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Summary

This poster highlights research that found 2/3 of Psychological assessment reports in UK family courts 

’poor’ or ‘very poor’. It homes in on the ‘Discourse of Disbelief’ that is being proffered by many ‘Court 

Appointed Experts’ biased by the ubiquitous coverage of ‘False Memory’ perspectives even when there is no 

corresponding DSM entry. Mental health professionals need to critically reflect on poor assessment 

practices and speak out.

Introduction

Forensic Psychologist Prof Jane Ireland found in 

her report ‘Evaluating Expert Witness 

Psychological Reports: Exploring Quality’ 

that 65% of assessment reports sampled from 

UK Family Courts were ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’:

http://www.ccats.org.uk/images/Expert%20Witness.pdf

The study for the Family Justice Council 

examined 126 psychological reports trawled at 

random from family court documents. An 

illustration of the kind of problems encountered:

‘Another woman was found by a psychologist to 

be “a competent mother” – so the social workers 

went to a second witness, who found the same. 

They then commissioned a third, who at last 

came up with what they wanted: that the mother 

had, again, “a borderline personality disorder”. 

On that basis, her three children were sent for 

adoption.’

Dr Rainer Hermann Kurz 

C.Psychologist

ichinendaimoku@gmail.com

False Memories

Accused parents and academics concerned 

about false accusations came together in the US 

to form the False Memory Syndrome Foundation 

(FMSF) in 1991:

http://www.fmsfonline.org/?about=AdvisoryBoardProfiles

24th European Congress of 

Psychiatry of the EPA 

2016 in Madrid

The ‘British False Memory Society’ (BFMS) was 

founded in 1993:

http://bfms.org.uk/advisory-board/

A letter by Dr Ashley Conway in the BPS 

monthly magazine ‘The Psychologist’ queried 

why numerous articles appeared in rapid 

succession where BFMS associated 

Psychologist featured prominently.

https://thepsychologist.bps.org.uk/volume-

27/edition-5/letters-dyslexia-debate

These included a glowing review of a book that 

Katharine Mair authored by Bryan Tully (both 

members of the BFSM Advisory Board ), an 

article by and an interview with Gisli Gudjonsson

CBE and 3 articles by Prof Chris French the 

most recent one provoked a response from the 

present author that can be found here:

https://thepsychologist.bps.org.uk/volume-28/october-

2015/close-encounters-psychological-kind:

Conclusions

The suppression of the trauma-centric approach 

to mental health issues and its re-emergence 

are central to understanding the trajectory of 

‘Child Protection’ and ’Family Court’ processes 

in the UK and the US. Professionals who are 

supposed to uphold science, law and order may 

become unduly biased. Furthermore inadequate 

psychometric instruments appear to beguile 

some mental health professionals into wrong 

diagnosis and testimony that perpetuates the 

‘Discourse of Disbelief’.

Further information and references are here:

https://arsoninformer.files.wordpress.com/2015/0

6/ead-version-10-09-2013.pdf

Objectives & Aims

The poster aims to raise international awareness 

of the problem and explain the contextual factors 

that contribute to malpractice. It highlights 

deficiencies in family court assessments and 

forensic processes in order to reduce the risk of 

unsafe custody rulings. 

A particular focus is the ‘Discourse of Disbelief’ 

that appears to have gripped Family Courts and 

continues unabated in spite of numerous 

examples of extreme abuse coming to light 

recently e.g. Jimmy Saville, Colin & Elaine 

Batley (sentenced for child abuse in a Satanist 

cult) , Albert & Carol Hickman (sentenced for 

‘blood sucking’ satanist abuse etc.) and Ian 

Watkins (sentenced for baby abuse).

Method

Due to the paucity of published academic 

literature ‘ad hoc’ Internet searches were utilised 

to collect source material and identify advocates. 

A range of conferences, seminars and continued 

professional development (CPD) events 

revealed the background for some of the 

persistent problems. 

Evidence for Extreme Abuse

Post-traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and 

Multiple Personality Disorder (MPD) – nowadays 

referred to as Dissociative Identity Disorder 

(DID) – first appeared in the 3rd edition of DSM 

(1980). It marked an acknowledgement of war  

trauma suffered (e.g. by many American in the 

Vietnam war) and the emergence of domestic 

trauma. Putnam (1989) wrote the landmark text 

book ‘Diagnosis and Treatment of Multiple 

Personality Disorder (Foundations of Modern 

Psychiatry). Cases of extreme abuse emerged 

through the Franklin scandal in Nebraska 

(1989), in Nottingham (1989) and Orkney 

(1991). Sinason (1994) edited a book called 

Treating Survivors of Satanic Abuse outlining 

numerous cases of extreme abuse (often 

perpetrated by ‘Satanists’) and approaches to 

therapy. 

Prof Joan La Fontaine however submitted in 

1994 a report that was widely read as denying 

the existence of abuse perpetrated by Satanists: 

http://www.timeshighereducation.co.uk/94959.article

http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2000/feb/10/davidbrindle#  

Valerie Sinason, consultant psychotherapist at 

the Tavistock Institute has been quoted as 

saying that "I find it disturbing that one 

anthropologist's readings of transcripts are being 

listened to more seriously than 40 senior health 

service clinicians". The Secretary of State for 

Health Virginia Bottomley (1992 – 1995) 

accepted this report In spite of vocal criticism. 

As a consequence the 1998 document ‘Working 

Together’ dropped ‘bizarre and ritualised abuse’ 

which had featured in 1991 version. It became a 

career limiting (or terminating) risk to ‘believe’ in 

the existence of abuse perpetrated by Satanists.

Figure 1: Prof Joan La Fontaine Professor 

Emeritus at London School of Economics (LSE)

Figure 2: Virginia Bottomley - Secretary of 

State for Health (1992 – 1995) 


