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September 9, 2019
The Honourable Premier Doug Ford
Room 281
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto, ON M7A 1A1
Tel: 416-325-1941
Fax: 416-325-3745
Email: premier@ontario.ca doug.fordco@pc.ola.org
Dear Premier Ford
RE: A way to save hundreds of millions of tax dollars annually and to help stop the
abuse of many children and families in Ontario by the broken family court system
The voters of Ontario view you as a champion for families and for the small guy and also as a Premier
who will put an end to the senseless waste of our tax dollars. In the newsletters you send out to voters
you speak about how your government is working on ideas to save millions of tax dollars. I am writing
this letter to encourage you to take action on a plan that would save not just millions of dollars but
hundreds of millions of tax dollars annually.
Attached to this letter is the first document created with input from members of the public outlining
recommendations which will significantly improve the family and child protection court systems in the
Province of Ontario, bring greater respect by the public to the administration of justice, and in the process
save the province of Ontario hundreds of millions of dollars annually. In addition, these
recommendations would take no legislative changes and would cost next to nothing to implement other
than some directives sent out to the courts by the Attorney General of Ontario.
I have based these recommendations on my work as a child and family advocate for the past 25 years in
Ontario as well as from members of the public. I have been in courtrooms as an investigative journalist
and have interviewed hundreds of children, parents, professionals and politicians over the years. Our
organization Canada Court Watch receives calls everyday from citizens in Ontario being abused by the
family and child protection courts. I work with a network of people including lawyers and former police
officers who all know the system is broken. I personally met in Ottawa with former Supreme Court of
Canada Judge, Mr. Thomas Cromwell, who has publicly stated the family court system is broken and
harming children and families.
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In addition, other influential jurists have spoken out about the problems with our family courts and about
how they need to be overhauled.

While there are still some honest lawyers and a few good judges in the system, the family court system
has become in most part a moneymaking pit for those who profit off of it at the destruction of children
and families in Ontario. Everyone knows this. Yet those in the system who profit continue to fight any
attempts to change the system for the better.
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The people of Ontario are angry and have been protesting the family court system for years.

A mother and grandmother from two different families protest
against family court judges in downtown Toronto during the annual
Opening of the Courts ceremony attended by lawyers and members
of the Law Society of Upper Canada.

Even the children whom the family courts have wrongfully placed into abusive situations are crying out
for help and justice.
Below is an except from a handwritten letter sent to Canada Court Watch through Canada Post by an 11year-old boy who was forced by court order into a group home and forcefully taken from his loving
father and placed by the family court into the care of his violent and abusive mother. The boy describes
being forced on to drugs by CAS workers simply because he wanted to see his father and to go back
home with his father. Drugs are routinely being used on kids in care to silence them and to get more
funding from the province of Ontario. The boy describes being depressed and scared in the group home
and scared of the CAS worker, Mr. Jeff Mintz. The boy described how his own family doctor says that
the children’s aid society is responsible for these crimes. Yet it is the family court system that has done
this to this innocent child in conjunction with the children’s aid society.
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We have other letters sent to us from the same child outlining criminal acts against him yet when we
reported the criminal acts, the courts and the CAS only took further steps to silence the child to avoid
the criminal acts from being exposed. Silencing children is a routine tactic of the courts and the CAS.

Children from a family that had been adversely
affected by the family court and the children’s aid
society in Ontario protest in front of Queens Park.
Abuse of children as a result of the failing of the
family court system is common-place.

