law case thru abuse of his signature powers he holds not only in family court, but in the
Department of Child Support Services. My children were appointed an attorney paid for by your
tax dollars who failed to present evidence to the Court of crimes against her own clients minor
children who are simply used as commodities by a certain group of attorneys like Dave Schulman
who also fail to comply with reporting requirements which are designed to provide efficiency in our
Court system to properly use Federal and County funds. Instead Dave Schulman not once but twice
failed to report a change of household of our children to John Haley of the San Diego District
Attorney’s Office. My children’s attorney Marcia Orenstein was then able to bill the tax payers for
services never rendered and appeared in Court without proper service and even took a trip to San
Luis Obispo on the San Diego tax payers’ dime to request a change of jurisdiction.

Attorneys who are high earners similar to a top car sales person who are bringing in new money to
the San Diego Court are provided with preferential calendar treatment and are able to deliberately
disrupt the workflow of family law cases that are red flagged as high conflict to create numerous
excessive and extended revenue streams and time it just right before the paper expires to zero. In
other words before the kids turn 18.

This Glen Gary Glen Ross atmosphere operating within San Diego Family Courts and Probate
Courts is servicing only the financial interest of these attorneys who are perpetrating fraud not only
on family law litigants, their children but the tax payers as the Courts are funded by you the tax
payer.

Instead of you receiving any revenue from this type of case churning attorneys like Dave Schulman
are structuring family law cases with their own financial interest in mind and it has nothing to do
with the best interest of the children. We are talking about large sums of money looted without due
process.

He is under investigation currently and if you have been victimized by a family law attorney I
encourage you to come forward. Initially Damon Mosler started to investigate and requested I
provide other victims with his contact information as I demonstrated a pattern of Dave Schulman
deliberately delaying resolution as well as failing to comply with Judge’s Orders in other cases as
well as failing to even notify the Court the location of minor children. This creates unnecessary
expensive extended litigation not only at the litigants’ expense but the tax payers. Damon Mosler
would not allow the other victims to be put thru to his phone as they were told their input was not
needed. The big reason for this is a “spread” is earned by these cases and shared by other entities
within the County as a result of this ongoing fraud. I have established a pattern of suspicious
activity which is not in the public’s interest it is solely in the interest of the attorneys who are
churning cases for excessive extended periods of time for monetary gain and failing to resolve issues
within the required period of time.
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2. GINGER permalink
they needc to REVAPM THE SYSTEM LISA GUY SCHULL SHOULD BE DISBARRED, SHE
KILLED ALOT OF ATTORNY ON MY CASE
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CHAPTER  ONE

We Must Honor and Respect, 
Then We Can Help

My name is Rachel and I was a victim of domestic violence. I lived 
with someone who physically and emotionally abused me. I had a near-
death experience, not once, but twice! But, I’m one of the lucky ones; I 
survived, I got away. My near-death experience brought me to a special 
and safe place. Th is place is the Family Justice Center—a place where 
victims of domestic violence can get their lives back together again, that 
provides legal and medical services for those who are in need. My recovery 
started with me. I had to start my life over again with the help of many 
caring people. Th en I found out I was pregnant with my second child. I 
had to choose to get healthy again not only for me, but for my children. 
My daughter became the fi rst Family Justice Center baby. Th e Family 
Justice Center gave me many resources so we could be safe from my abuser. 
My life has had many changes, but through the Family Justice Center and 
the great people that work there I can stand on my own two feet again. 
I’m a proud mother and have learned how not to be a victim. Th rough 
the last two years, I have done many great things. I have given back to our 
community; spoken at a national domestic violence conference; and been 
featured in Nurse Zone.com. I am now humbly grateful for the many 
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positive changes and I can now live a happy and healthy life without be-
ing a victim. Th anks to the Family Justice Center concept…Freedom!

Th is book is about why we need Family Justice Centers and 
other types of co-located service models in America and around the 
world to help stop family violence. It explains what they are and why 
they are a critical part of the future. Th e title tells it all. We need to 
DREAM BIG in the journey to stopping violence in our families. 
But the second half of the title is also important. It is a SIMPLE…
COMPLICATED idea to bring all the services to one place in a com-
munity. It is simple because…it is simple. Everybody should be in 
one place. If you ask victims of domestic violence in any community 
in America or around the world if they would like to go one place 
for all the help they need or go many places—they ALWAYS say one 
place! So, advocating for such a simple idea seems…SIMPLE. But it 
is complicated because bringing all the agencies together is really hard 
work. Diff erent organizational values, diff erent work cultures, diff er-
ent focus areas, diff erent belief systems, diff erent ways of approaching 
the work, diff erent legal obligations…from each partner agency you 
would want to bring into a co-located Center… makes the Family 
Justice Center concept very…COMPLICATED.

Th is book seeks to lay it out from start to fi nish for everyone 
who cares about stopping family violence, because the simple, com-
plicated Family Justice Center idea is working in communities across 
the United States and around the world. How do we know that? Sur-
vivors are telling us it is working! And we now have good outcome 
studies starting to document what co-located services mean in the 
lives of victims and their kids.1 It should not be a surprise. A new 
study has already documented how much domestic violence shelters, 
particularly those with multi-disciplinary services, means for victims 
and their children.2 Wrapping a victim in services works.

But before we dive into the growing, expanding vision for co-
located services, we need to talk a little bit about what domestic vio-
lence is and what we need to know about our own beliefs as a culture 
before we race off  to advocate for the co-located, multi-agency service 
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idea or other types of collaborations in order to help victims and their 
children. In the next two chapters we must address three topics before 
we talk about the journey to co-located services and Family Justice 
Centers. In this chapter, we will look at our biases against victims and 
look at how to honor them and treat them with respect. In the next 
chapter, we will look at the history of the domestic violence move-
ment and seek to understand the foundation that has produced the 
powerful movement toward Family Justice Centers and other types of 
co-located service models.

A number of years ago, my friend Elaine Weiss published an ex-
cellent book devoted to providing practical advice and support to 
friends in need.3 It is a must-read for anyone who wants to provide 
practical help to others victimized by family violence. Th e goal in this 
chapter is less ambitious. We need to understand our biases toward 
battered women before we rush forward to off er support and we need 
to understand how critical it is to respect and honor victims of family 
violence and their children before we try to help them. 

ADMITTING OUR BIAS TOWARD BATTERED WOMEN 

So, let me just get it out there right from the beginning of this 
book: Our culture still has a profound bias against battered women. 
Even after over 40 years of the women’s movement and the battered 
women’s movement, we must be honest with each other and with 
ourselves. Many in our society still don’t like battered women. Some 
professional women who have never been victims say they would 
never let a man hit them. Some law enforcement professionals are 
tired of dealing with them. Some pastors, priests, and rabbis see them 
as spiritually weak and needy. Some medical professionals see them as 
expensive (and often uninsured).

Del Martin fi rst called out many of these biases in 1977 in her 
seminal book, Battered Wives.4 Susan Schecter talked again of these 
biases in 1982 when she identifi ed sexism as a core issue in trying to 
address domestic violence. She called out how medical professionals 
liked to label victims neurotic, hysteric, hypochondriac, or mentally 
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ill.5 Schecter identifi ed tendencies toward victim blaming theories 
and victim provocation theories.6 And many others have written and 
spoken on these biases over the years. But they are not gone yet and 
we must continue to acknowledge them in order to understand what 
powerful barriers they become to helping victims and their children.

One colleague of mine has said, “Th e fi rst time you are hit you 
are a victim; the second time you are a volunteer”7—a provocative but 
dangerous statement when actually spoken to domestic violence vic-
tims in the midst of abuse. It, like so many other views, still leads us 
invariably toward some form of victim blaming. Oprah Winfrey, who 
has done so much to help domestic violence victims over the years, 
called relationships with violence and abuse the “sick dance” when I 
appeared on her show in 2003. During the show she asked many vic-
tims she interviewed what they did to provoke or facilitate the abuse. 
To be fair, Oprah’s questions were designed to stimulate conversation. 
Oprah has earned the right to ask such questions, and she is a power-
ful advocate for those who have been abused. But sadly, this type of 
thinking by others is often society’s way of discounting the complex-
ity of victimization and putting the responsibility on the victim. 

We don’t want to deal with victims of domestic violence. Or if 
we are willing to deal with them, we only want to deal with them 
once and then see that the problem goes away. And when dealing 
with them once does not solve the problem…we blame them. We 
demean them. We criticize them. We refer them to other agencies. 
And often, we end up trying to ignore them. Th e emergency room 
doctor wants to refer them to their family physician. Th e church or 
synagogue wants the government to deal with them. And when no 
other professionals are in sight, we have our fallback position—their 
family should be helping them. It is none of our business. It is not 
our problem. 

Our bias against battered women, in fact, serves us well. It saves 
us time and energy. We are busy, harried, rushed human beings. We 
constantly look for a few extra minutes. We regularly try to avoid 
additional time commitments. So it should come as no surprise that 
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we regularly shortchange battered women and abused men, even if 
they identify themselves to us. It does not take much to make them 
go away. And we certainly don’t easily welcome them. Why don’t we? 
Why do we welcome them once but not the second, third, or fourth 
time they seek help? Th e answer is often unspoken but latent in the 
hearts of most of us. As a society, we don’t want them to come for-
ward. We don’t really want to deal with them. Why? Let’s be honest! 
We know what will happen. We have heard the old adage—if you 
build it, they will come. If we welcome them, we will be deluged. We 
don’t have the resources to deal with the full scope of the problem so 
we choose to deny it, ignore it, or explain it away. 

Most communities and most agencies decide not to build systems 
that will cause victims, in all forms, to come forward in large numbers. 
Better to have a complicated intervention system than an extremely 
accessible one. Better to screen people repeatedly than to simply wel-
come them all without reservation. Better to stay small and sustain-
able than to grow large and require substantial resources to maintain 
our operations. Our bias against battered women is evidenced even in 
the agencies that care the most for victims and their children. 

A number of years ago, I talked to an elected sheriff  in the Mid-
west who did not want to do a public awareness campaign on do-
mestic violence. At fi rst, his excuse was that domestic violence was 
not a major issue in his community. Within 10 minutes, though, the 
real reason came through: A public awareness campaign would bring 
more victims, and more victims would raise the crime statistics in his 
county! Ignorance was bliss. Ignorance was a chance to brag publicly 
that since his election, violent crime had dropped 27% in his county. 
Never mind that the drop in domestic violence cases was likely the 
result of law enforcement offi  cers failing to take reports, not a dra-
matic drop in actual violence and abuse in intimate relationships. It 
was more likely that victims did not feel safe enough to come forward 
than that the crime was not happening in homes in that commu-
nity. And law enforcement is not alone. Many agencies come up with 
many ways to limit the cases they handle and the services they off er.
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Th e bias, however, runs even deeper than simply not wanting to 
take the time to deal comprehensively with victims of domestic vio-
lence. If we are honest, in our heart of hearts, most of us still think 
there is something wrong with victims of domestic violence. Th ey 
made poor decisions. Th ey made bad choices. Th ey are weak, unwill-
ing to leave their abusers. Few of us want to help those we believe are 
unwilling to help themselves. And it is easy to rationalize our distance 
from those who are victimized: “She made her bed.” “She married 
him!” “She moved in with him.” “What does she do to push his but-
tons?” “If I was living with her, I’d hit her, too.” 

Over the years, I have heard it all—from friends, co-workers, 
neighbors, police offi  cers, judges, prosecutors, pastors, and, at times, 
even advocates. For those who become victims, such bias usually dis-
sipates. But even those who have experienced abuse can sometimes 
feel no sympathy for victims who are unable to leave quickly after 
the abuse begins. Th e reasoning goes, in the quietness of the heart: 
“If I left after the fi rst or second incident, why can’t she?” Irrespective 
of the reasons for a lack of sympathy and understanding, for the vast 
majority of Americans who have never been personally victimized, it 
is indeed a diffi  cult issue to understand.

Our victim blaming is most often a safety mechanism. If victims 
are stupid, or ignorant, or culpable in some way, our own responsibil-
ity for their plight is diminished. We can always feel less social respon-
sibility for the homeless if we can blame them for being homeless. 
Likewise, we can always feel less responsible for the battered victim if 
his or her own choices put them in the mess in which they now fi nd 
themselves. Th e classic line from Th e Burning Bed, the well-known 
1977 Farrah Fawcett movie about a battered woman and her abusive 
husband rings true even today. When the wife in the movie goes to 
her mother for help, her mom delivers our bias with a fi rm tone, de-
clining to help her and, in fact, telling her to go home to her abusive 
husband: “You made your bed hard, you lie in it.” Sadly, that senti-
ment is alive and well in the hearts of many, even if it is no longer 
politically correct to say it out loud in our slowly changing culture.
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THE QUESTION WE ALL ASK

Beyond the obvious bias against, dislike of, and blame toward the 
victim, however, is a deeper bias. It is rooted in a question that still 
permeates our culture—“Why does she stay?” It is the question. It has 
been explained and argued about in books, at conferences, and in 
personal debates and discussions for years across the country. I talked 
about it at length in my fi rst book but it deserves additional focus 
here. Th e question permeates the mind of the law enforcement fi rst re-
sponder, the medical fi rst responder, the social worker, the next-door 
neighbor, and every other person in our culture dealing with battered 
women. It may not always be voiced but it is always present. Th e ques-
tion is always just below the surface, even if we never voice it. We read 
about a victim in the newspaper and we wonder why she stays. It is 
always present and it is insidious. What is the matter with her? If she 
really is being victimized, why doesn’t she leave? 

Th e bias of “Why does she stay?” often appears in the form of 
other responses. Instead of asking her why she stays, we say, “You 
need to leave him.” Or we phrase it more as a victim blaming ques-
tion—“Why don’t you just leave?” or “Why don’t you protect your 
children?” or “Why don’t you get a restraining order?” Whatever the 
version of the question, though, the underlying pathology is evident. 
We blame her for what has happened. If she had left, this would not 
have happened. If she had reported the violence the fi rst time it hap-
pened, we would not be dealing with 10 years of complicated abuse 
patterns. Based on research, the fundamental problem with this ap-
proach is obvious. It blames the victim for the violence. Her injuries 
become her fault. Th e impact of the violence on the children becomes 
her fault. Because she stayed, now her children are traumatized and 
damaged. Because she stayed, the violence has escalated. Because she 
stayed, she now uses alcohol to self-medicate. Our biased question 
becomes a large neon sign fl ashing in her face that says, “Th is is your 
fault.”

Tragically, when victims are blamed by intervention professionals, 
or even caring, well-meaning neighbors or family members, they are 
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not more likely to get help. Th ey do not suddenly snap to their senses 
and break out of the abusive situation they are trapped within. Th ey 
often turn away from the one blaming them. Sadly, they often return 
to the abuser in the face of blame. Th e abuser, after all, blames them 
for everything. If the intervention professional or the loved one now 
blames them as well, they see no hope to break the cycle of violence. 
Without a safe place to seek refuge, a return to the abuser seems the 
only viable alternative for the victim. If she has to go twenty places 
to get all the help she needs, it is usually easier to go back home. Th e 
abuser is usually happy to have the victim come home and the emo-
tional bond with the abuser is far more powerful than a brief interac-
tion with an acquaintance, friend, or domestic violence professional.

Th e other troubling aspect of the question is the assumption that 
underlies it. In asking, we assume that if she leaves, the violence will 
stop and she will be safe. Neither assumption has any basis in reality 
unless a lot of people work together to help her. Indeed, the research 
is now incontrovertible that when a victim leaves her abuser, she is ac-
tually in greater danger than when she stays.8 Clearly, this danger does 
dissipate over time for many victims. But when a victim leaves, the 
violence does not stop. In fact, “…the most severe violence and the 
greatest threat of fatality may exist when a battered woman leaves,9 
and this threat may exist for months and even years after she has 
gone.10 So our assumption is false. What victims have been saying for 
years is far more accurate than we understood. When a victim said, “I 
am scared to death of him, but I am staying with him,” we thought 
she was crazy. Now the truth is confi rmed—battered women know 
instinctively what we now know statistically; victims are in more dan-
ger when they leave than when they stay with their abusive partners.

Th e reality of the danger to victims when they try to leave should 
therefore guide everything we do to help them. We should rethink 
our deep-seated biases, our words, and our unspoken assumptions. 
And we should eliminate the question from our vocabulary. Never 
again should we be caught asking “Why does she stay?” unless we 
understand the complexity of the answer. 
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Over 10 years ago, domestic violence experts identifi ed fear of 
her batterer’s retaliatory violence as the number two reason a woman 
stays.11 Th e number one reason was she hoped her partner would 
change.12 Women in one early study listed fear of violence and other 
forms of retaliation, along with the following, as the reasons for stay-
ing that ring as true today as they did over 25 years ago:

He kept seeking me out and fi nding me.

I felt other people would die if I left.

He was suicidal; I feared he would come after me.

I have left before and still can’t get away from the abuse, threats, 
and fears.

I remember feeling afraid to go and afraid to stay. Th e very real 
fear of revenge is such a powerful deterrent to doing anything….13

Can we agree to stop asking victims why they have not left sooner? 
Let’s never ask a victim again why she didn’t leave sooner. And let’s 
never let a friend or co-worker utter the words “Why does she stay?” 
without a fi rm, clear response from us about the reality of the situa-
tion a victim faces in dealing with domestic violence and how diffi  cult 
it is to leave.

