
1 

Untangling Parental Child Abduction 
Author - Laurence Norwin-Allen 2018©   Under all circumstances please credit the Author. 
This document may be shared, copied or stored in its entirety, and used for educational purposes by anyone. 
If you wish to use it to publish or make money, for yourself or others please contact the Author for permission. 
 

Untangling Parental Child Abduction 
Laurence Norwin-Allen (2018-20) 

 
 

Parental Child Abduction has long been recognised as a Human Rights Abuse and 
it is covered under Article 9 in the Rights of the Child. 
https://www.unicef.org.uk/what-we-do/un-convention-child-rights/  
 
article 9 of The Rights of the Child 
(separation from parents) 
Children must not be separated from their parents against their will unless it is 
in their best interests (for example, if a parent is hurting or neglecting a child). 
Children whose parents have separated have the right to stay in contact 
with both parents, unless this could cause them harm.  
https://downloads.unicef.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/UNCRC_summary-
1.pdf?_ga=2.166573246.1436811238.1530719932-322405696.1530115166  
 
 
Parental Child Abduction is Child Abuse 
Nancy Faulkner, Ph.D  (©1999) 
Presented to the United Nations' Committee on the Rights of the Child, in Special 
Session, June 9, 1999 on behalf of P.A.R.E.N.T. and victims of parental child 
abduction. Nancy Faulkner  
https://canadiancrc.com/Nancy_Faulkner_Parental_abduction_is_child_abuse_1999.a
spx  
 
 
Parental Child Abduction has long been recognised as Child Psychological Abuse 
as defined in the DSM-5 (published 2013) on page 719. This first appeared in the 
DSM in 2013 as the DSM-5. 
Child Psychological Abuse 
Child psychological abuse is non-accidental verbal or symbolic acts 
by a child's parent or caregiver that result, or have reasonable 
potential to result, in significant psychological harm to the child. 
(Physical and sexual abusive acts are not included in this category.)  
 
Examples 
of psychological abuse of a child include berating, disparaging, or humiliating 
the child; threatening the child; harming/abandoning—or indicating that the alleged 
offender will harm/abandon—people or things that the child cares about; confining the 
child (as by tying a child's arms or legs together or binding a child to furniture or another 
object, or confining a child to a small enclosed area [e.g., a closet]); egregious scapegoating 
of the child; coercing the child to inflict pain on himself or herself; and disciplining the 
child excessively (i.e., at an extremely high frequency or duration, even if not at a level of 
physical abuse) through physical or nonphysical means. 
Child Psychological Abuse, Confirmed 
995.51 (T74.32XA) Initial encounter 
995.51 (T74.32XD) Subsequent encounter 
Child Psychological Abuse, Suspected 
995.51 (T76.32XA) Initial encounter 
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995.51 (T76.32XD) Subsequent encounter 
(© American Psychological Association 2013) 
(References in brackets are equivalences in the ICD-10)  
The DSM-5 definition of Child Psychological Abuse is a universally 
recognised description of Parental Alienation. 
 
When you re-read AGAIN the above description of Child 
Psychological Abuse you will recognise many of Dr. Amy Baker’s 
“Dirty 17” list of Strategies as used by Alienating Parents.   
https://parentalalienation.eu/awareness/17-alienating-strategies/  
 
 
LEGAL PRESIDENCE – High Court, London, 2011 
Parents who abduct children should face longer in prison, says top 
judge (UK Change in Case Law / UK Legal Precedent 12 Dec. 2011) 
Parents who abduct their own children could face life sentences because of the 
“unspeakable cruelty” they cause, the country’s most senior judge said yesterday.  
Lord Judge, the Lord Chief Justice, dismissed a legal precedent that parents in 
such cases should not be charged with kidnap. 
The Telegraph Dec. 2011 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-order/8954072/Parents-who-
abduct-children-should-face-longer-in-prison-says-top-judge.html  
 
 
Parental Child Abduction is Child Psychological Abuse 
(From the above reference) Lord Judge said: “The abduction of children from a 
loving parent is an offence of unspeakable cruelty to the loving parent and to the 
child or children, whatever they may later think of the parent from whom they have 
been estranged as a result of the abduction.” 
This was enshrined in Statutory Law Dec. 2015. (SCA 2015 S66) 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/9/part/5/crossheading/protection-of-
children  
Section 66 came into Force on 3rd May 2015. 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/820/regulation/2/made#regulation-2-k  
 