Desperate parents are abducting their children and fleeing from Canada to get their children away from
the harm caused by the broken family court system which in their mind had become a war zone.
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Below is an excerpt from a letter sent from a grandmother in Lebanon to the Prime Minister who
describes how Ontario’s family court system had destroyed her grandchildren as a result of the failure
of the judges and lawyers to ensure justice for families. She came to Ontario in hopes of visiting her
grandchildren but was unable to because of the Ontario family court system which allowed a vindictive
parent deny access to the other parent. A copy of her signed letter is available upon request from Canada
Court Watch.
“Recently, I travelled from my home country of Lebanon to visit my son in Canada. A number of years
ago my son emigrated to your country with dreams of building a better life for his family in Canada. As
his mother, I supported him then as I had heard that Canada was supposed to be one of the best countries
in the world to live. Certainly, Canada was supposed to be free of wars and terrorism that plague our part
of the world.
After this latest visit, my opinion of your country has greatly changed. Canada is not the good place to
live as I once thought it was. Canada is not the kind of place that I would want my son to emigrate to if
given the choice again. Canada is simply not the fair and just place for a father to raise his family.
My home town of Beruit, Lebanon certainly does not have the reputation of being the most peaceful place
in the world to live and our people may not be as wealthy as those in your country, but after seeing what
your country does to destroy its own children and families, I can only say that I would much prefer to live
in my country where there still is some respect for the family unit and for fathers. What your family
courts do to families is almost beyond comprehension in a civilized country. In our country families are
important. In our country, families would never have to endure the kind of terrorism that your family
courts seem to use against your families.
Your family court system has already turned my grandchildren into angry young boys. Angry children
become angry men. Destroying the minds and spirits of children by allowing vindictive mothers to damage
children in this way will not create the kind of responsible adults that will contribute to your country and
make it stronger. If you allow the family court system to mess up the children you will only breed a
generation of children bent on crime and disrespect for the law.”

Good and loving parents are committing suicide right here in Ontario because of the injustices in our
family courts as the suicide note below from now deceased Ontario residence Mr. Renouf testifies to.
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Last Friday my bank account was garnisheed, I was left with only a total of $ .43 in the bank. At this time,
I have rent and bills to pay which would come to somewhere approaching $1500 to $1800.
Since my last pay was also direct deposited on Friday, I now have no way of supporting myself. I have no
money for food or for gas for my car to enable me to work. My employer also tells me that they will only
pay me by direct deposit, I therefore no longer have a job, since the money would not reach me.
I have tried talking to the Family Support people at 1916 Dundas St. E. their answer was "we have a court
order", repeated several times. I have tried talking to the welfare people in Markham, since I earned over
$520 in the last month, I am not eligible for assistance.
I have had no contact with my daughter in approximately 4 years. I do not even know if she is alive and
well. I have tried to keep her informed of my current telephone number but she never bothered to call. I
have no family and no friends, very little food, no viable job and a very poor future prospects. I have
therefore decided that there is no further point in continuing my life. It is my intention to drive to a secluded
area, near my home, feed the car exhaust in the car, take some sleeping pills and use the remaining gas in
the car to end my life.
I would have preferred to die with more dignity. It is my last will and testament that this letter be published
for all to see and read.
Signed A.T. RENOUF
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Even the former Premier of Ontario wanted to blow up the mess with the children’s aid society (CAS)
in Ontario when her government was in power but failed to do so when she had the opportunity.

The former Chief Justice of Ontario, Mr. Warren Winkler has echoed what others have been saying for
many years. - The family court system is broken and needs to have an overhaul!