THE WAY TO COMMUNICATE HONOR, RESPECT, AND CARE

If we can be honest about our biases and get educated about our 
ignorance in understanding family violence, we can deal with the next 
piece: We need to respect and honor victims of family violence if we 
are going to help them. Before we can talk about the exciting trend 
toward more co-located services for victims, we need to understand 
how to talk to those experiencing family violence. How we treat them 
and how we talk to them helps us show honor, respect, and care…and 
lays the foundation for setting up programs and systems to provide 
services and support.
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FIVE SIMPLE THINGS TO SAY TO VICTIMS OF FAMILY VIOLENCE

I have spent a great deal of time with victims and survivors of 
domestic violence (good idea). My wife and I have housed them (bad 
idea). We have helped fund housing for them (good idea). I have tried 
to lecture them (bad idea). Th ey have lectured me (good idea). I have 
often failed to let them say all they need to say (bad idea). And I have 
brainstormed with them about options for their lives (good idea). I 
have chased them down the street while their batterer is hitting them 
(bad idea). But most importantly, I have decided to accept them and 
support them—no strings attached (good idea). 

Out of those many interactions, I have begun to learn how to talk 
to victims who come forward. I have also been immensely aided in 
my steep learning curve by professionals in the fi eld of family violence 
intervention. Heroic, powerful women like Sarah Buel, Ellen Pence, 
Barbara Hart, Debby Tucker, and many others have challenged me in 
how I talk to victims of domestic violence. 

Perhaps Sarah Buel, a nationally recognized prosecutor, advocate, 
trainer, and survivor, mentioned in the Introduction to this book has 
contributed the most to the fi ve simple statements that should roll off  
the tongue of every caring person who is talking to a victim of do-
mestic violence. And I credit Sarah with much of the wording behind 
each of these statements. 

Th ey are statements you can use to begin the journey with a vic-
tim of domestic violence, once she identifi es herself. So let’s take a 
shot at fi ve simple things to say to adult victims of family violence as 
a starting point. 

I am afraid for your safety.
Most victims of domestic violence know when they are in dan-

ger.14 My friend Gavin de Becker, in his New York Times bestseller, 
Th e Gift of Fear, identifi ed the problem that often occurs with domes-
tic violence victims and others who know instinctively when they are 
in danger. Th ey ignore their instincts. Th ey let other mental processes 
overcome their fears. Victims of domestic violence, specifi cally, deal 

Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1380



We Mus t  Hono r  and  Re spe c t ,  T hen  We  Can  He l p 11

with so many complex emotions that they do not pay adequate at-
tention to their fears. Many times they have lived with the fear for 
so long that it is normative. Th ey need to be validated. Th ey need an 
objective third party to express concern for their safety. Th ey do not 
need to be blamed. Th ey do not need someone to minimize the past 
violence or threat of future violence. Victims minimize on their own, 
without any help from others. Th ey need someone to speak honestly, 
personally, and lovingly. Th ey need someone to validate the intense 
fear that obsesses the recesses of their mind but is often buried be-
neath immediate life needs. Th ey need food and shelter. Th ey need 
money. Th eir children are acting out. Th ey need to fi nd a job. Th ey 
miss their abuser. Th ey love their abuser. Th ey believe he will change 
and that they can help change him.

When we say, “I am afraid for your safety,” we dig through the 
immediate needs. We reach into the recesses of the victim’s mind and 
fi nd the raw fear that is there. It helps her bring questions that lie 
dormant to the forefront of her mind. Will he hit me again? Will he 
escalate the violence next time? Will the injuries be more serious next 
time? Will he kill me? If someone else is scared for my safety, then 
maybe my fear is rational. Maybe his apologies are not a guarantee 
of future safety. Th e simple fact is that if he has hit in the past, he is 
likely to hit again. One simple statement can begin many profound 
and powerful thought processes in the mind of a victim. Coupled 
with encouragement to talk to a domestic violence professional about 
her fears, it can be the beginning of planning for her safety. Th ose 
thought processes can help her to rationally and thoughtfully, with 
professional assistance, think through the issues that need to be ad-
dressed in order to provide for her own safety.

But helping a victim articulate those fears is still a powerful fi rst 
step in encouraging her to seek professional help for planning her 
safety if she chooses to leave. Whether the victim is still with the 
abuser or has left the abuser, professionally trained advocates now 
know how to help victims plan for their safety. 

Th e challenge is to connect emotionally with the victim’s pro-
found level of fear. Even if we have never been victimized personally, 
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we all understand a victim’s fear if we refl ect back to some of those 
scary dreams we had as children or adults. Have you ever had one? 
Most people have—that dream where someone is after you and you 
get to a point where you are so scared you cannot scream, you can-
not move; you are paralyzed with fear. Put yourself in it. Th at is what 
victims of domestic violence feel constantly. 

Caring family members and friends should not substitute them-
selves for experienced domestic violence advocates who know how 
to help a victim plan for her safety, but we should all know that such 
safety plans often mean the diff erence between safety and further 
violence, between life and death. Safety planning is complex and in-
volved, and should be done in a specialized domestic violence pro-
gram setting in a shelter, in a prosecutor’s offi  ce, or in a Center. But it 
is extremely helpful to know that once a victim starts focusing on her 
own safety, it is easier to get her to seek the help of trained profession-
als who can help her to be safe.

I am afraid for the safety of your children.
Working with battered women, and years of research and evalu-

ation have confi rmed something that many in the domestic violence 
movement have known for years: Women are more likely to leave 
their abusers when they realize the impact of the violence on their 
children. Battered women do not intentionally put their children in 
harm’s way. Th ey do not intentionally ignore the profound impact on 
their children. But they minimize the impact. Th ey ignore the impact. 
Th ey choose to believe their children are resilient and protected from 
the impact. Th ose working in the movement now know that is not 
true. Some children are resilient and do bounce back quickly from 
witnessing violence, but most children are signifi cantly impacted. 
Children who witness violence between adults carry it with them for 
the rest of their lives. And children in domestic violence homes are 
often physically and sexually abused themselves. So the challenge is to 
focus the adult victim, usually a woman, on the eff ect family violence 
has on her children. 

Telling a victim that you fear for the safety of her children is 

Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1382



We Mus t  Hono r  and  Re spe c t ,  T hen  We  Can  He l p 13

tricky work because a slight, even subtle, variation in this theme of 
expressing fear for her children’s safety can become victim blaming. 
We can quite unknowingly point the fi nger at the victim, as we dis-
cussed earlier in the chapter. “Why aren’t you protecting your kids?” 
“Do you see what you are doing to your kids by leaving them in this 
violent situation?” It does not take much. Suddenly, it is her fault. 
You are not on her side. You see her as a bad mother. You see her as 
part of the problem. And instantly you have lost an opportunity to 
build a bridge with someone desperately in need of your help and 
support. 

However, the statement, “I am afraid for the safety of your chil-
dren,” is neutral. It does not blame her. In fact, it likely validates her. 
Again, at some level, she knows that her children are caught in the 
cross fi re. She knows that her children are experiencing the pain and 
the trauma. But she does not want to believe it. She is trying to save 
her marriage. Her children become secondary. She wants them to 
have a father. She is focused on her primary relationship, and it needs 
major attention. 

But when a caring friend says, “I am afraid for the safety of your 
children,” it focuses her on the honest concern of another for her chil-
dren’s well being. Th e victim of domestic violence quickly begins to 
focus there as well. And when she does, her deep love for her children 
helps her begin to evaluate objectively the costs and benefi ts of being 
in an abusive relationship. As she weighs the pros and cons of staying 
with her abuser or leaving, she begins to factor in what he is doing to 
her children and what he may still do to them if she stays. Expressing 
concern for the safety of her children may plant a seed in a victim’s 
mind, even though she has returned to her abuser over and over in the 
past. It may begin to help her see why she must seek help and why her 
abuser must be held accountable for his conduct.

It has become clear over the years that victims of domestic vio-
lence are more likely to leave when they realize the impact of the vio-
lence on their children. Many victims tell us that they did not decide 
to leave their abuser until they fully understood what it was doing to 
their children. So, lovingly and carefully helping her to see those im-
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pacts without blaming her for them is a very important way to move 
her toward leaving an abusive relationship.

You do not deserve to be treated like this.
Perhaps the greatest struggle for victims of family violence is the 

tendency to blame themselves and to believe the abuser’s verbal and 
emotional abuse which, even more powerfully than the violence, de-
means them, ridicules them, and puts them down. Counselors, advo-
cates, and therapists working with battered women identify low levels 
of self-esteem in any clinical assessment. After months, years, and 
even decades of verbal, emotional, and physical abuse, victims believe 
they deserve to be treated badly. Th ey must deserve it, or so they 
reason, or they would not have been treated like this. Indeed, many 
batterers tell their partners they deserve it. Th e children too come to 
think and talk like their father and mother over time.

Whenever you communicate value and inherent worth to a vic-
tim of verbal, emotional, and physical abuse, you counteract the poi-
son that has soaked into their lives over many years. Th e American 
Psychological Association said many years ago that it takes 11 positive 
comments to counteract the eff ects of 1 negative comment. So keep 
in mind that you have to tell them they don’t deserve to be treated 
like this many, many times given how many times they have been told 
they do deserve to be treated badly!

Th ere is help available.
Few other messages are as important today for those caught in 

the web of family violence and relationship abuse. Not only do many 
victims become isolated and hopeless, but many do not realize how 
much help is available. Th ousands of community organizations and 
caring professionals exist to deal with the aftermath of family vio-
lence. Specialists abound. Police offi  cers and prosecutors are special-
izing in family violence intervention. Advocates and attorneys are 
specially trained to meet the needs of family violence victims. Doc-
tors, nurses, therapists, teachers, and even many judges now have sig-
nifi cant knowledge and training about issues related to abuse in the 
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home. Pastors, priests, and rabbis are becoming educated and avail-
able to help. 

Th ere is help available and everyone should be able to deliver that 
message. Simply off ering victims the phone number for the National 
Domestic Violence Hotline gives them a sense of the help available: 
(800) 799-SAFE. Memorize it! Th en be prepared to off er it to anyone 
in need. Virtually every community also has a local hotline that you 
can fi nd in the phone book. You can obtain brochures from the lo-
cal domestic violence shelter and distribute them in your business, 
school, or place of worship.15 Today, in many communities as well 
you can contact your Family Justice Center and ask for posters or 
other materials to distribute.16

I am here for you no matter what.
Now the platitudes about loving our neighbor and caring for our 

fellow man end. Now the moment of truth arrives. If we are going to 
engage in the high calling of caring about the abused and terrorized in 
homes everywhere, we need to be there for them. We need to deliver 
the statements here with passion and commitment even if victims 
choose to return to the abusive situation over and over. When we 
come in contact with a friend or loved one in need, and off er help and 
they do not accept it, what are we going to do? When we explain the 
conduct they are tolerating is a crime and they return to their criminal 
abuser anyway, what are we going to do? When they tell us to “butt 
out,” what are we going to do?

Th e right answer for those who want to do the right thing is to 
deliver this simple message: I am here for you no matter what and 
whenever you want my help. Th ere should be no judgment. Th ere 
should be no ultimatums. Th ere should be no emotional or fi nancial 
manipulation. Th ere should be no victim blaming. Th e research tells 
us that many victims of family violence leave fi ve to seven times be-
fore they leave for the last time. 

Victims are emotionally invested in the abusive relationship. Th ey 
believe they can change their partners. Th ey believe love can conquer 
all and that their love can transform evil to good. Th ey are fi nancially 
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committed to the abusive relationship. Th ey, like all of us, want to 
make their relationship work. Th ey don’t want to give up. Th ey want 
an intact family. Th ey want the violence to stop. Th ey want their part-
ner to get help. But they may not accept the help of outsiders initially. 
Th ey may leave and return. Th ey may get angry when others try to 
intervene. Th ey may even view interveners as the enemy. But we must 
remain available for that moment when they are ready for help. We 
must remain ready no matter how many times it takes and no matter 
how many times we have to off er the same words of encouragement.

CONCLUSION

We must overcome our bias against victims of family violence, 
our unwillingness to deal with them and our tendencies to blame 
them. And we need to show them respect and honor before we try to 
help them.

If you have read the Introduction and now Chapter 1, you are 
defi nitely ready to help change the world! We only need to add one 
more piece to this before we get into the “meat” of the co-located ser-
vices concept. Th e next chapter focuses on the history of the domestic 
violence movement and is critical to successful Centers in the future 
because it recognizes where Family Justice Centers came from and 
what has happened in the history of the domestic violence movement 
that has produced our dream for providing more and more services 
under one roof. 

Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1386



We Mus t  Hono r  and  Re spe c t ,  T hen  We  Can  He l p 17

NOTES

1 Th e largest studies done at the Nampa Family Justice Center (Nampa, ID) 
and at the San Diego Family Justice Center (San Diego, CA) confi rm what is 
simple common sense. If we all work together in one place, victims feel more 
supported , feel safer (and are safer), and feel more able to handle their lives and 
the issues in their lives surrounding violence. (See www.familyjusticecenter.
org/ResourceLibrary for more information on the outcome studies that have 
been done. Join as a Member and then go to Outcome Data).

2 Eleanor Lyon, Shannon Lane, Anne Menard, “Meeting Survivors’ Needs: A 
Multi-State Study of Domestic Violence Shelter Experiences,” (2008). To view 
a copy of the full report, go to: http://new.vawnet.org/Assoc_Files_VAWnet/
MeetingSurvivorsNeeds-FullReport.pdf. 

3 Elaine Weiss, Family and Friends Guide to Domestic Violence, Volcano Press, 
Volcano, CA, 2003.

4 Del Martin, Battered Wives. Volcano Press. Volcano, California, 1976.
5 Susan Schecter, Women and Male Violence: Th e Visions and Struggles of the Bat-

tered Women’s Movement, South End Press, 1982, p.23-24.
6 Id.
7 Gavin DeBecker, Th e Gift of Fear, Little, Brown and Co., Boston, 1997.
8 Dr. Jacquelyn Campbell’s research at Johns Hopkins University and the com-

pilation of research that has helped shape the Danger Assessment Tool (www.
dangerassessment.com) used to evaluate the risk of lethality in domestic vio-
lence cases has consistently demonstrated that 70-75% of all women who are 
victims of domestic violence homicide were leaving or attempting to leave the 
relationship at the time of their death.

9 M. Mahoney, “Legal Images of Battered Women: Redefi ning the Issue of Sepa-
ration,” Michigan Law Review 30, 1991, 97-102. 

J. Ptacek, “Th e Tactics of Men Who Batter: Testimony From Women 
Seeking Restraining Orders,” in A. Cardarelli (Ed.), Violence Between Intimate 
Partners: Patterns, Causes and Eff ects, Allyn and Bacon, Boston, 1997, pp. 104-
23.

10 M. Wilson and M. Daly, “Spousal Homicide Risk and Estrangement,” Violence 
and Victims, 1993, 9: 3-16.

11 Ola W. Barnett and Alyce D. La Violette. It Could Happen to Anyone: Why Bat-
tered Women Stay, Sage Publications, Th ousand Oaks, CA, 1993, p. 48.

12 Ibid, p. 48-9.
13 Ibid.
14 H. Eigenberg, “Woman Battering in the United States: Till Death Do Us Part,” 

Chapter Th ree, Explaining Battering Waveland Press, Inc., Long Grove, IL, 
2001, p. 134.

15 A Community Checklist: Important Steps To End Violence Against Women, United 
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States Department of Justice, Advisory Council on Violence Against Women, 
1995.

16 Go to www.familyjusticecenter.org to see a listing of all operating or develop-
ing Family Justice Centers or similar co-located, multi-agency service centers 
in the United States.
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California AB 2475 To Strip Immunity from Custody Evaluators
Posted By Chris on May 5, 2010 | 18 Comments

California Assembly Representative Jim Beall is back with another attempt to shut down
destructive use of child custody evaluations. This new Assembly Bill 2475 has grown out of
his failure in 2009 to pass his Assembly Bill 612 that wrongly aimed to ban discussion of
parental alienation in family law courts. This time around, AB 2475 is on more solid ground as
it aims to strip quasi-judicial immunity from private family court appointed experts such as
psychological and custody evaluators. This would provide a legal fallback for civil suits for
egregious cases of misconduct by these professionals.

Failed AB 612 from 2009

Last year, Jim Beall wanted to outlaw the discussion of parental alienation in family law
cases. We and many other organizations that support shared parenting and protecting
children from abuse and neglect vehemently opposed the AB 612 legislation he introduced.
AB 612 was nothing but whitewashing of emotional child abuse to enable abusers to get
away with hurting children and in many cases rewarding them for doing so. That bill, AB 612,
was gutted by legislators who understood that parental alienation is a real phenomenon.
Beall later withdrew the bill.

Parental alienation is hurting many children, particularly those whose parents have engaged
in a high-conflict divorce or parents who have personality disorders and are prone to
badmouthing and access blocking against the other parent. While a certain level of animosity
is not unusual in divorces, these alienating parents are typically so self-involved with their
hatred and desire for vengeance or punishment of the other parent that they do not care
about the damage being done to the children.