The Quick and the Slow Methods of Child Abduction 
The Quick Method of Parental Child Abduction is Kidnapping.  The Slow Method of 
Parental Child Abduction is by Contact (Visitation) Obstruction until a complete 
Alienation is achieved by one parent, Erasing the other parent and all one side of a 
child’s family from that child’s life. 
In NEARLY EVERY CASE this process, is the CRIME of Child Psychological 
Abuse and is Aided and Abetted or Perpetrated by Family Court Judges who;- 

1. FAIL (99.18% of applications) to apply any sanctions to the obstructive, 
Alienating Parent for breaking their own Court Orders. 
https://voiceofthechild.org.uk/kb/judicial-enforcement-of-child-arrangements-
orders-some-data/  

2. ALWAYS Reward Child Psychological Abuse and Human Rights Abuse 
with a Residence Order in favour of the Child Abuser. 
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https://thealienationexperience.org.uk/2015/07/31/parental-alienations-long-list-of-
counter-intuitives/  
 
The Court has ruled by making a Contact Order; therefore breaking contact 
orders is also a Human Rights Offence, as well as Contempt of Court, AND 
CLEARLY child psychological abuse by the Offending Parent, known as 
Parental Alienation. 
 
 
Family Courts FAIL to enforce Contact Orders OVER 99% 
of the time by 2017  See table below 
 
OBSTRUCTIONS to the Non-Custodial Parenting Time show up as;- 
A few Typical Examples. 

1. Trying to make arrangements for the NCP’s parenting time to be shorter 
or different than that which is Court Ordered. 

2. Phone calls to the child persuading him/her to come back early or worse 
saying how upset the Custodial Parent is without the child. (Role 
Reversal relationship proof also – Cross Generational Coalition.) 

3. Booking child centred activities for the child which create a double bind 
that the child wants to attend but doing so would compromise the NCP’s 
parenting time. 

4. The child(ren) being somewhere inaccessible when the NCP calls to 
collect the child(ren). 

5. Arranging for the child to be collected from school at change-over of 
parenting and making this impossible by lying to the school staff. 

6. Telling the NCP that the child is ill or doesn’t want to visit this week.  
This is usually matched by telling the child(ren) that the NCP doesn’t 
want to have him/her this weekend. 

7. Putting the child(ren) “in Front” of the Custodial Parent with statements 
that it is the child’s decision. “Do you expect me to drag him/her kicking 
and screaming down the street?” – Classic statement of an Alienating 
Parent. 

8. Dressing the child(ren) in clothes that are too small, or otherwise 
inappropriate, so that the child(ren) feel uncomfortable or embarrassed 
while with the Non-Custodial Parent.   

 

The Voice of the Child has produced a table using the UK Ministry of Justice’s own 
figures to make it clearer to our readers what the incidence of enforcement orders 
granted vs applications made expressed as a % success. 

% of Private Law (Children Act) Enforcement applications 
resulting in an order for enforcement in the Family courts in 

England and Wales, annually 2011 – 2016 & Q1 2017 
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Q1 2017 

2.17% 2.22% 1.95% 1.73% 1.54% 1.10% 0.82% 
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Source: The Voice of the Child https://voiceofthechild.org.uk/kb/judicial-enforcement-
of-child-arrangements-orders-some-data/  

MP’s need to be made aware of the problems with Family Court Enforcement. Having 
an order does not mean that it will be followed, or, that you will be able to have it 
enforced. 

It goes without saying that each of the applications in the above figures would have 
involved differing facts. The figures do suggest that the incidence of successful 
enforcement applications is very low indeed. Either, the applications are all being 
made without merit (and the applicant’s are throwing their own money away on 
spurious claims of order breaches) or, perhaps,  the Judges in the Family Courts don’t 
like enforcing their own orders.  The Family Courts in the UK therefore bring 
themselves into Disrepute. 