The people of Ontario who have been and who currently are being adversely affected by the family court
system in this country are crying out for justice. Too many tax dollars are being squandered on a family
justice system which is not working effectively and making a mockery of Canada as a free and
democratic nation. Even those brave men who fought and gave their lives to protect the freedoms we
enjoy today in Canada have spoken out about the horrors of the family court system. Below is an excerpt
from a letter written in 1999 by former Ontario resident and war vet, Mr. Maurice Conway. He would
likely turn in his grave to know that the Ontario family court system is still in the mess it is today.
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The recommendations which are contained in the attached report will achieve what the former Chief
Justice of Ontario and many others have called for and will simplify the family justice system, make it
cheaper and faster and result in far less damage to children and families than as is currently being done
today by the adversarial family court system.
In closing, I do believe that if the family court system was made more efficient, transparent and
accountable, which the recommendations in this report would do if implemented, the province of Ontario
would save hundreds of millions of dollars annually and significantly improve the lives of children and
families in Ontario. I would be willing to discuss those issues in a meeting as well. Please feel free to
contact me at my personal phone number or email below.
It is time for the talking about changes to the family court system to stop. It is time to stop letting those
who profit off the system maintain the status quo for their gain. It is time for you as our Premier to boldly
step forward and to take action and to do something significant for the people of Ontario by getting rid
of family court hearings and case conferences in courthouses across Ontario and to replace them with
family court reviews. The benefits to the people of Ontario are compelling.
The next step in improving the justice for families in Ontario will be the implementation of communitybased justice committees across Ontario to replace family court judges which will save the province even
more money and to make the system of justice for families even better. However, that concept will be
the subject of one of my future reports to your government.
I look forward to your response.
Yours truly

Vernon Beck, Child and Family Advocate
Tel: (905) 829-0407
Email: vernonbeck1@yahoo.ca
Attachments:
Document: Improvements to the family court system through the process of family court case reviews
rather than court hearings and case conferences (dated August 25, 2019)
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Making Ontario’s Family Court System Better

Recommendation #1

Improvements to the family court system through
the process of family court case reviews rather than
court hearings and case conferences

Prepared for
The Attorney General of Ontario
Author
Vernon Beck, Child and Family Advocate
Tel: (905) 829-0407
Release Date
August 30, 2019 (working paper)
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Part 1
Introduction and Background
Every business day in family courts across Ontario, many injustices are being committed against children
and families as a result of the failure of the current adversarial family court and child protection systems.
Children are being abused, families torn apart, and in many cases, families are being financially ruined
as a result of bad decisions by judges and delays by a justice system that has become too adversarial, too
complicated, too expensive and very ineffective. Just some of the many testimonials from children and
families can be viewed on the Canada Court Watch YouTube website at:
https://www.youtube.com/user/CourtWatch/videos
In some cases, children have died and parents have committed suicide directly as a result of the failure
of the adversarial family court system to protect the rights and freedoms of children and families and to
deliver fairness and justice to the citizens of Ontario. In too many cases, judges are ordering children to
be in the care of abusive caregivers. Below is a headline regarding Madame Justice Debra Paulseth
regarding the death of a young child as a result of the Judge’s order which gave custody of the young
child to those who eventually murdered her. Recent video recorded testimony from other children reveal
that this same judge continues to refuse to hear the voices of children and has recently made a court order
which has placed other children into the hands of caregivers who are abusing the children.

Children and families in Ontario have the inherent right to justice. Unfortunately, many of the children
and families in Ontario involved with the family court system are not getting the justice they have the
right to receive.

In addition to the many terrible injustices being committed against children and families there is a
significant waste of public and private resources due to the ways in which family court disputes are being
handled by the overly complex and outdated family court system. It has been estimated that tens, if not
hundreds of millions of tax dollars are being squandered annually as a result of the failure of the outdated
and adversarial family court system.
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While there are many improvements to Ontario’s broken family court system that could be made to
improve justice and to save money, this document focuses on only one of those improvements, that being
how to correct the significant flaws inherent with the current practice of parties or their lawyers attending
family court hearings in person and making oral presentations before the judge.
Parties attending courthouses in person to attend a hearing often pay hundreds and sometimes thousands
of dollars while they and their lawyer sit in the waiting area outside of the courtroom. In the vast majority
of the family law cases, circumstances and issues in the cases are very similar.
In recent years due to the number of family law cases overwhelming the family court system, parties or
their lawyers are often given 30 minutes to make their oral presentations which is to supposed to
summarize their written submissions but too often these oral presentations are being used to influence
the judge by making false and misleading statements at the last minute.
In addition to the waste of valuable resources, family court hearings are one of significant causes of
stress on parents and sometimes on children and other family members.
The problems in Canada’s family court system have reached a crisis level with even some of Canada’s
high-ranking legal authorities speaking publicly on this problem.
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In addition to some of Canada’s top legal professionals speaking out, the media has been exposing the
problems with the family court system for decades.
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While the practice of holding family court hearings has its roots in the concept of open public courtrooms,
attendance at courtrooms by members of the public in family court matters has become very rare in
today’s society. Seldom do members of the public or the press attend family court hearings due to the
complex and often personal nature of matters. Facilitating hearings in public courtrooms over family
law related matters in today’s age of electronic communication and audio-visual tools simply serves no
real purpose in today’s electronically connected world. Family court hearings are placing a tremendous
and unnecessary burden on the justice system and on the Canadian economy at an unacceptable cost not
only to the taxpayers of Ontario but to taxpayers from all across Canada.
The Ontario Attorney General’s Office provides the following services which are outlined on the
Attorney General’s website.