We’ve discussed parental alienation in many past articles. One that bears repeating is
Parental Alienation Book For Middle School Kids: “I Don’t Want to Choose!” [1] and the
research conducted by the book’s author, Dr. Amy Baker, which has found long-term damage
in adults who experienced parental alienation as children:

(from Parental Alienation Book For Middle School Kids: “I Don’t Want to Choose!”
[1])

Alienated children frequently are psychologically damaged in long-term ways.
They often develop depression, substance abuse problems, eating disorders,
and even manipulative behavior patterns similar to their alienating parents.
Some compare growing up with an alienating parent as being kidnapped and
brainwashed. Of her 40 research subjects covered in Adult Children of Parental
Alienation Syndrome: Breaking the Ties That Bind [2] , some notable statistics
are:

70% suffered from depression
58% were divorced
Half of the 28 who had children are estranged from their own children
35% developed problems with drugs and alcohol

The organizations that backed AB 612 largely consisted of groups that mistakenly believe
that parental alienation is only brought up as an issue by abusive parents. This is clearly not
substantiated by the experience of children and mental health professionals. Groups such as
the National Organization of Women and others with seemingly neutral names like California
Protective Parents Association backed the pro-child-abuse AB 612. They were doing a great
disservice to California’s children. They also cast doubt on their true motives of protecting
children from abuse when they advocate for ignoring a major class of emotional abuse that
severely damages the long-term mental health of children even into adulthood.

Recommend Send 17 people recommend this. Be the first of your friends.
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Where AB 612 went far wrong is the blanket assumption that parental alienation never
occurs and that there is not “scientific evidence” to support it. The agenda for AB 612 was to
shut down custody and psychological evaluators and courts for discussing this abuse
because some of them have mistakenly handled parental alienation claims that may have
been cover-ups for actual abuse by the disliked parent. While this sometimes does occur, we
strongly suspect that many of the parents who backed AB 612 are in fact parental alienators
with personality disorders who cannot accept that they must stop involving their children in
their conflict and have been severely restricted from seeing their children.

Nobody who is truly objective would claim parental alienation is not real or that it seldom
occurs. This is at least part of the reason why so much of the family law system lined up to
oppose AB 612. Sadly, I personally believe that greed and corruption may have been a larger
reason they opposed it. Lawyers, judges, and custody evaluators make a lot of money on
driving conflict and involving expensive experts. Still, even if many of them had poor reasons
for opposing AB 612, that does not in itself invalidate the other criticisms of AB 612.

AB 2475 History

Beall’s latest family law bill was originally introduced on February 19, 2010, with provisions
for the State of California to create a child welfare services function to assure that children
will be free from child abuse and neglect. While that is a reasonable goal, it is vague and
ambiguous, especially as it overlaps with existing functions. The bill was essentially
meaningless. Frankly, having looked at two of Beall’s attempts to craft legislation (AB 612
and AB 2475), I am very skeptical of his ability to write legislation. However, what seems to
happen with Beall’s bills is that more competent legislators become involved and they
change drastically.

As revised on April 8, 2010, [3] the entire focus of the bill was changed to concentrate on the
family law child custody determination process and removing quasi-judicial immunity from the
experts used in this process.

The April 8 revision stripped quasi-judicial immunity from professionals hired under court
orders including mediators, evaluators, mediators and others engaged in ADR (alternative
dispute resolution).

Many of these people do not disclose anything about the negotiations other than their
success or failure to reach an agreement. As such, they had a seemingly valid point that they
are not responsible for misleading courts to take actions against parents because they never
submit any report or input to the court aside from a simple non-judgmental statement of
whether an agreement was reached or not. The mediators were able to convince legislature
members to modify AB 2475 so that it will not apply to their work. The latest version, as of
April 28, [4] limits its applicability to parties that issue reports or findings to be used by the
court.

Unfortunately, in the process, liability for social workers was also removed. This is a mistake.
Social workers in the employ of the state have a well-established track record of bias,
perjury, violation of law, cover-up of child abuse, and spreading false allegations of child
abuse. As stated by the San Diego County Grand Jury based upon repeated investigations of
misconduct by San Diego CPS social workers, social workers should not have immunity as
they clearly abuse their power and have done so for years. In 1992, the San Diego County
Grand Jury advised legislators that it had observed a pattern of abuse of power, perjury,
bias, coercive threats, lying to parents and about parents, and sacrificing the well-being of
children because of their own personal agendas. The Grand Jury did not believe these
problems could be corrected without stripping social workers of immunity. Please see our
previous article San Diego County Grand Jury Letter Regarding CPS Abuses [5] for more
information. Based upon the experiences we have heard and seen of San Diego CPS in more
recent years, stripping social workers of immunity is still a necessary step.

Additionally, requirements for the state auditor to monitor family court compliance with the
law are spelled out but the detail is insufficient to understand what is required. It is clear
that the family courts are unable to police themselves and many of their judges are
incompetent, biased, corrupt, and are harming families and severely hurting public confidence
in the courts. As such, there does need to be a means to police the courts. Unfortunately, AB
2475 does not spell out enough details.
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My suggestion is that the legislation be modified to spell out in more detail the intent of the
auditing mechanism. A basic idea that seems to have merit is to create a feedback form for
every family law litigant to rate the performance of the court employees, particularly the
judges but also reporters, clerks, bailiffs, and others, as they experienced them in their
cases. Collect the statistics and every six months publish a court employee performance list
by categories (judge, clerk, reporter, bailiff, etc.) with the top rated names being those with
highest satisfaction ratings and the bottom rated names the ones with the lowest
satisfaction ratings. Further auditing effort should be focused on the bottom 10% of each
employee category in the state and the bottom 10% of each category in each county. The
state should determine the likely causes for the problems (poor local court rules, lack of
training, misconduct, lack of funding, etc.) and move to correct problems via rule changes,
disciplinary action, prosecution, budget reallocation, or legislation as needed. While getting
rid of the bottom few percent of bad court employees each year won’t get drastic results
overnight, it will be a major incentive for those who want to continue to work in the field to
shape up or get out.

As it stands today, there is no real accountability for judges nor for most court employees.
The vast majority of judges run for election without challengers. The public has no report
card for judges. The result is the public continues to re-elect drunk drivers with repeated
judicial disciplinary actions like Judge Lisa Schall of San Diego [6].

AB 2475 is flawed legislation in that is does not really address core issues such as default
50/50 parenting and provisions for mental health professionals involved in cases with
alleged abuse, alienation, or mental illness to have adequate training and legislatively
protected access to the information they need to do their jobs.

As flawed as AB 2475 is, it is still better than the status quo. Currently there is little
remedy for parents and children who are harmed by incompetent, biased, dishonest, or
greedy custody and psychological evaluators. Evaluators as a group will not suddenly
become victims of mentally ill parents bent on revenge as the civil courts do function with a
higher evidentiary standard and more rational behaviors than family law courts. But those
evaluators who repeatedly engage in dishonest and harmful activities will probably find
themselves sued out of practice. This is as it should be. Evaluators such as Stephen Doyne of
San Diego [7] amply deserve that fate.

I’m not alone in my assessment that AB 2475 should pass. California Coalition for Families
and Children and its members have written to Assembly Member Mike Feuer, Chair of the
California State Assembly Judiciary Committee, in support of AB 2475 [8]. I’d encourage you
to read their letter as they come at the issue from a quite different angle than I do, yet still
reach the conclusion that the legislation is worth their support.

While CCFC is certainly a very gender-neutral group, even gender-centric groups are
supporting AB 2475. It is my understanding that even some of the mother-biased groups
which I have heavily criticized for supporting AB 612 also support AB 2475. When you see
parties from such divergent viewpoints backing the same legislation, it tends to add further
legitimacy to their support.

AB 2475 Is Just A Start for Family Court Reform

The most serious problem with AB 2475 is that it doesn’t do anything to fix the most common
problems in family courts, it just provides a fallback to go to civil court to deal with egregious
violations of professional conduct standards. There is nothing wrong with having such a
fallback. Although there is tremendous room for improvement in AB 2475, even if it doesn’t
change a bit I do think it should be passed if only to provide some fallback handling for
egregious misconduct.

However, I am deeply concerned that the legislature may be duped into thinking they have
done something significant when in fact AB 2475 really deals only with extreme professional
misconduct cases and does nothing at all to deal with the far more prevalent forms of family
law abuse being inflicted upon California’s families.

Family law courts today put a huge financial drain on families. They turn parents with six-
figure incomes and good credit histories into bankruptcy candidates. They turn intelligent and
happy children into sad children who will do poorly in school and suffer mental health
problems for decades. Yet despite these bad outcomes, the courts seem both unwilling and
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unable to do anything to correct the destruction they inflict.

Courts Abuse Children and Parents Via Extremism

As a common example of abuse inflicted by the courts, consider cases involving personality
disordered parental alienators. These cases account for a large percentage of the high-
conflict cases which rack up massive legal fees over many years as the family is blasted into
financial and emotional oblivion. The courts often initially fail to act sufficiently and encourage
conflict as one parent tries everything possible to get sole custody of the children. When the
courts do finally “get it” that there is an alienator involved, then they often go to the other
extreme and inflict even more damage as a result. When the courts finally get around to
acting, generally far too late to prevent massive damage from being done, it is common to
almost eliminate parental alienators from their children’s lives as a sort of retaliation. Yet
stripping them of time with their children is a form of court-enacted parental alienation and is
likely to hurt the children, too.

Our view is that the tool of psychology can be valuable in family conflicts, but that in today’s
family law courts it is frequently misused by incompetent judges. These judges lack any real
understanding of psychology, fail to do their jobs to understand the cases in front of them,
and are lazy, vindictive, and tend to be incapable of implementing workable plans for keeping
children in touch with both parents, preventing further arguments, and resolving existing
conflicts over time.

Such judges tend to resort to extreme “solutions” to conflicts that create even more conflict.
For instance, they often fail to put into place any means to ensure compliance with court
orders and avert more conflict when there are already strong indications that a case is high-
conflict due to abuse and domestic violence allegations, often ones that do not appear
plausible. The result is that the aggressive and often alienating parent believes they must
continue to assault the target and the target parent is terrified and trying to find ways to
defend himself or herself, sometimes picking means that a judge who does not understand
the case cannot understand at all because they have not been in the middle of the conflict
with police and CPS coming after them over false abuse allegations.

At the other extreme, the court may retaliate against a conflict-prone parent by allowing that
parent only a few hours per week of time with the kids and all of it under expensive and
uncomfortable supervised visitation conditions. It’s important to note that they do this to
safe and healthy parents, too, often at the request of alienating parents. Any parent treated
like this is going to be furious, especially if they believe it is not warranted and their children
and they are being harmed significantly. Alienators already tend to be experts at creating
and perpetuating conflict, yet treating them like this simply increases their motivation to
create even more conflict.

Many of these alienators are the victims of child abuse and mental health problems. They
need help. Instead, they are being re-victimized by a whole new set of abusers, this time
abusers wearing black robes and putting fancy initial such as Ph.D. after their names rather
than the personality disordered, drug addicted, or criminal parents who abused them as
kids.

Kids can be helped to deal with alienating parents and maintain relationships with both their
parents when psychology is used appropriately and parenting plans are implemented to
ensure the kids have both substantial access to both of their parents and competent allies
to help them deal with the war between their parents. Target parents also need to have the
support of neutral parties who understand how to gain compliance with the plan and to keep
them out of the line of fire. The alienating parents need therapists who really are in touch
with what is happening, hear it from multiple angles and not just from the alienating parent,
and can help resolve disputes before they become major conflicts.

However, the courts usually fail to implement reasonable parenting plans and therapy orders
that will ensure the kids do not miss out with one of their parents and the family is getting
competent and informed therapy. They also tend to totally fail to put boundaries on the
destructive behaviors of alienators and abusers. It is common for the courts to do absolutely
nothing to punish for perjury and contempt of court. Some particularly incompetent judges
even go so far as to help the perjurers continue to perjure by refusing to admit evidence
that shows perjury, restricting activities such as photography and recording that have
yielded evidence of the perjury, and berating the party who uncovered the perjury. This
sends a very clear message to the perjurer that not only is perjury rewarded, but the courtCal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
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wants it to continue and will punish the party who is trying to expose it.

You might wonder why this craziness happens. I believe that it is because the family law
courts are intellectually crippled by their inability to see family conflicts as anything other
than an adversarial processes with winners and losers. Because of this, they insist on
creating losers. It’s intrinsic to the very language used through the family court system —
plaintiff vs. defendant, custodial parent vs. noncustodial parent, and even the use of
“versus” in case names. Every time they create a loser, they make the children losers, too.
Some would argue that even the “winning” parent becomes a loser, too, as all of this
litigation is hugely expensive and emotionally draining and raising children all by one’s self is
not an easy task. It would be far better to avoid the litigation and have a second parent
involved in some fashion.

The court system was designed around warfare inside of families that will remain in contact
with each other for lifetimes. It was built around adversaries who probably will avoid each
other after coming into conflict. At the time the basic principles of government and law of the
United States were formulated, the idea of divorce and that two parents would go to war
with each other over children was likely not even remotely considered. The legal conflicts of
the day had to do with criminal matters and business disputes, not with parents and
children. Divorce was for all practical purposes nonexistent.

A lawsuit over a contract dispute, medical malpractice, employment discrimination, fraud, or a
criminal case all involve parties that will in all likelihood do their utmost to avoid ever having
anything to do with each other again unless they can voluntarily bury the hatchet and reach
an out-of-court settlement. That last case is often what you see happen in business
disputes, but it seldom happens in family law cases in which allegations of abuse and
alienation are being brandished as weapons.

Family law judges as a group do not have the training, tools, experience, knowledge, or
even the basic attitude necessary to deal with these difficult cases. So just like the carpenter
with only a hammer who tries to hammer everything in sight, screws included, they try to
smash and crush every dispute with their judicial hammers. In the process, they create even
more animosity and harm. And they do it to parties that are going to have to deal with each
other for lifetimes. They turn arguments that could have been contained into outright
warfare that can even result in murder and suicide. If they really wanted to protect the “best
interests of the children”, they would be working diligently to eliminate themselves and their
adversarial system from the way divorces are handled.

Proper Use Of Psychology In Child Custody Conflicts

Family law judges are misusing psychology in their cases. Rather than psychology being used
as a tool of understanding and learning to prevent harm and repair damage over the long-
term, they are trying to use it as a means to pick winners or losers because they are so
caught up in their adversarial mindset. While some of the psychologists who play into this
destructive court process certainly deserve bad reputations, overall what is happening is
that psychology is getting a bad reputation that is undeserved. Consequently, you see
attempts to pass misguided legislation like AB 612 springing up in response.

Alienators tend to have personality disorders and are typically very persuasive in their
campaigns to portray themselves and the children as victims of all sorts of abuse by the
other parent, most of which never occurred or which is being highly distorted. Therapists of
alienators, lacking input from therapists interacting with the children and the other parent,
are easily snowed by many of these people and thereby become part of the problem. They
may be recruited to report the target parent for child abuse and domestic violence and
create even more conflict and harm for the children. Therapists who do not well understand
personality disorders and parental alienation have no business in marriage and family
therapy or therapy for kids or parents going through a divorce.

However, even when a therapist is qualified, the lack of information coming from multiple
viewpoints combined with laws that impeded sharing of information necessary to effect
treatment for the children and parents creates a potential disaster. The courts fail to address
this problem and simply set up abusive and alienating parents like these with support
systems in the form of therapists who are operating in the blind. Such therapists are often
hearing only lies and distortions and thereby help an abusive parent to commit more abuse
and alienation as that is what they know how to do and will continue to do until they are
forced to confront reality and learn to stop their destructive behaviors. The therapists cannotCal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
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force them to confront reality when the therapists do not even know what it is.

AB 2475 Should Pass, But Far More Changes Are Needed

The bottom line from the above discussion is that the mechanisms to deal with egregious
court expert misconduct provided by AB 2475 are needed and the bill should pass for that
reason. However, the family law courts are so seriously flawed that it will take far more
legislation to fix the mess than AB 2475.

The legislature should not rest on its laurels. If reform is not pursued vigorously, there is a
growing chance that the public’s confidence in the courts will fall so far that they will begin to
deal with the worst of the judges and courts by means that may be far more troublesome
than legislative reform.

Many of these parents have had their children taken away from them and their lives
destroyed by the broken family law courts with the judges and their friends laughing all the
way to the bank. This abomination cannot continue for long before there are more parents
like San Diego father Derrick Miller committing suicide outside a family law court [9] or going
after the parties they see as responsible for the damage they have endured. It would be
very sad if it requires a trail of corpses, be it corpses of parents, children, judges, or others,
to motivate the legislature to get on with fixing the disaster.

Further Reading

Eileen Lasher on San Diego CPS/Family Law Court Misconduct [10]

Stephen Doyne and San Diego Family Law Courts Under Fire [7]

San Diego County Grand Jury Cites Further CPS Misconduct [11]

San Diego County Grand Jury Letter Regarding CPS Abuses [5]

More Debate Over California AB 612 Parental Alienation Bill [12]

Beall’s Attempt to Support Child Abuse is Defanged [13]

California Democrat Jim Beall Supports Child Abuse [14]

CCFC Letter In Support of AB 2475 [8]

18 Comments To "California AB 2475 To Strip Immunity from Custody
Evaluators"

#1 Comment By Miguel Salazar On May 7, 2010 @ 8:56 pm

This bill should pass as many of the court evaulators are robbing parents of all of their
money. They make fictious reports that harm children. Evaluators such as Joanne Feigin in
Los Angeles County has single handedly ruined the lives of hundreds of children. In order to
amplify her income, she routinely recommended custody to the known abusive parent. Two
siblings were fortunate to be able to go back to their mother but it was only after their
abusive father’s death from cirrhosis of the liver that they were able to live in safety. These
children are adults now but they still bear the emotional scars of being forced to live with
their abusive alcoholic father.