 
Is Distance Material? 
The United States of America is a federal republic consisting of 50 states, a federal 
district (Washington, D.C., the capital city of the United States), five major territories, 
and various minor islands.  Australia is a federation of six states, together with ten 
federal territories.  In BOTH these and other Countries it becomes a Federal 
Crime for a Parent to Kidnap a Child across a State Line. 
 
This is merely a convenience to invoke Federal Authorities and 
powers of recovery of the child from other States or Countries. 
 
IN FACT ANY CHILD KIDNAPPING causes TRAUMA in 
the child and is therefore Child Psychological Abuse. 
IN FACT ANY PARENTAL CHILD KIDNAPPING which prevents the other 
parent having Contact, whether it is by;- 

 Distance and Economic Feasibility for Access / Visitation / Contact 
 Perversion of the Course of Justice by prevaricating to make out the 

child’s normal residence is with the Kidnapper. 
 Hiding the Child and preventing the other Parent having Knowledge of 

the Whereabouts of the Child, causes TRAUMA in the Child, GRIEF 
from the effective LOSS of a Parent and the Same Domestic Violence 
Abuse to the other Parent. 

 Failure to Return a Child at the Court Ordered appointed time from a 
Contact Visitation, or 50/50 Arrangement causes TRAUMA in the Child, 
and the Same Domestic Violence Abuse to the other Parent. 

 Preventing ANY Social Media, Telephone, Video Conferencing or 
Correspondence which is NOT Court Prohibited causes TRAUMA in the 
Child, and the Same Domestic Violence Abuse to the other Parent. 

 
Kidnapping DOES NOT have to be over State Lines or 
Country Borders for it to be USING THE CHILD AS A 
WEAPON AGAINST THE OTHER PARENT as ANY 
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KIDNAPPING or PARENTAL CHILD ABDUCTION 
causes the same TRAUMA in the Child, and the Same 
TRAUMA & Domestic Violence Abuse to the other Parent.   
ALL KIDNAPPING or any curtailment of communications 
of any sort between a child and its parent is CHILD  
PSYCHOLOGICAL  ABUSE 
 
In the UK prior to 2002, Child Psychological Abuse, AKA Child Emotional Abuse,  
had to be tacked on to a charge of other abuse. (Physical, Sexual or Neglect)  Whilst it 
was recognised, it was not specifically stated in Law as a “Harm” to a child in the 
definition in The Children Act 1989 Section 31, Subsection 9. 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1989/41/section/31  
 
The Adoption and Children Act 2002, Section 120 added the words, “including, for 
example, impairment suffered from seeing or hearing the ill-treatment of another” to 
Subsection 9 of the Children Act 1989 Section 31.  This is the first instance of Child 
Psychological Abuse or Child Emotional Abuse to be made a Criminal Offence. 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2002/38/section/120  
 
This was typically used in False Accusations of Domestic Abuse, being the only way 
to secure Legal Aid in the Family Court from 2012, where any children were not 
affected directly by Domestic Violence, are often included in False Accusations.  
In the Act, Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 
(LASPO), legal aid provision was removed other than for genuine victims of 
domestic violence, or persons who met 'exceptional circumstances'. 
 
In 2015 ALL Child Psychological Abuse and Child Emotional Abuse became a 
Criminal Offence with Section 66 of the Serious Crimes Act 2015  
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/9/section/66  
This adds “(whether physically or otherwise)” to the definition of Cruelty to a child 
in the Children and Young Persons Act 1933, Section 1. 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Geo5/23-24/12  [F2] & [F3] 
The wording, “(whether physically or otherwise)” covers ALL nuances and 
differences between Psychological and Emotional Abuse making ALL Child 
Psychological and ALL Child Emotional Abuse an Offence, (in Layman’s 
language, A CRIME). 
 
English Law is Not Retroactive so, as Section 76 of the Serious Crimes Act 2015 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2015/9/section/76  
Coercive Controlling Behaviour, is New Law, Only instances after it came in force in 
December 2015 can be counted as Offences.   
 
However, Section 66 of the Serious Crimes Act 2015 Amends Old Law and ALL 
Instances back to when the Old Law was brought into force are counted as 
Offences.  For Example The Children Act 1989 came into force in 1990. 