The process of handing family court matters which is outlined in this document will help to create a
more fair and accessible justice system, will modernize the justice system and help build safer and more
prosperous communities by increasing access to justice in accordance to the evolving needs of children
and families in Ontario.
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Part 2
Problems relating to the current practice of conducting family court
hearings at courthouses in Ontario
Some of the problems relating to the process of conducting family court hearings are as follows:
Problem #1 - Judges are not reading and/or fully comprehending arguments and
evidence submitted by the parties
It has become a widely accepted belief that the vast majority of family court judges simply do not read
the documents before them or read them to the point where they fully comprehend the written
submissions in the court record. As a result, judges often just skim over the written submissions and
instead are relying on brief oral presentations made by the clients or their lawyers to make their decision.
In many cases, the court hearing process simply does not allow many judges the time to properly review
the evidence in the cases before them. An analysis of past family court cases has shown that the decisions
of many judges are not supported by the written evidence submitted before the court.
Some parties have reported observing judges dosing off while hearing a case before them. Below is one
newspaper article from the National Post about a judge who was caught falling asleep in the courtroom.

A process which helps to ensure that judges have the necessary time to read and comprehend the evidence
before them in a manner that is convenient to judges would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system.
Problem #2 – Outcome of cases can be influenced by the oratory skills of the lawyers
Many parties who have gone into family court have come out with the feeling that the other side’s lawyer
walked all over their lawyer. Some parties have stated that their own lawyer gave into the other side.
Some parties have been so disgusted with the performance of their lawyers that they fire them on the
spot. The bottom line is that some lawyers have better oratory skills when they present their case.
Evidence, not oratory skills of lawyers should be what a judge decides the case on.
A process which removes the factor of oral performance would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system.
Problem #3 - Excessive costs to clients for attendance of their lawyers at family court
hearings
Many parties attending family court hearings complain about how much it has cost for their lawyer to
attend their family court hearing. It is not uncommon for parties to be told to arrive at court at 9:30 AM
and then to wait for their turn to go into the courtroom.
Some parties have reported that it has taken all day to get their matter dealt with in the courtroom and
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that it has cost them thousands of dollars for the day and yet they may have only spent a short time in
the courtroom itself. Some have reported spending significant amount of money to their lawyer to attend
a scheduled family court hearing only to have their matter adjourned to another hearing date because the
judge needed more time to obtain further information or to make a decision.
Problem #4 - Lost income and expenses to family members for attendance at family
court hearings
In addition to the cost of their lawyer, most parties lose income as a result of having to take time off from
their employment to attend court. Parties with young children often need to hire babysitters to take care
of children as a result of having to attend family court for the day. The cost of driving up to the courthouse
and parking fees where applicable also adds a financial burden on the parties.
A process which minimizes lost income due to parties having to take time off work or having to go to
the courthouse would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s family justice system, help ease the
financial burden on children and families and indirectly help Ontario’s economy.
Problem #5 - Intimidating environment for non-lawyers at the courthouse
The vast majority of parties attending family courts find the environment intimidating. In many of the
courthouses today, there is significant police presence. People are searched prior to entering a courthouse.
Police officers are patrolling the corridors and waiting areas. Police sometimes are present in the
courtroom itself. All the regular family court players are wearing black robes. Judges are sitting up at
the front of the courtroom and elevated like kings. Families should not be subjected to such a harsh and
unfriendly environment.
Some parties have reported that the opposing lawyers in their matters have requested the presence of a
police officer in the courtroom for the purpose of intimidating the opposing client and to indirectly
convey to the judge in the courtroom that the other party poses a threat to their client.
A process which minimizes parties from feeling intimidated at the courthouse would be a welcomed
improvement to Ontario’s family court system.
Problem #6 – False and misleading statements, innuendo and hearsay being made by
lawyers and/or parties as part of oral presentations during family court hearings
It has become almost common practice amongst lawyers to make statements to the judge in the
courtroom on information which is not included in the official court records. Often these statements are
nothing more than hearsay, and gaslighting statements intended to put the opposing side in a bad light
with the judge at the hearing.
Some off the record comments which might be made in a court hearing or conference include:





talking about the opposing side’s health problems in a way that isn’t related to the case
lie in court about things that didn't happen by saying that the other side committed adultery
That the children are misbehaving because the opposing parent is causing this behaviour
Call the other party a “deadbeat parent” when a parent is unable to pay child support yet that
parents is literally living on the street and on the verge of suicide.

Quite often, these off the record comments often can have an impact on the judge’s attitude towards the
other party.
A process which minimizes the use of false statements, innuendo and hearsay being put before the judge
orally in a courtroom would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s family court system and help to
make the family court system less adversarial.
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Problem #7 – Family court hearings and case conferences are often being used to
harass former spouses
It is common knowledge in the legal industry that in many cases, family court hearings and case
conferences are often being used as a form of harassment by parties against their former spouse. Some
of this abuse of the system is a result of lawyers encouraging this strategy and in other cases the person
has instructed their lawyer to engage in this strategy because the party is a narcissist and will use any
and all means to destroy their former spouse. Some parties have reported attending multiple “off the
record” case conference over a period of months with little or no progress being made.
Using the family court process to harass a former spouse is fairly simple. The one party usually with the
greater financial resources will have their lawyer arrange for numerous court hearings and case
conferences, knowing that this will put a heavy burden on their former spouse both financially and with
time. In reality, this strategy is nothing less than legal harassment.
The Legal Services of BC is just one organization which provides information about this widespread
problem on their website.

Source: https://familylaw.lss.bc.ca/abuse-family-violence/it-abuse/if-your-spouse-harassing-you-through-courts