#2 Comment By momfour justice On June 8, 2010 @ 2:01 pm
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Joanne sounds like Dana Iscoff in SF who is harrassing and bullies female cllients. She brings
forth allegations not based on facts, but nonsense theories she develops on day one or by
listening to the abusive ex. Facts and forensics versus women hating would take her much
further.

#3 Comment By Mirko Vojnovic On October 1, 2010 @ 4:47 pm

Excellent article Chris. Kudos! 

It perfectly outlines the effects and underlying causes of the “high conflict” nature of the
divorces.

Based on my experience the most important element is that there is no real deterrent for
people who lie and misguide courts (litigants, evaluators, mediators and attorneys). Until
there is no accountability for perjurious misconduct this sad state of the affairs will continue.

#4 Comment By Justice Seeker On October 6, 2010 @ 1:33 am

[15]

How do you know about Joanne Feigin? We need all the ammo we can gather to discredit
her. She wants to award custody of our toddler grand child to my daughter’s abusive ex-
boyfriend.

#5 Comment By L. Shadow On October 6, 2010 @ 2:55 am

[15]

I don’t question your assertions, but am wondering how she makes money (beyond the
evaluation) by knowingly placing children with the abusive parent. Please elaborate. I’ve met
this woman, and was not impressed by her lack of professionalism. I wondered if she wasn’t
a bit sinister, frankly. Reading your post has renewed that odd feeling. Any comments are
appreciated. Thank you.

#6 Comment By Nila M. Fordyce On December 4, 2010 @ 9:01 pm

The court system in California (laws, attorneys, evaluators, and bad novice judges). They are
all destroying children’s lives and perfectly good fathers. Children’s future’s are at stake and
nobody cares. Have you ever heard the screams of a child that wants her father. It is heart-
wrenching!

But, nothing can be done now – the child is 3200 miles away with her mother an boyfriend. (
who by the way, has two ex-wives and two sets of children)

The very narcissistic mother in this case who has no family values or remorse told the courts
the reason for the move was she thought she would have a better life in Wilmington, NC.
And the father had an erractic work schedule because he is in the film business. I guess
everyone fails to realize you have to work to put food on table and etc… And by the way was
doing very well. However, the judge failed to take in consideration that the boyfriend is in
the film business too. And works in Atlanta, Ga.

The good father was the parent, that was getting the child in outside activities, church and
pretty much taking over on the weekends. Not the mother – she had a hard time dealing
with the child for certain lengths of time. The child has ADHD. She could not make decisions
for herself without asking her parents or the father — or she would just not say a word.

The whole system was based on what was in the best interest of the mother, not the child!
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This is unconscionable – it’s irreparable. And nobody cares, it’s all about dragging the
situation out – money!! You have a system full of bad attorneys, bad evaluators and very
novice biased judges-by the way, never been in Family Law before (3mos.). He was an ex-
land development attorney.

Please, what is wrong with this picture. It does not take a Rocket Scientist to figure out how
egregious this system is and the way it is implemented.

The true tragedy here, is the child losing her father because the novice and lying evaluator
reccommended the move. He did not know the correct move away law and then stood up in
court and just flat out lied through his teeth. The child is still screaming after 4 months of
losing her daddy for no reason. I can’t imagine being brought up without a father. My father
is my hero still at 87 years old.

No child is better off without both parents in the same city. Divorce is hard enough for God
Sakes.

This places life long damage to the childs growth and well being. She will grow up to hate
her mother and father both.

nila

#7 Comment By Buddy George On December 16, 2010 @ 3:31 pm

A matter that needs investigated
On case#VA107160
People Vs buddy lee George 
Los Angeles superior court norwalk California division S
Judge the Honorable Roger Ito
Los Angeles county district attorney Kang. 
A case that can be proved as unconstitutional due to the following
1.) I was denied my due process rights. 
2.) the district attorney had me charged with prison priors and strikes that I did not have
and it was not until after the verdict did she admit her mistakes. 
3.) I was denied to confront witnesses I supoened 5 officers and only one showed up. 
4.) the only witness that showed up was detective hakala from Whittier police department
he was the lead detective and expert witness. 
5.) there was bias with the processing of evidence he used his own lab. 
6.) he lied under oath by saying he removed the drugs before the pre search video because
he had a dog. 
7.) the evidence in the case had been destroyed before the trial
Evidence was destroyed 5-29-09
The verdict was read on 8-15-09
8.) henry salcidos law firm that represented me right before the trial caused a conflict of
interest by violating attorney client privilege by having a meeting with the city of la mirada
without my permission nor knowledge were he discussed my case were he was convinced by
the city saying I should take a deal under the condition I move out of la mirada when I get
out of prison. 
9.) Henry salcido also told me at one point he didn’t care If I was innocent or guilty I should
take a deal. 
10.) he also told me at one point he was best friends with steve Cooley and if I gave him
$180.000 and sign over the deed to our home he could make the case disappear. 
11.) their was two retired district attorneys that were working for Henry salcidos law firm
that were also over familiar with sheriffs and narcotics department that were involved in my
case. 
12.) through the whole case the la mirada mayor and council members had law enforcement
harassing me their was about 300 or more calls made to law enforcement with the intent to
have me harassed 
13.) I can also prove false imprisonment. 
14.) I was charged with possession for sales when no drugs were ever found to be in my
possessing neither was any money ever recovered and according to the detective he found
$13 dollars worth of drugs in our home all together in separate bags and only one had been
tested the second one was never tested. 
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15.) it was unconstitutional for detective hakala to target me when their was 5 occupants
living in our home at the time. 
16.) the search warrant he used to get in our home the day he supposedly found the drugs
was stamped denied. 
17.) the second search warrant had a type -o- error and the name on the search warrant
was Walter Eugene Farris a guy that I don’t know and neither did any one els that lived in
our home and he had never been in our home. 
18.)The attorney that represented me during the trial had not been given enough to to
familiarize her self with my case the judge refused to give her time to overlook the case.
19.) after we picked the jurors one of the jurors was prejudice he said no matter what he
would find me guilty because he hates drug dealers the judge still allowed juror # 19 to
hang out with all the other jurors until he was replaced. 
The following needs to be investigated
1.) violation of due process rights
2.) my state and federal rights were violated. 
3.) false imprisonment
4.) harassment 
5.) negligent
6.) malpractice
7.) wrongful conviction
8.) officer misconduct
9.) judicial misconduct
10.) cruel and unusual punishment. Email below evidence when the evidence had been
destroyed a email from detective hakala to district attorney kang. 
11.) the city of la mirada offered to buy our home at cost saying under the condition I
couldn’t live in la mirada nor Whittier. 
12.)la mirada law enforcement was raiding our home practically daily. 
13.) before this case started detective jerry Reyes told me as he handed me his card with his
hand writing on it that if I dident help him he would screw me.
14.) detective hakala and district attorney kang kept inflicting lies on the jury. 
15.) I was not on probation or parole when this case started. 
16.) our car had also been impounded 3 to 4 times every time officers said just tell us were
the drugs are we won’t impound the vehicle and every time I was honest by saying I don’t
have any drugs they impounded it any way. 
17.) detective hakala went through my confidential legal mail violating my constitutional
rights instead of using normal mail he used a 42 u.s.c 1983 to identify me as living here
during The trial mentioning a law suite involving Copley
18.) during the proceedings of the case no one had any idea I studied law I even
represented my self in the federal courts I studied criminal and civil for about five years
including 42 u.s.c $1983″s torts writs civic codes ethics even the CCR title 15 rules and
regulations. 
19.) I’m hoping to resolve this with out filing in the federal courts I’m exhausting all remedies
if the matter is not resolved then I’m given not much choice because I was wronged 
Sorry but this is frustrating I just want this matter looked into. 
20.) I can prove the following. 
1.)defamation of character. 
2.) false imprisonment. 
3.) negligence. 
4.) harassment. 
5.) malpractice. 
6.) wrongful conviction. 
7.) constitutional violations with my civil rights. 
8.) including $10.000 dollars of damage to our home. 
9.)reckless disregard.  
10.) coaxing
11.) including due process rights involved in a criminal court proceeding involving corruption. 
12.) the situation that escalated 
Into this case was a incident involving a parole officer mr verimontes he worked for la mirada
public safety and the Santa fe springs parole department in the year 2001
He was contracted by both at the same time their was a incident involved with are
daughters boy friend driving a vehicle in a irate speed going to autozone test driving a 1997
ford explorer some car was parked 3 ft out from the curb 
And some kids were playing in the middle of the street they moved out of the street as he
was driving up hill and swerved to miss the car when we got back a neighbor showed up
cussing and yelling in a violent manner as I got out of the passenger side he was trying to
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provoke me I asked him to calm down he told me fuck you I said I have kids and theirs no
need for this he stated bull I ignored him and went next door and eventually went to the
store with our cousin next door not knowing while we were gone the neighbor had called
the sheriffs by time I got home their was no law enforcement around but when I reported to
parole I was giving him the heads up about possible call made to law enforcement with our
address he asked did you have any police contact I stated no he said don’t worry about it
then that nite shows up with law enforcement to arrest me for driving with out a license I
was in jail double the normal time waiting for my bpt hearing mean while I hired a attorney
for ADA issues he had no idea that the attorney representing me at board had investigated
his wrong doing because he went to every neighbor showing first my whole criminal past
then mug shots asking if they seen me driving the attorney caught him lying under oath at
least 12 times the commissioner let me go home when I had got out mr verimontes told me
pack up your shit your moving back to Sacramento in such a irate manner to were other
people eventually had to get him he told me that if I appealed him he would get a petition
with our neighbors so I reported to parole in Sacramento and while I was there I filed a 602
inmate appeal demanding It to be exhausted so I could file a 42 u.s.c $1983 I charged him
with the following
1.) racial profiling 
2.) negligence
3.) harassment 
4.) deformation of character 
5.) false imprisonment 
6.) I filed to a copy of the bpt hearing tape only to find out it had been damaged 3 days after
the hearing when it was not suppose to be damaged for 120 days were I was entitled to a
copy of it only to be denied eventually the 602 complaint allowed me to come home after he
was involuntarily moved from both jobs. 
7.) the city mayor and council members had sheriffs going through any lengths to get me for
anything just to send me to prison also to force me to move from la mirada. 
8.) we had a 2002 ford explorer literally torn apart to the point it was not worth having the
interior completely destroyed. 
9.) our home was stalked by sheriffs to the point our kids moved out. 
10.) their are witnesses to two sheriff deputies named Morris and tousey that work for the
city of la mirada telling every drug addict that I am a kingpin and a drug dealer. 
11.) we even called the sheriffs about some one driving a car into our garage door they
showed no interest in the damage done to our home. 
12.) the sheriffs also known our home had been broken into and vandalized on numerous
occasions. 
13.) Morris and tousey also were telling people say his name you go free Morris and tousey
are Los Angeles county sheriffs. 
THIS ALL ADDS UP WASTEFUL
SPENDING

Buddy George – VA107160From: joanne alberry
View Contact To: LAURIE YTARTE —————–
————————————————————-
– Laurie,here is the email from the Detective 
telling the court that all the property was
destroyed. Sorry about all of it. Feel free to mail
me any payments you can at my office address
4229 Main St Suite 4 Riverside CA 92501 I will
let you know when I find an attorney who will
take on a governemtn entity. good luck to you
and Buddy,Joanne ———- Forwarded message
———-From: Date: Fri, Sep 25, 2009 at 7:23
AMSubject: Fw: Buddy George – VA107160To:
[16] Hi Joanne, Per our
conversation, here is the email from Detective
Hakala confirming that the evidence was
destroyed. I will request that our matter be taken
off calendar today. Thanks. ———————-
Forwarded by Miriam Kang/DAUsers/NLADA on
09/25/2009 07:22 AM ————————— To:
cc: Subject: RE: Buddy George – VA107160 I
contacted our central property and the items
seized in the Buddy George case (408-15814-
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0460-184) were dispoed on 05-29-09. Any other
questions just let me know. Eric ———————
———————————————————–
From: [17]

[mailto:MKang@da.lacounty.gov]Sent: Thu
9/24/2009 2:49 PMTo: Hakala, Eric J.Subject:
Buddy George – VA107160 Hi Detective Hakala,
Just as a reminder, please email me a letter
confirming that the the property booked into
evidence for this case has been disposed of and
the date of disposal. Thanks so much!
Sincerely,Miriam KangDeputy District
AttorneyTel: 562-807-7211 

#8 Pingback By Parental Alienation – Blog Composite « Public Lies On February 11, 2011 @
6:58 pm

[...] California AB 2475 To Strip Immunity from Custody Evaluators [...]

#9 Comment By Nila M. Fordyce On February 18, 2011 @ 8:24 pm

I just don’t understand why the California legal system or any other legal system allows
these evaluators or judges who are not experts on children-especially what’s in their best
interest to keep on doing what they’re doing. They truly need to a hire professional team of
Special Forces for the Family Law system and clean it out. Again they are rupturing the lives
of children and the loving bonds they have with their parents. All they are doing is filling their
pockets from defenseless people. I am finding out where ever you go to complain, there is
always some lame excuse why nothing can be done. I believe this is what you call politics.
What happened to Justice! Also, Dr. McCoy, just because a mother is a mother does not
mean they are the better parent or a good mother. Just because a Doctor is a Doctor, does
not mean he is a good one.
My father who is a Doctor (a good Doctor), told me this many years ago.

#10 Comment By Nila M. Fordyce On April 23, 2011 @ 12:45 pm

It truly is insidious that these so-called experts just continue to get away with their
egregious actions. And then they walk away thinking that justice has been done — smiling all
the way to the bank or to another injustice. But until we are able to hold them accountable
for their henious actions — nothing will change. And the system does not allow this — they
will protect their own. So, it is your responsibility to sue these people for wrong doing. But
after you have just finished a 2 year custody battle — then you’ve been placed with a huge
child support burden, it makes it very difficult if not impossible to implement this. Again, the
Family Legal System needs to hold these so-called experts accountable. This is so disgusting
– it is typical politics………..

#11 Comment By Anne On August 30, 2011 @ 7:25 pm

[18]

hi! can you please help me. custody case where my x’s attorney requested Feigin, I was not
able to get her off. Now report out and she believes all the allegations my x made and did
not look and all the abuse I went through and he has used my child in the case, blocking
contact and using him as his confident and friend to manipulate our child and others. How to
find out what organizations she’s in because it seems she favors dads no matter what.
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#12 Comment By sue On September 5, 2011 @ 1:45 am

[19] : [15] How do you know about Joanne Feigin? We need all the ammo we
can gather to discredit her. She wants to award custody of our toddler grand
child to my daughter’s abusive ex-boyfriend.

[19] : [15] How do you know about Joanne Feigin? We need all the ammo we
can gather to discredit her. She wants to award custody of our toddler grand
child to my daughter’s abusive ex-boyfriend.

#13 Comment By Zae Anne On November 3, 2011 @ 12:55 am

[20]

hello justice seeker@miguel salazar, I have some info. that she is unethical and bias in my
case. I would like to discuss with you, i have some ideas to make things known to the courts
and have her removed from the list.

#14 Comment By samara On March 6, 2012 @ 10:26 pm

can any one give me some ideas or information i have 2 little girls the 730 evaluation took
away from me ,and the system give to my husband 100% physical custody just cause my
husband is a police officer and knows how manipulate the system and get away with
everything , he lie after lie and the system belive him just for his status,he washbrain my
littleones and put them against me when he is the one who parental child abduct my girls in
the summer.is hard to prove when the judge only can see on one side the word of a police
officer who lie and the other side the word of just an ordinary mom.

#15 Comment By Rob On March 9, 2012 @ 1:49 am

Samara,

Maybe you can subpoena his police personnel file and find evidence of abusive and
dishonest conduct as a cop? It’s my experience that liars and abusers are often doing both
in more than just the family court venue.

Rob

#16 Comment By Zoe On May 12, 2012 @ 8:28 pm

[20]

RE: Fiegin, maybe we can all meet and organize to make a difference and get her off of the
court approved evaluators.. She’s feed by attorneys she attends the San fernando bar
association meeting regularly. AVOID THIS EVALUATOR WITH ALL COSTS DO NOT SIGN HER
PROTECTIVE STIPULATION. AVOID

#17 Comment By Mary On June 8, 2012 @ 7:12 pm

[15]

Many good points are made.
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My hard experience is there are parents who either
1. falsely accuse a parent of abuse
2. parents who KNOW there is abuse and don’t make up stories about it.

With the whole parental alienation thing – when a therapist comes into a family believing the
abusers tactic of PA – anything the ‘protective parent’ says or does gets construed as
alienation. Its a trap. I am in it. There is medically documented abuse, 3 custody evals in past
(no recognition of pas at all), and STILL court ordered therapists are honestly brain washed
by this theory.
Please people, read the Saunders Study – released April 2012 by the US Dept of Justice.
Accusations of parental alienation should NOT be credited when there is documented abuse.
It vilifies the protective parent, and worse, treatment for the child is halted and not
awknowledged – the child gets no support and the protective parent is forced to basically
alienate their own child after being abuse – to please court appointed therapists that they
are “co-parenting” with the abuser. Read some psychology. Read the Saunders report. It
does not work. There is a little common sense that could be thrown in here too.
Please – read Saunders – his goal is to educate the family law court system, all the court
appointed coparent counselors, family therapists, custody evaluators, GAL’s, and judges –
NEED MUCH TRAINING IN THE DYNAMICS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE by domestic violence
advocates (who work for almost free out of their love for kids) to adequately even begin to
address domestic violence/child abuse. Sorry – these ‘professionals’ at this pt in time, do
NOT have the maturity, or capacity to be diagnosing parental alienation. Its a cop out when
it comes to kids and women (or men) getting physically and emotionally harmed – there is no
excuse and we adults should not make excuses acceptable. Child abuse and domestic
violence is NOT acceptable – at least not in my world.

#18 Comment By Zoe A. On January 22, 2013 @ 6:59 pm

[20]

Justice seeker: please post contact information, I have news on your so called evaluator and
her ethics. I have evidence she works for attorneys that hire her, notice the volume of cases
and so all low rate, she pumps out her cases to get the dirty attorneys what they want.
Parents BE AWARE, DO NOT SIGN HER PROTECTIVE STIP, remove her if you can.
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[14] California Democrat Jim Beall Supports Child Abuse:
http://angiemedia.com/2009/05/07/california-democrat-jim-beall-supports-child-abuse/
[15] : #comment-12317
[16] : mailto:joannealberry@gmail.com
[17] : mailto:MKang@da.lacounty.gov
[18] : #comment-12534
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US Supreme Court Denies Richard Fine Appeal Stay Request
Posted By Rob on April 26, 2010 | No Comments

The US Supreme Court has denied issuing a stay to halt the imprisonment of jailed attorney
Richard Fine. Fine has been kept in Los Angeles County jail in solitary confinement by Sheriff
LeRoy Baca for more than 14 months due to orders of Judge David Yaffe, a judge who is
intent on silencing Fine by abusing contempt of court powers as he uncovered and widely
publicized the corruption of the Los Angeles courts and the illegal payments made by the
county to the judges there. The corruption has resulted in the county winning almost without
exception every lawsuit in which it has been involved since 2005.

In orders issued on April 26, 2010, the US Supreme Court declared:

(from US Supreme Court Orders of April 26, 2010 [1])

09A827 (09-1250) FINE, RICHARD I. V. BACA, SHERIFF, ET AL.

The application for stay addressed to Justice Ginsburg and referred to the Court
is denied.

US Supreme Court Now Clearly Supports Political Imprisonment

If you’ve been following this story, you should understand this is yet another indication that
the courts and governments of the United States and its states and localities are aligned
against the citizens to what might be a degree unprecedented in the history of the nation.
They will cover for each other at every turn just as the California legislature has done by
passing bill SBX211 to retroactively grant immunity to the county and judges for the illegal
payments. There is little reason to believe that the courts and government will comply with
the law when they see that doing so threatens their power, control, and incomes that are
often being made by violating the laws and abusing the civil and human rights of Americans.

April 26, 2010: The End of The Rule of Law In America

The video below was posted in September 2009, before Fine’s appeal reached the US
Supreme Court.

Recommend Send 17 people recommend this. Be the first of your friends.
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Volunteers Fight Court Corruption to Free Jailed Attorney

In it, Fine supporter Fred Sottile states that if the US Supreme Court doesn’t free political
prisoner Richard Fine then we will all know that the entire judicial system of the United
States is corrupt.

Ultimately, if the Supreme Court doesn’t do the right thing, if they support the
corrupt judges in the state here, in California, then we will know, with no
question about it, that the entire United States supports a judiciary and the law
that state that judges can just do whatever they want, any way they want, any
time they want, to anyone they want.

As Fred Sottile feared, the end of the rule of law in the United States of America has come to
pass.

It is now time for the citizens to take back their government and lives by any means
necessary as it is now clear no courts in this county will dare to stop the rising tide of
tyranny.

Further Reading

Richard Fine Prelude to Illegal Imprisonment for the Masses [2]

LA Protest to Free Political Prisoner Richard Fine on April 20 [3]

Corrupt Judge David Yaffe Jails Political Prisoner Richard Fine [4]

Citizens Launch Protests Against Court Corruption [5]

Application for Release Denied, Liberty Cried, New Judicial System Eyed [6]

Justice Ginsburg’s Everlasting Shame!! [7]

Ex-lawyer jailed 14 months, but not charged with a crime [8]

Complaint Filed Against Judge David Yaffe and Sheriff Lee Baca [9]
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US Supreme Court Denies Richard Fine Appeal Stay Request
Posted By Rob on April 26, 2010 | No Comments

The US Supreme Court has denied issuing a stay to halt the imprisonment of jailed attorney
Richard Fine. Fine has been kept in Los Angeles County jail in solitary confinement by Sheriff
LeRoy Baca for more than 14 months due to orders of Judge David Yaffe, a judge who is
intent on silencing Fine by abusing contempt of court powers as he uncovered and widely
publicized the corruption of the Los Angeles courts and the illegal payments made by the
county to the judges there. The corruption has resulted in the county winning almost without
exception every lawsuit in which it has been involved since 2005.

In orders issued on April 26, 2010, the US Supreme Court declared:

(from US Supreme Court Orders of April 26, 2010 [1])

09A827 (09-1250) FINE, RICHARD I. V. BACA, SHERIFF, ET AL.

The application for stay addressed to Justice Ginsburg and referred to the Court
is denied.

US Supreme Court Now Clearly Supports Political Imprisonment

If you’ve been following this story, you should understand this is yet another indication that
the courts and governments of the United States and its states and localities are aligned
against the citizens to what might be a degree unprecedented in the history of the nation.
They will cover for each other at every turn just as the California legislature has done by
passing bill SBX211 to retroactively grant immunity to the county and judges for the illegal
payments. There is little reason to believe that the courts and government will comply with
the law when they see that doing so threatens their power, control, and incomes that are
often being made by violating the laws and abusing the civil and human rights of Americans.

April 26, 2010: The End of The Rule of Law In America

The video below was posted in September 2009, before Fine’s appeal reached the US
Supreme Court.

Recommend Send 17 people recommend this. Be the first of your friends.
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Volunteers Fight Court Corruption to Free Jailed Attorney

In it, Fine supporter Fred Sottile states that if the US Supreme Court doesn’t free political
prisoner Richard Fine then we will all know that the entire judicial system of the United
States is corrupt.

Ultimately, if the Supreme Court doesn’t do the right thing, if they support the
corrupt judges in the state here, in California, then we will know, with no
question about it, that the entire United States supports a judiciary and the law
that state that judges can just do whatever they want, any way they want, any
time they want, to anyone they want.

As Fred Sottile feared, the end of the rule of law in the United States of America has come to
pass.

It is now time for the citizens to take back their government and lives by any means
necessary as it is now clear no courts in this county will dare to stop the rising tide of
tyranny.

Further Reading

Richard Fine Prelude to Illegal Imprisonment for the Masses [2]

LA Protest to Free Political Prisoner Richard Fine on April 20 [3]

Corrupt Judge David Yaffe Jails Political Prisoner Richard Fine [4]

Citizens Launch Protests Against Court Corruption [5]

Application for Release Denied, Liberty Cried, New Judicial System Eyed [6]

Justice Ginsburg’s Everlasting Shame!! [7]

Ex-lawyer jailed 14 months, but not charged with a crime [8]

Complaint Filed Against Judge David Yaffe and Sheriff Lee Baca [9]
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http://iposti.com/clients/axj/viewtopic.php?t=319&p=686#p686

Copyright © 2010 angiEmedia. All rights reserved.

Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1420



California Coalition for Families and Children, et al. vs. 
San Diego County Bar Association, et al,  

 
United States District Court, Southern District of California 

Exhibits to Complaint 
 

 

 

Exhibit 18 

Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1421



Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1422



Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1423



Cal. Coalition for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar Ass'n 
13 cv 1944 CAB BLM 

CCFC Master Exhs. P1424



California Coalition for Families and Children
Parents' and Children's Resource for Child Custody, Divorce, Family Law, and The U.S.
Constitution. Welcome!

TAGS
Cole Stuart, family court, lisa schall, lynn stuart, michael groch, stephen doyne

New Attorney, Evaluator, Mediator, Judge review
site on Google+

July 14, 2013
w (www.carpedicta.com)ww.carpedicta.com

Parents–join our partner Carpe Dicta at their new website http://www.carpedicta.com
(http://www.carpedicta.com), devoted to posting, commenting, and discussing family court problem
children.  They’ve already posted summaries of online reviews, contact information, election info., and
helpful tips in dealing with personalities involved.  You can learn about Dr. Stephen Doyne, Judge
Michael Groch, Judge Lorna Alksne, Sharon Blanchet, Lori Clark-Viviano, Dr. Lori Love, Jeffrey Fritz,
Marilyn Bierer, and Jan Goldsmith. Coming soon are even more of the despised names from the San
Diego divorce industry.  If this means you–you’re in luck!  But we hope you’ve been good because
you’re about to become famous. Forever.

From → Custody Mediators/Evaluators, Divorce, Parenting

One Comment 
1. Cole Stuart permalink

Reblogged this on Just Hetero.

Reply
Edit

Blog at WordPress.com. | The Titan Theme.
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No Forensic Background? No Problem

The "Forensic Consultant" certificate journalism grad student Leah Bartos received after watching 90 minutes of video instruction, taking a 100-question test and paying $495 to
the American College of Forensic Examiners International Inc. (Photo courtesy of PBS Frontline)

by Leah Bartos, Special to ProPublica, April 17, 2012, 10:30 a.m.

April 19: This story has been corrected [1].

This story was co-published with PBS Frontline [2].

This is how I -- a journalism graduate student with no background in forensics -- became certified as a “Forensic Consultant” by one of the
field’s largest professional groups.

One afternoon early last year, I punched in my credit card information, paid $495 to the American College of Forensic Examiners
International Inc. and registered for an online course.

After about 90 minutes of video instruction, I took an exam on the institute’s web site, answering 100multiple choice questions, aided by
several ACFEI study packets.

As soon as I finished the test, a screen popped up saying that I had passed, earning me an impressive-sounding credential that could help
establish my qualifications to be an expert witness in criminal and civil trials.

For another $50, ACFEI mailed me a white lab coat after sending my certificate.

For the last two years, ProPublica and PBS “Frontline,” in concert with other news organizations, have looked in-depth at death
investigation in America [3], finding a pervasive lack of national standards that begins in the autopsy room and ends in court.

Expert witnesses routinely sway trial verdicts with testimony about fingerprints, ballistics, hair and fiber analysis and more, but there are
no national standards to measure their competency or ensure that what they say is valid. A landmark 2009 report by the National
Academy of Sciences [4] called this lack of standards one of the most pressing problems facing the criminal justice system.

Over the last two decades, ACFEI has emerged as one of the largest forensic credentialing organizations in the country.

Among its members are top names in science and law, from Henry Lee, the renowned criminalist, to John Douglas, the former FBI profiler
and bestselling author. Dr. Cyril Wecht, a prominent forensic pathologist and frequent TV commentator on high-profile crimes, chairs the
group’s executive advisory board.

But ACFEI also has given its stamp of approval to far less celebrated characters. It welcomed Seymour Schlager, whose credentials were
mailed to the prison where he was incarcerated for attempted murder. Zoe D. Katz [5] – the name of a house cat enrolled by her owner in
2002 to show how easy it was to become certified by ACFEI -- was issued credentials, too. More recently, Dr. Steven Hayne [6], a
Mississippi pathologist whose testimony helped to convict two innocent men of murder, has used his ACFEI credential to bolster his status
as an expert witness.

Post Mortem
Death Investigation in America

Support ProPublica's award-winning investigative journalism with a tax-deductible donation. DONATE
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ACFEI founder Robert O'Block (Photo courtesy of PBS
Frontline)

Several former ACFEI employees call the group a mill designed to churn out and sell as many certificates as possible. They say applicants
receive cursory, if any, background checks and that virtually everyone passes the group’s certification exams as long as their payments
clear.

Some forensic professionals say the organization’s willingness to hand out credentials diminishes the integrity of the field.

“I am insulted by it,” said Dr. Victor Weedn, a forensic pathologist for Maryland’s chief medical examiner office and the vice president of the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences. “They seem like an organization that’s all about the money.”

Robert O’Block, ACFEI’s founder, vigilantly defends the group’s work, saying it has helped make forensics more accessible. He told
ProPublica and PBS “Frontline” that the ACFEI credentials are not designed to qualify experts in court and emphasized only a judge can
make that determination.

O’Block also said he’s been unfairly criticized by other professional groups that compete with ACFEI in certain regards, including the AAFS,
Weedn’s group.

“I have been fighting for 20 years for an open educational certification and accreditation in forensic examination,” O’Block wrote in an
email. “But they have painted me as the bad guy.”

* * *

The judges who must determine whether to qualify a witness as an expert face an alphabet’s soup of organizations with differing standards.
Some, like the American Board of Criminalistics, vet members extensively, requiring them to pass intensive board exams to demonstrate
their skills. Others, as noted in the NAS report, are far less stringent.

Experts in the field worry that inconsistent standards and training for forensic examiners can lead to miscarriages of justice — to the guilty
walking free and the innocent being locked up or worse.

“There are a lot of people practicing, but there’s no assurance that they have the requisite training and board certification to see if they do
have the skills to do the practical [work],” said Dr. Marcella Fierro, one of the NAS report’s authors and the former chief medical examiner
of Virginia.

Under state and federal rules of evidence, judges decide whether prospective expert witnesses can testify, but they sometimes rely heavily
on the titles and letters around someone’s name.

“Credentials are often appealing shortcuts,” Michigan circuit court judge Donald Shelton said. Fancy titles can have a disproportionate effect
on juries, he added. “Jurors have no way of knowing that this certifying body, whether it’s this one or any other one, exacts scientific
standards or is just a diploma mill.”

O’Block, 60, founded the organization that grew into ACFEI in Branson, Mo., in 1992, after
being rejected for membership by a credentialing organization for forensic handwriting
experts.

As chronicled in “United for Truth,” ACFEI’s self-published history, his goal was to create an
alternative group open to those with all levels of experience. “It didn’t matter that he, himself,
was not then one of the anointed handwriting experts,” the book says, “because he already
knew that he was an expert at making things happen.”

O’Block launched his first credentialing programs while teaching criminal justice at the College
of the Ozarks. Initially, the fledgling operation offered correspondence certifications in forensic
document examination and behavior profiling for $100 apiece.

Over time, the organization expanded its offerings, adding dozens of courses to certify
applicants in various aspects of forensics, from counseling to nursing to accounting. Applicants must become members of ACFEI to become
certified; on top of my course fee, I paid $165 in membership dues.

O’Block also founded related associations that offer credentials in other fields, including psychotherapy and integrative medicine. One, the
American Board for Certification in Homeland Security, attracted a powerful new client: the Defense Department. Since 2008, the U.S.
Navy has paid more than $8.5 million for sailors to obtain credentials in such specialties as “Disaster Preparedness” and “Sensitive Security
Information” through a program separate from the one for forensics.

Today, there are two entities that go by the ACFEI acronym — the original, which is a non-profit, and a related for-profit company called
the American College of Forensic Examiners Institute of Forensic Science. O’Block is president of both and, according to tax filings, received
total compensation of more than $430,000 in 2010.

ACFEI and its related entities have continued to expand under O’Block’s leadership, growing to about 20,000 members combined, despite
periodic controversies.
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ACFEI 's official spokesman Cyril Wecht (Photo
courtesy of PBS Frontline)

In 1998, when ACFEI proposed offering an online doctorate in forensic science, dozens of forensics professionals and educators wrote to the
Missouri Board of Higher Education to protest the plan. “The questions are suitable for a grade school child,” wrote one. ACFEI dropped its
application.

Then, in 2002, the story broke about the cat. O’Block remains vexed by what he calls a “stunt” orchestrated by a member of a competing
professional organization.

“First of all, ACFEI did not certify a cat…[It] certified a human being who used fraudulent credentials and called himself Dr. Katz,” O’Block
wrote in an email.

Since then, O’Block said, ACFEI has changed its verification process, requiring applicants to submit multiple professional references and be
placed on provisional status while their application is pending.

Two days after I passed the Certified Forensic Consultant exam, I received an email from ACFEI asking me for additional materials. I
emailed the group my references, a resume and a scanned copy of my college diploma. Less than an hour later, I received an email saying I
could start using my forensic consultant designation.

None of my references was contacted by the group.

According to a statement provided by ACFEI’s attorney, that step was deemed unnecessary in my case.

“Professional references are requested in the event questions arise concerning an applicant’s eligibility for the credentialing program in
which they are applying,” the statement said. “Since applicant clearly met the requirements for the Certified Forensic Consultant program,
professional references were not contacted.”

* * *

Among forensic professionals, there continues to be fierce debate over the quality of ACFEI’s courses -- and what being certified by the
group actually signifies.

ACFEI advertises itself as an educational institution and markets its certificates as building up holders’ value as witnesses in court. Expert
witnesses are typically paid for their testimony.

The page on its web site for the certification I obtained — Certified Forensic Consultant — says, “The CFC credential contributes to the
weight of an individual's testimony relating to qualifications, knowledge of the scope of the issues, the validity of the evidence presented,
application of specialized knowledge to the facts in the case, and the relevance of the evidence to the issues in the case.”

But both O’Block and Wecht, the group’s official spokesman, stressed that ACFEI certificates alone don’t make you an expert.