Many of the parties who self-represent themselves in family courts today, do so as a result of having
exhausted all of their financial resources on family court related expenses, many of which relate directly
to family court hearings and needless case conferences. Some parties have reported attending ten or more
case conferences plus numerous court hearings during the processing of their family court matter.
A process which would minimize the ability of parties to use court hearings as a form of harassment
would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s family court system and help to make the family court
system less adversarial.
Problem #8 – The right of parties to audio record their own court hearing under Section
136 of Ontario’s Court of Justice Act is being obstructed by judges and lawyers in
courtrooms
For decades, Section 136 of Ontario’s Courts of Justice Act has enshrined the principle that parties
attending their own court hearings or their lawyers had the right to audio record their hearings for the
purpose of supplementing their notes. It only makes common sense especially for those who are forced
to self-represent. In spite of the law, for years now parties have been threatened by judges and lawyers
and in some cases handcuffed and unlawfully arrested in family court for attempting to exercise their
lawful rights under Section 136 of Ontario’s Courts of Justice Act.
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In one recent case in 2019, a party contacted Canada Court Watch and reported that the Judge ordered
court security officers to forcefully seize the man’s cell phone right in the public courtroom and to hold
it until the man had left the courtroom. What kind of message does this show of judicial arrogance and
police force send to other members of the public in that courtroom?
Parties attending the Brampton, Ontario courthouse reported that during one period of time, that police
officers, likely acting on the instructions senior court staff, were searching persons for recording devices
at the entrance to the courthouse and making them take their recording devices back to their vehicles or
else be denied entry into the public courthouse.
The right for a party to audio record their own court hearing for the purpose of supplementing their notes
was reaffirmed many years ago by the former Chief Justice W.G.C. Howland. After faithfully serving
the people of Ontario for approximately 20 years as the Chief Justice of Ontario, in a bold and decisive
decision on April 10, 1989, Chief Justice Howland issued a historic Practice Directive to all Ontario
Courts which reaffirmed the right of the citizens of Ontario to audio record their own court hearing under
Section 136(2)(b) of Ontario's Courts of Justice Act.
In his practice directive to the courts in Ontario Justice Howland ordered, “Subject to any order made
by the presiding judge as to non-publication of court proceedings, and to the right of the presiding
judge to give such directions from time to time as he or she may see fit as to the manner in which an
audio recording may be made at a court hearing pursuant to s. 146 [now s. 136] of the Courts of
Justice Act, the unobtrusive use of a recording device from the body of the courtroom by a solicitor,
a party acting in person, or a journalist for the sole purpose of supplementing or replacing
handwritten notes may be considered as being approved without an oral or written application to the
presiding judge.”
Justice Howland’s directive to his fellow jurists and to all court administrators was clearly intended
to bolster the public’s respect for the administration of Justice by promoting greater openness and
transparency in the courts of Ontario. It is a tragedy that lawyers and judges today have made a mockery
of the most basic rights that Chief Justice Howland fought to protect on behalf of the people of Ontario.

This photo of W.G.C. Howland was taken sometime in the 1930’s before
he was called to the Ontario Bar in 1939. During his career Justice
Howland strongly believed in transparency in the administration of
Justice and was passionate about protecting the rights of the citizens
of Ontario to audio record their court proceedings to help ensure
transparency and accountability in the court system.

A recent poll in July of 2019 on the Law Times website further supports that there is widespread support
for more open and transparent records of court proceedings. In spite of this poll being on a website
frequently mostly by lawyers, 71% of those responding supported the use of video cameras in courtrooms.
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Source: www.lawtimesnews.com/poll/battle-over-audio-and-video-recordings-of-court-proceedings-may-be-headed-to-scc/704