“It’s designed to make somebody feel good, to make them feel they’ve accomplished something, and I would hope they have,” Wecht said in
an interview. “Does it really qualify them to be the expert in a particular field? No.”

Wecht also dismissed the notion that the group’s use of “college” in its name could be
misleading. “That’s a play on words,” he said. “Nobody believes for one moment that it is a real
college.”

In an interview and an email, O’Block defended ACFEI’s credentialing programs by saying the
group held seven outside “accreditations and approvals.”

But ACFEI is not recognized as an accredited institution of higher learning by Missouri, where
it is incorporated, or by the U.S. Department of Education, which maintains a registry of
accredited schools.

A number of organizations, such as the California Board of Registered Nursing and the
American Psychological Association, recognize ACFEI as a provider of continuing education.
But that’s not the same as institution-wide accreditation, said Leroy Wade, the Assistant
Commissioner of the Missouri Board of Higher Education.

“There’s really no oversight that regulates the CE providers in general, at least not in this state,” Wade said. “You can’t put any stock in the
fact that an organization states it’s a continuing education provider.”

Several former ACFEI staffers say they came to question how the group writes and administers its exams.

John Bridges was hired as ACFEI’s president and chief executive in 2010 after decades in government, most recently as an administrator
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Journalism grad student Leah Bartos (Photo courtesy
of PBS Frontline)

at the Federal Emergency Management Agency. He left ACFEI after just nine months, frustrated, he says, by the group’s practices.

“Based on my perception of what went on related to standards and quality, it operated like a certification mill,” he said.

Though ACFEI offers both basic courses and more advanced, specialized certificates, Bridges said, its exams are designed so that anyone
can pass. He put the failure rate at less than 1 percent.

“If you want to be validated by somebody,” Bridges said, “this organization will validate you.”

O’Block initially said that ACFEI did not keep pass/fail rates for its exams. Later, the group’s attorney said it did keep such statistics, but
he did not provide them upon request.

Other former employees said it was routine for low-level staffers to write exams for ACFEI and its related organizations based on
textbooks in subject areas in which they had no expertise.

Tania Miller worked for six months as chief association officer for the American Psychotherapy Association, an ACFEI sister group,
beginning in fall 2010. A few weeks into her job, she said, she was asked to author an exam to certify forensic counselors. Miller’s
background was in marketing and graphic design. She said she declined to write the exam. ACFEI did not respond to questions about
Miller.

The Forensic Consultant test I took focused primarily on rules of evidence and courtroom procedure. Some questions required specialized
knowledge (i.e., Which rule is known as the “Admissibility of Expert Testimony” rule in the Federal Rules of Evidence? Answer: 702), but
ACFEI’s study packets helped me fill in the blanks, making it basically an open-book exam. The rest of the questions relied largely on
common sense (i.e., When providing testimony, which of the following should you NOT do? Answer: Cross your arms and joke with the
jury.)

ACFEI did not answer questions about what level of expertise it requires of those who write its exams. According to its catalog, some of the
exams are authored by prominent specialists, including Wecht.

O’Block vehemently denies that ACFEI is a diploma mill, saying the group has thousands of satisfied members. He has filed five lawsuits in
the last year against individuals — mostly bloggers — who have posted statements O’Block claims are defamatory about his organizations.
One is pending. The others have been dismissed by courts or at the parties’ request after bloggers agreed to take down posts.

Wecht, whose signature appears on some ACFEI certificates (including mine), said he didn’t know how applicants did on the group’s tests,
but emphasized that the group’s program is mostly about fostering enthusiasm for the field.

“The purpose of the organization is to encourage people who are interested in forensic science to learn more, to study more,” he said.

* * *

To critics, the greatest concern about ACFEI is the potential that the organization is giving legitimacy to expert witnesses who don’t
warrant it.

Among the thousands of people that ACFEI has certified is one particularly controversial
expert in forensic pathology: Dr. Steven Hayne.

Hayne, the longtime pathologist for the state of Mississippi, performed the autopsies in two
shocking 1990s cases in which three-year-old girls were abducted, sexually assaulted and
murdered.

In both cases, Hayne testified he had observed bite marks on the young girls. He said he had
called in a forensic dentist who confirmed that the marks were human and matched them to
dental impressions from the defendants in each case. These findings aided in the convictions of
Levon Brooks for the first murder and of Kennedy Brewer for the second. Brooks was
sentenced to life in prison. Brewer was sentenced to death.

After the men spent more than 30 years combined incarcerated, the Innocence Project
recovered DNA evidence that led investigators to the real killer. He confessed to both crimes, but denied biting the victims.

Hayne no longer conducts autopsies for the state, but continues to give testimony as an expert witness. Testifying in March 2010 in Lamar
County Circuit Court, Hayne was asked what board certifications he held. “I'm board certified in anatomic pathology, clinical pathology,
forensic pathology and forensic medicine,” he replied.

Hayne has credentials in anatomic and clinical pathology from the American Board of Pathology, considered the gold standard, but not in
forensic pathology, the branch of medicine focused on the mechanics of death. For that, he cites his Certified Forensic Physician credential
from ACFEI and certification in forensic pathology from the American Academy of Neurological and Orthopaedic Surgeons.

When attorneys for the Innocence Project submitted a wide-ranging complaint about Hayne to the Mississippi board of licensure, they cited
Hayne’s reliance on these organizations to allege he had misrepresented his credentials.
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“Certification by these organizations is not at all what the medical community and public understand when a doctor claims to be ’board
certified,’" the complaint said, referring to ACFEI and the other group.

Citing ongoing litigation, Hayne declined to be interviewed by ProPublica and PBS “Frontline” beyond confirming that he is certified by
ACFEI. He has sued the Innocence Project for defamation in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi.

Wecht acknowledged he knew of Hayne by reputation, but told ProPublica and PBS “Frontline” that he had not known Hayne was certified
by ACFEI.

* * *

In its 2009 report, the National Academy of Sciences called for several measures to address systemic flaws involving forensic examiners
and expert testimony.

Certification should be mandatory for forensics professionals and should be overseen by a centralized credentialing agency, the report said.

One of the report’s primary authors, Harry T. Edwards -- a federal appeals court judge for the District of Columbia – said these changes
were critical to imposing rigorous standards on the field..

“There are certifiers, but it’s not what you and I are talking about -- that is, real certification programs that train, give serious tests and will
revoke your license and affect your job and ability to testify in the event that you do something wrong or fail,” Edwards said in an interview.
“That doesn’t exist now.”

Despite the controversies that dog it, ACFEI may aspire to fill that role. In a promotional video filmed after the NAS report’s release, Wecht
said its findings presented the group with a unique opportunity.

“We can play a role, the challenge has been issued,” he said. “The NAS report can be a blessing to our organization.”

I’ve never tested whether my $495 forensic consultant credential from ACFEI would carry any weight on the witness stand.

Asked about my certification, O’Block responded this way:

“Congratulate Leah for passing the CFC,” he wrote in an August 2011 email. “That course was designed as entry level to educate
professionals about the justice system.”

Wecht said he doubted that having the certificate on my resume would be enough to persuade a court to allow me to give expert testimony.
Any decent lawyer, he said, could easily cast doubt upon my qualifications.

“A kid right out of law school would say, ‘Ma’am, just exactly what is your training?’” Wecht said. “The point I’m making, you see, is that
that piece of paper doesn’t mean that much.”

Leah Bartos graduated from UC Berkeley Graduate School of Journalism in May 2011. Since then, she’s been a reporter-in-residence at
the Investigative Reporting Program at UC Berkeley.

Andrés Cediel, the producer of PBS Frontline’s “The Real CSI” and Lowell Bergman, the film’s correspondent, contributed to this report.

Update (4/19): ACFEI has posted a response [7] to our collaboration with PBS "Frontline" on its website. It defends the value of the
group's programs and says the pass rate on ACFEI exams is 86 percent.

Here's ACFEI's official statement [8] in response to this article.

Correction: This story identified Henry Lee as a pathologist. Lee has a PhD in biochemistry, but is not a medical doctor.

1 . #hlee-correx

2. http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/real-csi/

3 . http://www.propublica.org/series/post-mortem/

4. http://www.nap.edu/openbook.php?record_id=1 2589&page=241 #p2001 87 48997 0241 001

5. http://www.dreichel.com/Articles/Dr_Zoe.htm

6. http://www.npr.org/201 1 /06/01 /1 33401 7 1 6/flawed-autopsies-send-two-innocent-men-to-jail

7 . http://www.acfei.com/articles/article6.php

8. http://s3.amazonaws.com/propublica/assets/docs/ACFEI.ProPublicaOfficialStmt.pdf
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ACFEI’S OFFICIAL STATEMENT IN RESPONSE TO 
FRONTLINE’S FILM & PROPUBLICA’S ARTICLE 

 
 

This is the American College of Forensic Examiners--International’s (“ACFEI”) rebuttal to 
the ProPublica article, “No Forensic Background, No Problem” and the PBS Frontline 
film “The Real CSI.” The two stories involve essentially the same journalists and the same 
subject matter, so by in large, they are handled collectively herein.  
 
In their reports, the journalist takes aim at both forensic experts, alleging improper 
qualifications, and at forensic organizations, alleging they certify unqualified individuals to 
act as expert witnesses in court cases. Regrettably, the show is terribly misguided in its 
criticisms of ACFEI. The ACFEI does not, nor has it ever, bestowed degrees, university 
diplomas, or state licenses on any individual. An expert witness in any case is determined 
by the judge based upon that person’s formal education, knowledge, experience and 
training regarding a specific topic, and not by any certificate that ACFEI has or has not 
awarded them. 
 
The reports give the false impression that ACFEI somehow creates expert witnesses. As 
proof, they offer Ms. Leah Bartos, a former graduate student from the University of 
California, Berkeley, who received certification that she completed the ACFEI forensic 
consultant course. The forensic consultant certification acknowledges that she is now 
knowledgeable about the court process, rules of evidence, direct and cross-examinations, 
report writing, deposition preparation, and testimony. This does not make her an expert. 
The training merely aids one who is already an expert, say in engineering, in understanding 
and navigating the judicial process. The contention in the stories was that because of 
ACFEI’s certificate, Ms. Bartos was now somehow qualified to be an expert witness on 
any topic--as if now she had carte blanche to go into court and testify on any subject from 
rocket science to brain surgery--a premise that is completely false. 
 
Specifically, the stories make it appear that Ms. Bartos happened upon ACFEI, paid 
$495.00, punched some information into a computer and then instantly became an expert 
witness. The reports conveniently omit the fact that Ms. Bartos is a current member of 
ACFEI and has been for the last two years. She has attended two national meetings of the 
organization. Ms. Bartos even attended a lecture I conducted in October of 2011, after 
which we briefly discussed the merits of the organization.  
 
During the time Ms. Bartos was with ACFEI, she was encouraged to take the Certified 
Forensic Consultant (“CFC”) course. She was asked to take a two-day course that was 
taught by Dr. Marc Rabinoff (the course creator), which is a detailed review of the CFC 
information. I understand that Ms. Bartos did not take the course due to a scheduling 
conflict. There was also a four-hour course available at the ACFEI national meeting, which 
again she did not take. She did, however, enroll in an online course and used course 
materials to study and pass the open book exam. It was from this point that the journalists 
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contend that she became qualified to be an expert witness in court. A premise that is 
blatantly false.  
 
As mentioned above, the nature of the CFC certification is not to make you an expert 
witness. Dr. Rabinoff and Dr. Wecht (ACFEI’s chief spokesman) explained this to Ms. 
Bartos numerous times. The CFC course is an overview of the justice system. It involves an 
explanation of procedural rules, rules of evidence, the role of depositions, interrogatories 
and the role of the expert witness, but it does not make one an expert.  
  
Ultimately, it became apparent that Ms. Bartos’ involvement with the organization over the 
past two years was a ruse. Initially, she stated that she was a student at Berkeley who was 
doing research, that she was fascinated by the organization and wanted to know more. 
Members of the organization spoke to her freely over many hours, in person and over the 
telephone. After that she referred one of her colleagues, Andrés Cediel, one of the 
producers of the Frontline piece, who began phoning the organization and was actually 
invited to come to ACFEI headquarters in Springfield, Missouri. He spent a day and a half 
in Springfield asking questions of organization representatives, myself included. 
Thereafter, ACFEI was advised that noted journalist Lowell Bergman wanted to interview 
ACFEI spokesman, Dr. Cyril Wecht, on camera. ACFEI agreed and the two met and shot 
an extensive interview over a two-day period. Unfortunately, in its film, Frontline extracted 
just a few statements from Dr. Wecht, all of which seemed to support its agenda.  
 
The skewed agenda of the journalist becomes apparent in both the film and the online 
report as they unfold. The episode of Frontline began with a story about a fingerprint that 
was misidentified by the FBI lab. Three FBI agents, including a supervisor, alleged that a 
certain person was guilty of a crime based upon fingerprint evidence. That individual was 
later proven to be innocent. Interestingly, the journalists did not state the names of the FBI 
agents who made the misidentification. Furthermore, Frontline did not tell the public what 
organizations they were members of or what organizations they were certified from. Most 
likely they were members of two organizations involving fingerprint analysis and crime 
scene investigation called the International Association for Identification and the American 
Academy of Forensic Science, but that issue was never addressed. Juxtaposed, the 
journalists then presented a couple of other instances of errors made by forensic experts, 
who were members of ACFEI, and were quick to point out their names and organizational 
affiliation. This begs the question, why were those individuals and ACFEI vilified by the 
journalists and not the others?  
   
Certainly a continuing education organization cannot be held responsible for all the sins of 
its program attendees. If a medical doctor does something wrong, does the victim blame the 
continuing education program he attended last? Of course not. Should Ms. Bartos’ 
institution be responsible for the acts of Ted Kaczynski simply because he taught at 
Berkeley? Certainly not. Individuals in all professions make mistakes and must take 
individual responsibility for their own actions. Frontline’s attempt to cast blame on ACFEI 
for the shortcoming of all forensic science is akin to blaming AAA for an auto accident 
caused by one of its members. It is just not logical. Likewise, the extrapolation that ACFEI 
is responsible for the acts of its members is completely misguided.  
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Frontline also caught up with disgruntled former ACFEI employee John Bridges. ACFEI is 
presently in litigation with Mr. Bridges. Mr. Bridges now calls the organization a diploma 
mill, but interestingly he remains a member and continues to refer new individuals to sister 
organizations. Mr. Bridges also alleged that 99% of applicants passed their test. The actual 
pass rate is approximately 86%. That being said, most of what ACFEI offers is continuing 
education certifications, which have extremely high pass rates in all fields, not just forensic 
science.  
 
Further, the ProPublica article claims that Dr. Robert L. O’Block, the founder of ACFEI, 
was rejected for membership by a credentialing organization for forensic handwriting 
experts. This article omitted that Dr. O’Block was actually already certified by another 
organization in the handwriting field, and has also completed a Secret Service document 
investigation course at the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center. Additionally, he has 
been a commissioned law enforcement officer most of his life in addition to having a Ph.D. 
  
The journalists also alleged that it is misleading for ACFEI to call itself the American 
College of Forensic Examiners, since it is not a traditional “bricks and mortar” school. 
Although it may come as a surprise to the journalists, words sometimes have more than one 
meaning. The dictionary also defines a college as “a body of persons having a common 
purpose or shared duties.” There are many membership associations that use the word 
“college.” There is the American College of Surgeons, the American College of Chest 
Physicians, the American College of Rheumatology, the American College of Veterinary 
Anesthesiologists, the American College of Sports Medicine, American College of 
Emergency Physicians, American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists, American 
College of Radiology, American College of Phlebotomy, American College of 
Gastroenterology, American College of Prosthodontists, American College of Medical 
Toxicology, the American College of Clinical Pharmacy, American Academy of 
Optometry, American College of Medical Physics, and many, many more. In no way does 
one go to the American College of Surgeons to learn surgery. You do not go to the 
American College of Cardiology to learn how to transplant a heart. It is a commonly used 
name to refer to a professional association. The attack by the journalists on this front 
evidences either ignorance of or a conscious disregard for what is common practice among 
professional associations.     
 
Finally, the ProPublica article also references the now infamous Dr. Zoe D. Katz. Dr. Katz 
is a fictitious character created by a Dr. Eichel and for whom he obtained numerous 
certifications. Ms. Bartos indicates that ACFEI was one such organization fooled by Dr. 
Eichel and provides a hyperlink to purportedly prove this accusation.  Interestingly, if you 
take the time to click on the hyperlink, it takes you to a page that does not mention or 
reference ACFEI anywhere.  
 
In conclusion, the Bartos article and the Frontline T.V. special were unwarranted attacks 
on the organization. Certainly there are diploma mills that exist. Certainly there are forensic 
scientists that may be making claims that are not supported by solid science. The journalists 
were correct in identifying potential problems that exist in the forensic science community. 
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I suspect in the world of television entertainment, if you identify a problem, then you need 
to identify the source of the problem. Unfortunately, that is where the logic of the journalist 
fell short, in its pointing the finger at ACFEI as the scapegoat. In reality, ACFEI provides 
continuing education for forensic experts, and is actually a part of the solution, not part of 
the problem.  
 
Of the 20,000 members that ACFEI has, it is interesting that Frontline chose not to 
highlight any of the good people who have dedicated their lives to improving forensic 
science. In investigating this story, Frontline co-producer Andrés Cediel asked for the 
names of 10 members they could interview about ACFEI. They were given the names and 
the contact information for 20 members. Later, the members reported to ACFEI that when 
they were questioned, they said nothing but good things. Unfortunately none of the positive 
comments were printed by Bartos or put on PBS. I spoke with Frontline co-producer 
Andrés Cediel in person for over an hour. None of the positive statements I made about the 
organization were aired. I have spoken with Leah Bartos in person and corresponded with 
her by telephone and e-mail. None of the positive statements I made about the organization 
to her were included in her article. Instead, they found the few who have made mistakes or 
were disgruntled, and, for whatever reason, used them to bolster their agenda to blame 
ACFEI for the shortcomings of all forensic science. It certainly makes one wonder “Why?” 
I can only assume it has something to do with creating an exciting story that draws interest 
and makes them money, but ultimately, it is a question only the journalists themselves can 
answer.   
 
ACFEI strives to maintain a high level of excellence in its educational processes. That is 
why ACFEI is voluntarily actively pursuing additional accreditation for its certification and 
educational programs. ACFEI takes pride in the educational opportunities it provides its 
members. Hopefully, these certifications will enhance its members’ abilities to relate their 
existing expertise to a courtroom setting. For more information regarding the organization, 
including testimonials regarding the benefits of ACFEI certifications, please visit 
www.acfei.com. 
 
Joshua K. Roberts, JD 
Attorney for ACFEI 
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California Coalition for Families and Children, et al. vs. 
San Diego County Bar Association, et al,  

 
United States District Court, Southern District of California 

Exhibits to Complaint 
 

 

 

Exhibit 20 
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California Coalition for Families and Children,

PBC

Parents' and Children's Resource for Child Custody, Divorce, Family Law, and The U.S.
Constitution. Welcome!

AUGUST 21, 2013
IMAGE

FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK PRESS RELEASE:
California Coalition for Families and Children Sue Family
Court for Federal Racketeering Crime

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/press-release-parents-and-children-
fighting-back.pdf)

CCFC v. SDCBA Press Release

4 Comments

AUGUST 29, 2013
IMAGE
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http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/2013/08/21/press-release-families-fighting-back-california-coalition-for-families-and-children-sue-family-court-for-federal-racketeering-crime/#comments
http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/2013/08/29/ccfc-receives-second-take-down-notice-from-california-highway-patrol-judicial-threat-unit-for-filing-civil-rico-complaint-against-san-diego-judges/
http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/type/image/


CCFC Receives Third “Take Down” Notice from
California Highway Patrol, Judicial Threat Unit for Filing
Civil RICO Complaint against San Diego Judges

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/notice_-communication-received-
regarding-your-wordpress_redacted1.pdf)

CCFC responds to California Highway Patrol Detective Brian Watkins’ “take down” threat re:
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CCFC responds to California Highway Patrol Detective Brian Watkins’ “take down” threat re:
Civil RICO filing: “It’s not illegal to sue judges, but harassing parents for dong so is!”

5 Comments
AUGUST 28, 2013
IMAGE

What Can’t a Judge Do? Justice Potter Stewart in
Stump v. Sparkman: “if aura there be, it is hardly
protected by exonerating from liability such lawless
conduct as took place here.”

f  (http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-
1979/1977/1977_76_1750/opinion)

Justice Potter Stewart, above, tells judges: “You can’t do that!”

Is everything a  judge “does” protected by immunity?  If a judge crashes into your car on the way to
work, is he or she immune?  What if she orders the Deputy to steal your wallet in court?  Orders you to
“fall down and worship a golden image (http://quotes.liberty-

tree.ca/quote_blog/Thomas.Jefferson.Quote.A0A9)”? 
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What can a judge do legally, and what can’t they do—and how does that apply to family court?  Does
a judge have the power to take your money from your wallet in court?  Take your children without
having committed a crime?  Order you to leave your home?  Avoid your local grocery store or mall?
 The answers aren’t as clear as most judges would have you believe.

Beginning with this article (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/stump-v-
sparkmen-analysis-of-oral-argument-dissent.pdf) we’ll be posting some pieces of history that some
judges seem to have forgotten: that their power–and immunity–is limited to that which we give them in
constitutions, charters, and articles of incorporation.  Wander off the “reservation” and you’re on you
own. Do it under color of state law, and you’re strictly liable as a trespasser.  Words of caution and
wisdom from the Supreme Court itself, to lawyers, clients, families, and even judges themselves.  No
small questions either—get this wrong and you’re liable for criminal and civil rights violations.  And as
you probably already know by now, people pay attention.  Here we share Stump v. Sparkman
(http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-1979/1977/1977_76_1750) and Wade v. Bethesda
(http://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?
case=2281344934086770273&hl=en&as_sdt=2&as_vis=1&oi=scholarr), including the very

instructive oral arguments (http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-1979/1977/1977_76_1750/argument)

in Stump.  Thanks to a curmudgeonly Justice Marshall and relentless Justice Stewart (the “Unknown

Speaker” in the transcript (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/stump-v-

sparkmen-analysis-of-oral-argument-dissent.pdf)) they’re as entertaining as they are informative.

Enjoy (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/stump-v-sparkmen-analysis-of-oral-

argument-dissent.pdf).

Leave a Comment

AUGUST 26, 2013

IMAGE

FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: California Coalition for
Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar
Association LATEST: San Diego County Courts
threaten parents with criminal prosecution for filing
federal RICO lawsuit
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(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/09/sdcba_protest-judges.jpg)

San Diego County Superior Courts and Judges threaten criminal prosecution of parents for

filing RICO lawsuit.  Families respond in emergency motion for restraining order.  Read the

filing here:

CCFC v. SDCBA; APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO FILE TEMPORARY HARASSMENT

RESTRAINING ORDER (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/4-ccfc-v-sdcba-

stuart-application-for-leave-to-file-temporary-harassment-restraining-order-stuart-

declaration-proposed-order-exhibits-46-47.pdf)

2 Comments

AUGUST 20, 2013

IMAGE

FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: CCFC v. SDCBA
LAWSUIT: Filed August 20, 2013–California Coalition
for Families and Children v. San Diego County Bar
Association et al. Click below to view.
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(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-redacted-verified-complaint-
v-10-signed_redacted.pdf)

CCFC V SDCBA PLAINTIFFS REDACTED COMPLAINT

  (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-redacted-verified-complaint-
v-10-signed_redacted.pdf)

CCFC v SDCBA PARTIAL EXHIBIT SET (KEY EXHIBITS FILED WITH INITIAL

COMPLAINT 62MB) (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-partial-

exhibit-set-key-exhibits-filed-with-initial-complaint.pdf)

  (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-master-exhibit-file.pdf)

2 Comments

AUGUST 19, 2013

How NOT to get divorced… Maybe someday we’ll laugh
about it?

Welcome!

To those of you seeking information about Stephen Doyne and San Diego Child Custody Evaluators, I
here offer what will hopefully be an enlightened perspective from a parent who’s seen several sides of
the issue.  Feel free to comment here or join the discussion at http://www.carpedicta.com

(http://www.carpedicta.com).

By now the “big news” we’ve been advertising is out of the bag–if you’re here you probably have
already read about the RICO/civil rights lawsuit filed against Doyne and the San Diego Family Courts.
In short, San Diego parents and children harmed by Doyne and friends’ criminal racketeering, fraud,
and unbelievably callous “winner take all” high stakes parental death match are taking action to stop

Doyne and others from the enormously harmful practices in family court.  We’ve been shocked at how
judges, attorneys, and “evaluators” such as Doyne successfully bilk parents out of their children’s
college funds with a kind handshake, smile, and knife in the back.  He’s gotten away with it for years,
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but now that dozens of parents have found each other, compared notes, and mobilized on the internet
and in state and federal courts, the noose is out.  As we predicted at the April 10, 2010 SDCBA
Seminar–Dr. Doyne is Dr. Done (https://docs.google.com/file/d/0B-
mbIPBuvSXfbmoya3hEWjMyWU0/edit).

The cards of this round are already dealt.  The hand, if played out as expected, leaves little more than
parents picking out who lives to tell the other scoundrels about the slaughter of Doyne and other
deserving souls that’s now underway.  But one question remains: Why? Why would intelligent human
beings, even ones eager to earn a buck, inflict such misery on children and parents who are already in
probably the most stressful event in their lives?  Why would people who otherwise probably go to
church, share in their communities, and have families of their own so willfully inflict the terror of the
power they wield to hurt–rather than help–those less fortunate than them?  Doyne calls himself a
“Dr.”--a healer.  What self-respecting human who’s responsible for buckets full of parents’ and
children’s tears, sorrow, and pain–for decades to come–think he deserves the respect that title brings?
 Clearly not human–what creatures are these?

Doyne, attorneys, and judges all have far more experience, power, and even wealth than most who

walk in their doors, yet rather than use that power, knowledge, and wealth to help, they use it to judge,

criticize, “valuate” parenting styles, and “advocate for the child” (i.e., steal even more wealth from the

child’s college fund).  And all of it behind huge lies to hide the harm they cause, tyranny they impose,

and callous inhumanity they tolerate–even relish.  What kind of person could inflict such pain and

harm and still look at themselves in the mirror?

Evil. Disgrace. Unspeakable horror.  Sham.  But of those few words that do come to my mind,

none more fitting than these:

“The world is a dangerous place to live; not because of the people who are evil, but because of

the people who don’t do anything about it.”

~Albert Einstein

Whatever “these creatures” are, they’re soon to be gone.  The parents, children, and families intended
to be the benefactors of “Family Court” will no longer “don’t do anything about it.”

From a brilliant American mind on the issue of tyranny and the “shabby” silent lies that
nurse it’s fragile existence (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fnF-7bqyKuo),

In the meantime, a bit of history.  I attach below a letter I originally delivered to Dr. Doyne in early
2009 after many months and many thousands of dollars of “mediation” that became a highly
destructive money pit.  I recently “unearthed” this letter from my records (it’s now four years old).

 Reading the letter after years of dealing with this man and the cesspool of divorce courts, evaluators,
and attorneys is eye-opening.

With perspective I can see that I was extremely naive in thinking my input to Doyne would receive fair
attention.  He billed (and bills) himself as a “forensic psychologist”–someone who goes deeper than

merely listening to complaints and helping work out problems.  However, in my case he did no forensic
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work whatsoever–In fact, Doyne ignored all of the red flag warning signs I highlighted for him.  He
performed no investigation whatsoever into the very serious concerns of child and spousal abuse.

After months and thousands of dollars with no progress, shortly after I sent this letter (and after
receiving yet another $2,500 bill from Doyne) I told him I was done–he was making no progress on any
issue I advanced, but was instead focusing on an endless list of petty “concerns” by my ex.  You can see
my frustration in the letter.

His inaction was surprising–Doyne sells himself to attorneys, parents, and courts as the “high-conflict”
and “forensic” (investigative) expert, and charges parents exorbitant fees for his “expertise.”  However,
I can tell you I’ve worked with dozens of “forensic” experts in my career–I’m a lawyer specializing in
technically complex lawsuits.  Doyne’s training, methodology, and opinions are worthless–as Gertrude
Stein said of Los Angeles–there’s no “there” there.

He’s neither a forensic nor a clinician–he’s a very convincing fraud.  Though he charges huge bills, he
did in my case no “forensic” work whatsoever.  He relies heavily on the MMPI–a controversial

“personality survey.”  Rather than do the digging required for real forensic work, he prefers the MMPI

“crystal ball.”  Ask any “real” psychologist and you’ll learn the entire profession of psychology treats

Doyne and his “evaluator” colleagues as carnival midway sharpers.  I’ll post more later on a book by

Margaret Hagen that’s available now online for free at www.whoresofthecourt.com

(http://www.whoresofthecourt.com/).  If you’re  parent it’s an eye-opening read.

What Doyne does well is encourage strife and perpetuate fees.  In my case he did nothing whatsoever

to even address the very serious “forensic” issues I raised, instead billing to “resolve” petty non-issues

that any fifth grader with a two-sided coin could have resolved.  When I read the letter below today I

get chills recalling the terror he blindly allowed, and billed extravagantly, to overtake our divorce.

In short, the people he pitches his services to–”high conflict”–are far more likely to be harmed (and

bankrupted) than helped.  If you’re into bloodlust, be my guest. You’ll regret it soon enough.  The

people who have a peaceful time don’t need him anyway, but he’ll be happy to fill his empty

appointment calendar and take your child’s college fund or your next vacation fund for as long as you

need him to make you feel better. (Fast forward ten years: “Thanks Mom! Thanks Dad! Feel better now
that I have to take $100,000 in loans just to go to Junior College?  But, hey, at least we can qualify for
low income loans since you tanked everyone’s savings and career in the divorce!  THANKS!!!).

If you want a crook, you’ve found him in Doyne.  If you want peace, run.  Especially if he or she is
angry, manipulative, and/or aggressive.  If he/she’s not (and/or you’re not), you don’t need Doyne
anyway, so why spend the money? Resources like uptoparents.com are free and far, far more healthy.

Best of luck parents. I hope you can learn from my mistakes, and the mistakes of other victims of the
San Diego divorce industry.

God Bless.
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Welcome!

To those of you seeking information about Stephen Doyne and San Diego Child Custody Evaluators, I
here offer what will hopefully be an enlightened perspective from a parent who's seen several sides of
the issue.  Feel free to comment here or join the discussion at www.carpedicta.com.

By now the "big news" we've been advertising is out of the bag--if you're here you probably have
already read about the RICO/civil rights lawsuit filed against Doyne and the San Diego Family Courts.

Read more… 1,169 more words (http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/2013/08/19/how-not-to-
get-divorced-maybe-someday-well-laugh-about-it/)

Updated from Blogger--Repost please!
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New Equal Protection Class in California: Petition for
Certiorari in U.S. Supreme Court; Tadros v. Lesh, et al.,
Case No.12-1438

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/28200-pdf-tadros.pdf)
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Conformed Copy of Tadros v. Lesh Petition For Certiorari, Case No. 12-1438 filed with U.S. Supreme
Court June 13, 2013
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CCFC Cease and Desist Letter to Judge Lorna Alksne
re: Family Justice Center Alliance

 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-

alksne-v-8.pdf)

CCFC Alksne (the model for all letters below)

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-alksne-v-8.pdf)

CCFC Wertheimer (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-wertheimer.pdf)
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CCFC Jessop (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-jessop.pdf)
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CCFC Katz (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-katz.pdf)

CCFC Lansdowne (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-lansdowne.pdf)

CCFC Lewis (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-lewis.pdf)

CCFC Walsh (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-hon-timothy-walsh.pdf)

CCFC Trentacosta (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-hon-robert-
trentacosta.pdf)

CCFC Hallahan (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-hon-maureen-
hallahan.pdf)

CCFC Danielson (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-hon-david-
danielson.pdf)

CCFC Hallahan (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-hallahan.pdf)

CCFC Filner (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-filner-signed1.pdf)

CCFC Goldsmith (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-goldsmith.pdf)

CCFC Gore (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-gore.pdf)

CCFC Groch (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-groch.pdf)

CCFC Griffin-Tabor (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-griffin-tabor.pdf)

CCFC Dumanis (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-dumanis.pdf)

CCFC C Goldsmith (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/ccfc-c-goldsmith.pdf)
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CCFC Cease And Desist Letter to Mayor Bob Filner,
City of San Diego, Family Justice Center Alliance; New
Equal Protection Class of Domestic Relations
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Notice letter to City of San Diego
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Exhibits J-K to CCFC Notice Letter re: 42 U.S.C. 1986
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Exhibits J-K
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Exhibit B to CCFC Notice Letter re: 42 U.S.C. 1986
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Exhibit B
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FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: Table B.1 to CCFC Notice
Letter re: 42 U.S.C. 1986
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(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/table-b-1-supplemental-materials-v-7.pdf)

Table B.1
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Exhibit A to CCFC Notice Letter re: 42 U.S.C. 1986
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Exhibit A

Leave a Comment
JULY 24, 2013

IMAGE

Exhibits C-I to CCFC Notice Letter re: 42 U.S.C. 1986
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Exhibit C:
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-c-v-7.pdf)

Exhibit D v 7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-d-v-7.pdf)

Exhibit E v 7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-e-v-7.pdf)

Exhibit F v 7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-f-v-7.pdf)

Exhibit G v 7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-g-v-7.pdf)

Exhibit H v7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-h-v7.pdf)

Exhibit I v 7 (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/exhibit-i-v-7.pdf)

Exhibits C, D, E, F, G, H, I to CCFC Notice Letter
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LINK

“Quis custodiet ipsos custodes?  Facitis!”

It may seem like Latin to you, but at Carpe Dicta it’s the right answer. Always.
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“Freedom of the press is only guaranteed to those
who own one.”   ~A.J. Leibling

Parents–join our partner Carpe Dicta at their new website http://www.carpedicta.com
(http://www.carpedicta.com), devoted to posting, commenting, and discussing family court
problem children. Technology to bring the “freedom of the press” into your living room.   

You set ‘em up, we knock ‘em down.

Carpe Dicta is no ordinary “gripe site”–they extract the good, bad, and yes the ugly, post a level of

analysis not available from competitors such as Avvo, Yelp, and LawyerRatingz.  They don’t filter raw

results, meaning you can post anything you want.  Instead of filtering, they distill–summarizing your

input into context to give it greater (or lesser) meaning.

Disagree? Debate it! Carpe Dicta encourages open airing of differences–unlike competitors who seem to

frighten at controversy–Carpe Dicta encourages it as a path toward mutual understanding because

“right conclusions are more likely to be gathered
out of a multitude of tongues than through any kind
of authoritative selection. To many, this is, and
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always will be, folly, but we have staked upon it our
all.”

United States v. Associated Press, , 52 F.Supp. 362, 372 (D.C.S.D.N.Y.1943).

Problem: Attorney dropped the ball? A: Carpe Dicta him!  Problem: Judge is a crook? A: Carpe Dicta!
 Problem: Government imperious troll passing the buck?  A: You know already!

They’ve already posted summaries of online reviews, contact information, election info., and helpful
tips in dealing with personalities involved.  You can learn about the wall of shame–Dr. Stephen Doyne,
Judge Michael Groch, Judge Lorna Alksne, Sharon Blanchet, Lori Clark-Viviano, Dr. Lori Love, Jeffrey
Fritz, Marilyn Bierer, and Jan Goldsmith.  Who’s next? Stay tuned!  Coming soon are even more of the
despised names from the San Diego divorce industry.  If this means you–you’re in luck!  But we hope

you’ve been good because you’re about to become famous. Forever (http://carpedicta.com).

Carpe Dicta–YOU are The People!
(http://www.carpedicta.com)
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VIDEO

Up To Parents Videos On Youtube!

http://www.youtube.com/uptoparents (http://www.youtube.com/uptoparents)

Clear, easy to understand, and FREE advice for parents in divorce.

Blessings!
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What makes a happy parent? A happy marriage? A
happy drug addict? It turns out, exactly the same thing,
but it’s not what you think…

Dan Gilbert on marriage and happiness. You’re already wrong about what you’re thinking….

Leave a Comment
JULY 5, 2013
IMAGE

FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: CCFC Protests Family
Court Judicial Corruption, April 15, 2010
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(https://docs.google.com/file/d/0B-mbIPBuvSXfbmoya3hEWjMyWU0/edit)

April 15, 2010 CCFC Family Court Protest
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FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: CCFC Protest Boards for
April 15, 2010 San Diego County Bar
Association Protest
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“Litigants Behaving Badly?” EVALUATORS Behaving Badly!
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CCFC Brochure
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New Equal Protection Class in California: Petition for
Certiorari in U.S. Supreme Court; Tadros v. Lesh, et al.,
Case No.12-1438

 Reblogged from California Coalition for Families and Children, PBC:

(http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/2013/08/03/tadros-v-lesh-u-s-supreme-ct-petitioner-for-
cert-case-no-12-1438/)
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(http://croixsdadsblog.wordpress.com/2013/08/03/tadros-v-lesh-u-s-supreme-ct-petitioner-for-

cert-case-no-12-1438/)
Conformed Copy of Tadros v. Lesh Petition For Certiorari, Case No. 12-1438 filed with U.S. Supreme
Court June 13, 2013

Reblogged: The Petition for Cert. referenced by CCFC in the July 24 2013 Cease and Desist to City of
San Diego.
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The secret to happiness… scientifically proven.

“The great source of both the misery and disorders of human life, seems to arise from over-rating the
difference between one permanent situation and another. Avarice over-rates the difference between
poverty and riches: ambition, that between a private and a public station: vain-glory, that between
obscurity and extensive reputation. The person under the influence of any of those extravagant
passions, is not only miserable in his actual situation, but is often disposed to disturb the peace of
society, in order to arrive at that which he so foolishly admires. The slightest observation, however,
might satisfy him, that, in all the ordinary situations of human life, a well-disposed mind may be
equally calm, equally cheerful, and equally contented. Some of those situations may, no doubt, deserve
to be preferred to others: but none of them can deserve to be pursued with that passionate ardour
which drives us to violate the rules either of prudence or of justice; or to corrupt the future tranquillity
of our minds, either by shame from the remembrance of our own folly, or by remorse from the horror
of our own injustice.”

― Adam Smith, The Theory of Moral Sentiments
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FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: Frustrated with Family
Court? Doyne Charging You A Fortune for
Incompetence? Solution: Sue your attorney–they know
he’s a crook. Here’s why:
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Stuart[Stuart v. Blanchet][Amended Complant][1]
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/stuartstuart-v-blanchetamended-

complant12.pdf)

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/users_cole_appdata_local_packages_microsoft-

microsoftskydrive_8wekyb3d8bbwe_localstate_fc_a7339713b8edc16f401_stuartstuart-v-

blanchetamended-complant11_page_01.jpg)
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FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: Family Court screwing
you over? Attorney won’t do his/her job? Sue them!
Here’s how….

Stuart[Stuart v. Blanchet][Amended Complant][3]
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/stuartstuart-v-blanchetamended-
complant31.pdf) Stuart[Stuart v. Blanchet][Amended Complant][2]
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/stuartstuart-v-blanchetamended-
complant21.pdf) Stuart[Stuart v. Blanchet][Amended Complant][4]

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/stuartstuart-v-blanchetamended-
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complant41.pdf) Stuart[Stuart v. Blanchet][Amended Complant][1]
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/stuartstuart-v-blanchetamended-

complant13.pdf)

Stuart v. Blanchet, Stephen Doyne
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Breaking the Glasses: Restraining Order Abuse and
Vexatious Litigation, part two
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Breaking the Glasses: Restraining Order Abuse and Vexatious Litigation, part two
(http://breakingtheglasses.blogspot.com/2012/05/restraining-order-abuse-and-
vexatious_2847.html#.UcfaYi9nQlp.wordpress).
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LINK
Intercepted “how to” details from the Divorce Industry–Recording # 3 HERE details how to
file an effective complaint with the CA Board of Psychology–LISTEN AND FILE. I’ll post
more details later. Stay Tuned!
(https://www.dropbox.com/s/u5bhhlva5glz2ez/AFCC%20Recordings.zip)

CA Board of Psychology–NOW ACCEPTING COMPLAINTS ABOUT CUTODY
EVALUATORS! (https://www.dca.ca.gov/webapps/psychboard/complaints.php)

Parents: If you have a complaint against Doyne or other CA custody evaluators, file it with the CA

Board of Psychology HERE. You can file even YEARS after the conclusion of the matter.

Also it will be helpful to listen to the last half of the interview of the Board about what type of

complaints work and which don’t (see link above).  I’ll post an article summarizing the Board’s advice

about how to file effective complaints soon–stay tuned!

https://www.dca.ca.gov/webapps/psychboard/complaints.php

(https://www.dca.ca.gov/webapps/psychboard/complaints.php)
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California Coalition for Families and Children–Tadros v.
Doyne Amicus Brief

California Coalition for Families and Children-amicus brief in Tadros v. Doyne
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/06/tadros-v-doyne-amicus-brief.pdf)
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VIDEO

A Lesson to Parents (and divorce attorneys who advise
them): Act Your Age or Go To Your Room
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VIDEO

A Psychologist’s Opinion: Custody Evaluations

are Unethical
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Shocking but true.If your attorney, judge, or evaluator/therapist/pediatrician recommends an
evaluation, share this with them.
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VIDEO

Six Reasons Why Custody Evaluations Are Harmful,
Expensive, Useless, and Even Dangerous
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Why Courts Are Unhealthy for Families
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Experience in hundreds of mediations between divorcing families indicates that courts are not only
expensive, hostile, and inconvenient, they’re downright dangerous to you and your children. Click and
listen to wisdom of the few facts on which parents universally agree–Family Court is Dangerous.
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VIDEO

Child Abuse by Child Protection? Think about
it parents…
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VIDEO

The Blame Game is Dangerous Parents… Watch this
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Tadros v. Lesh Petition for Certiorari: We’re On File!
Click Below for the Entire Brief…
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The Destructiveness of Custody Evaluations
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7 things children of alcoholics should know
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If you’re a child and this sounds like you… please call

the number below right away…

If you are a child, please watch this.  If this sounds like you, or your Mom or Dad, call 911, or 1-800-

344-6000–right away.  It’s a child abuse hotline–people who will help you and your Mom or Dad.

 They’re open 24 hours a day–anytime you can call in private.
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Remember–it’s never your fault.  Mom or Dad needs help. The best way to help them is to get other
people who care involved.  Please call.

God Bless
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Technology to save children–from their abusive
parent. Outstanding!
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Why Your Divorce Attorney Is Probably Your and Your
Child’s Worst Enemy
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What Every Divorce Evaluator, Mediator, Lawyer, and

Judge SHOULD Be Telling Parents AND Kids

Immediately; Why Aren’t They?
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FAMILIES FIGHTING BACK: CCFC April, 2010 Protest
of San Diego County Bar Association-Doyne/Alksne;
Stuart’s Arrest

(http://1.bp.blogspot.com/-4UF5G8aYL9w/UagtI51F2kI/AAAAAAAAAEg/OtbCLRis4AE/s1600/041510_2525.JPG)

 (http://2.bp.blogspot.com/-
QIPyEDju02w/UagtNeqmj4I/AAAAAAAAAE0/mfEyBltBCHg/s1600/041510_2527.JPG)

 (http://4.bp.blogspot.com/-
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An Insightful Read: Equivocal Child Abuse

Equivocal Child Abuse (http://books.google.com/books/about/Equivocal_child_abuse.html?

id=qnZxgwZS990C&utm_source=gb-gplus-share)

Leave a Comment
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CCFC Amicus Brief re: Doyne

The link below is an explanation of the lack of regulation and “free radical” status of Doyne and other
court-appointed evaporators.  Bottom line: If they try to screw you over (and many allege they have),
you have no recourse.  As in NO WAY to report, sue, punish, recover from, jail, etc. etc. etc. other than

appeal to a Family Court judge (with whom they work on a regular basis–they’re practically business
partners).  I can’t see how any family law lawyer can ethically recommend use of Doyne or any of
these “immunized” to any of their clients–they should be sued for conspiracy to defraud under federal

law.

The eye-opening brief:

California Coalition for Families and Children Brief re: Stephen Doyne
(http://www.californiamenscenters.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2009/11/tadros-v-
doyne-amicus-brief.pdf)
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Some Context/Advice on a Controversial Topic

Live and learn.  I’ve seen a lot of controversy over some of the players in the San Diego divorce
industry–particularly regarding Stephen Doyne.  I thought rather than post on the several sites with
short comments allowed there, I’d use this as a way to express some more considered observations.  

It’s an important topic–these custody evaluators make fortunes tying up the lives of families and
children for years. They’re unregulated in a hihgly controversial area for which there are no real
professional standards and all related professional boards (American Psychological Association, etc.)
won’t have anything to do with them.  In short, they’re bastard children of the the sciences they
affiliate.  

And for good reason–there’s no science behind what they do.  Problem is, most parents are simply not

sophisticated enough (or are too angry, freightened, greedy, etc.) to realize it’s a scam until it’s too late.

If this is you, sorry–you probably are getting what you deserve, but at least now there’s a place we can

share ideas more constructively in hopes that more unsuspecting parents don’t fall into this trap.

So, please feel free to post your detailed reviews/comments of Dr. Stephen Doyne and any other child

custody evaluator–but please be sure to make suggestions to parents going through the process–how

can they benefit from the experience of those of us who’ve been through it? What advice can you leave

for others? 

That being said-here’s my contribution (in lieu of many posts on other sites):

Lot of bad reviews for this guy all over the net, and a lot of controversy about why.  I’ve been in the

middle of several discussions about the guy and have picked up a few useful observations that might

help you sort out what’s true, what’s false, and why he’s so controversial. 

Several factors at work, most of which center on disconnects between what people expect him to be (for

whatever reason—I’ll talk about this later) and what he really is.  In other words, most people don’t

understand what he does, why he does it, and how.
First, most people agree he’s a nice guy—at least at first.  He’s elderly—comes across as a kind uncle. 
He’s intelligent.  Plenty of training and degrees.  If he wanted to do more traditional clinical therapy
(which is NOT what he does—take note), he’d probably be pretty good as a “motivator”—in other

words “Let’s talk about your problems, I see somesolutions, now let’s work on improving you.”  He’s
NOT a “client-centered” therapist—one who more “passively” let’s the client work around his/her own
problems with “gentle” prodding like “so, you want to kill your mother. Hmm, that’s interesting. So

why do you feel that way?” in hopes that the client will eventually come to realize he’s a homicidal
maniac and ask for help on his own.
But he’s not a good “therapist”: Doyne’s more of a “coach”: “So, you want to kill you mother. That’s
kind of a bad idea. Let’s not do that for now. Now, if you keep coming back I have a plan we can work
on together to get you on the right track.”  In other words, he’s a typical “guy”—“I see your problem. I

have the solution.  Trust me and I’ll get you through it even though it’s going to hurt.”
Fair enough—sounds rational in this context I agree.  However, in divorce setting, “Finding the
problem” is far more tricky, and even dangerous.  Fact is, by the time people get to his office they’ve

already been through hell and are as likely to just kill the other person as put in the effort to solve the
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many problems Doyne can “find” and “help you fix.”  In that context, he’s role as “judge and jury” for
problem identification and solution is likely to result in exactly the dynamic he creates—hostility and
accusation in hopes of (in his own words) “winning” custody by damning the “opponent” spouse. 
So his m.o. (and I’ve heard from dozens of parents and even he’ll admit it if you ask) is to “fix” the
chief complainer by “fixing” the target; In other words—“give in to him/her, shape up a little, and
she’ll let you stick around.”  In most cases, this means empowering the person who identifies the most
problems with the other spouse. Side with the complainer and the complaints go away. Everyone’s
happy. Right?
We all know where this story leads. Enable mole hills and you end up with mountains.  Now, for
Doyne, this makes financial sense: Problems mean money. And, remember, he’s not only good at
(being paid to) find problems, but he’s also “right there with you” to help the “problem child” through
all those problems he never knew he had.  For years ($$$) and years ($$$$$) and years ($$$$$$$$) to
come.  Who could ask for a better friend than that? 
Whether Doyne truly believes his “clients” actually have problems or not is irrelevant to a profitable
practice—as long as both clients are convinced (or deluded, or coerced) into believing they do (or at

least one does and the other is too frightened to bail out).  Does he care? Probably, so long as he’s paid

to sit around and you’re stupid enough to keep paying him to listen (when probably everybody else is

sick of hearing your opinions about how everyone but you—but particularly your ex—is responsible

for your unhappiness).

Now, it some contexts this can be the solution: “Yes, I have anger issues. Yes I want to see the kids. Yes

I’ll pay you to make that happen and work with you.”  That guy may find it worth while to spend a

fortune with Doyne, and if he’s already in a corner with the court custody process, he may have little

choice if he wants to see his kids again.  In other words, he’s been beaten into submission to a solution

he didn’t want, doesn’t need, and costs a fortune.  Indentured servitude—Only mamma (or daddy)

knows what’s best for you.

Problem is, most people don’t know this going in—or at least the unsuspecting likely target isn’t

warned ahead of time.  If you, like many, enter the process with the understanding that Doyne’s going

to help make the transition out of the relationship easier, you’re wrong.  If both parties just need

coordination to arrange custody schedules, flipping a coin is a better problem solver.  Doyne’s role, as

he sees it, is to “save” one or more parents from the “risk” of losing custody (which he controls) by

“recommending” tight controls, schedules, and tons of “homework” (including his vast network of
related “services”) for ”problem” parents.  In other words, he starts with the assumption that one or
both are problems and need lots of work. His job is to find problems (real or otherwise), prepare

complicated (and expensive) “self-help” solutions, tie one or both parents to the program with threats of
custody swings, and sit back and send bills to watch ‘em sweat.  Unless you’re already stellar parents
(in which case you wouldn’t be here) you’re likely to end up as fodder for a very expensive, harmful

system.  If either of you are fault-finding, negative, exaggerator/liars, or manipulative, Doyne’s going
to retire early on your child’s college fund.
In short, Doyne (and the attorneys that use him) sells an enormously expensive, entirely unnecessary,
and often disastrously harmful “menu” of stuff that’s almost always bad for you.  Most parents don’t
realize this until they’re stuck in it and it’s too late to get out (he’ll jerk custody if you bail).  Best

solution is to avoid any of these “evaluators” and work with more positive approaches such as
uptoparents (google it) and individual (not Doyne or marital—it’s too hostile) therapy or with a
religious adviser for any issues you have, and trust me—you have issues, but joint therapy during

divorce is potentially disastrous). 
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Remember: “Man/Woman” problems have been around at least since the human fall from grace—
you’re not the first to find that mate of yours to be a pain.  The way out is simple: “To err is human, to
forgive, divine.”
Good luck parents.  Don’t blame, give love, and get out as fast as you can!

Leave a Comment
MAY 24, 2013

Protected: … have been greatly exaggerated."

MAY 15, 2013

IMAGE

Protected: Waiver Defendants Service Files

(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/09/ccfc-engagement-brochure-jpg1.jpg)

REDACTED VERIFIED COMPLAINT (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/1-1-
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VERIFIED COMPLAINT (AS ORIGINALLY FILED)
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-verified-complaint-and-cover-
sheet-for-filing.pdf)

KEY EXHIBITS FILED WITH ORIGINAL VERIFIED COMPLAINT
(http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/ccfc-v-sdcba-partial-exhibit-set-key-
exhibits-filed-with-initial-complaint.pdf)

APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO FILE MOTION FOR TEMPORARY HARASSMENT
RESTRAINING ORDER (http://croixsdadsblog.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/4-ccfc-v-sdcba-
stuart-application-for-leave-to-file-temporary-harassment-restraining-order-stuart-
declaration-proposed-order-exhibits-46-47.pdf)
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