A process which protects the rights of parties to audio record their own court hearings or even better,
completely eliminates the need for parties to audio record their own court hearings or to have to make
notes at a family court hearing would be a welcomed improvement to the family court system and result
in significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Problem #9 - Waste of taxpayer monies for redundant court reporters
At all family court hearings and generally at most case conferences there is a court reporter or recording
technician at the front of the courtroom to audio record what was said by all parties in the courtroom
during the hearing or conference. The court reporter/audio technician generally just sits at the front of
the courtroom and looks at a computer and monitors the microphones.
In the vast majority of times, the presence of a court reporter/audio technician is just a waste of taxpayer
dollars. A lot of what is said in the courtroom is conversations between parties which has little or no
evidence value to the actual proceedings. Very seldom are transcripts ordered for hearing because in
most cases, parties find it too expensive and/or inconvenient to obtain transcripts. Some judges have
been known to deny transcripts which also raises the question as to why more judicial resources are
being used to deny parties copies of transcripts?
In reference to case conferences, transcripts are not available to the parties as such transcripts cannot be
used, yet court reporters are present at case conferences being paid by the taxpayers for services which
in most cases serve no useful purpose.
A process which would eliminate the need for court reporters/audio technicians and eliminate the need
to obtain transcripts would be a welcomed improvement to the family court system and result in a
significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Problem #10 – Court transcripts are in some cases unreliable or in some cases being
tampered with through judicial interference
One problem which continues to cast a dark shadow over the family court hearing process and public
trust in the court system is the reliability and accuracy of court transcripts. Many parties have reported
that false allegations, threats, intimidation, innuendo, hearsay and general gaslighting techniques are
being used orally against them by lawyers and in some cases by judges during family court hearings.
Yet, some parties have reported that when they obtained the official transcript of their hearing, important
sections of what was said in the courtroom by judges and lawyers has been removed.
This practice has been going on for decades which is one of the main reasons why the family court
system has become so adversarial and why family law lawyers and judges have lost the respect of the
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public at large. For many years there has been a blatant obstruction of justice by judges and lawyers to
prevent parties from being able to obtain accurate and reliable record of what was said during their family
court hearings.
As outlined previously under problem #6, in spite of parties having the right to audio record their own
court hearings to supplement their notes, the citizens of Ontario have been threatened, intimidated and
in some cases arrested by police for attempting to exercise their rights under the law in Ontario. Yet,
there is good reason why the citizens of Ontario should have the right to accurate and reliable records.
Below is a copy of a newspaper article from 2007 in which a Judge from the courthouse at 47 Sheppard
Ave West in Toronto was caught for arranging to have court transcripts altered.

Another excerpt from an article from 2001 published in the National Court Reporters Association Online
News shows that the issue of the accuracy and reliability of court transcripts from court hearings was
brought to the attention of government officials years ago. Yet even today in 2019, the problem of court
transcripts and accurate recordings of what is said in family courts, continues to adversely affect the
public’s trust in the family court system.

Cameras in the courtrooms are a must
Everyone knows how effective vieo cameras can be in capturing an accurate record of events. Everyone
knows that video recordings are reliable and inexpensive with today’s technology. Having video cameras
installed in family courts just as is the case in many jurisdictions in the United States will significantly
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improve the public’s respect for the administration and put an end to much of the “off the record”
comments made by lawyers in court hearings to influence the judge. The work of court reporters would
be lessened. As judge Judy has stated, “cameras should be in every courtroom”

Problem #11 – Barriers put in place to make it difficult for the citizens of Ontario to obtain
family court recordings
In recent years, there have been attempts by those players in the family court system to create procedures
which give the appearance of more openness to reliable court records. Unfortunately, these procedures
are largely seen by the public as nothing more than window dressing.
For example, audio recordings of family court hearings have been made accessible in very recent years.
This service looks good at first glance but upon close examination of the process, parties have to apply
to the court first and only after having filed a motion and obtained a court Order can the audio recording
be obtained. Before audio recordings are released, parties must sign an undertaking to destroy the
recording after they have used it. The citizens of Ontario are forced to have to go back to court again
just to get their transcripts. This all amounts to more paperwork, more court appearances and more record
retention by courthouse staff. All of this at the expense of the taxpayers of Ontario of course.
Below is information from the Ontario courts website in which it states that a court Order must be
obtained first in order to obtain a copy of the family court audio recordings.
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Source: http://www.ontariocourts.ca/ocj/legal-professionals/practice-directions/digital-audio-recordings/

The current policy (2019) by the courts in regards to parties obtaining digital audio recordings has the
effect of putting yet more burden on judicial and court administrative resources with those costs being
passed on to the taxpayers of Ontario. The current policy is yet just another barrier to justice.
The issue of upholding the rights of citizens of Ontario to independently record their own family court
hearings was brought to the attention of Ontario’s Attorney General back more than 13 years ago in
August of 2006. In 2006, the Panel reinforced provisions of Ontario’s Courts of Justice Act by stated
that recording should be allowed without the judge’s approval. Yet this most sensible and cost saving
recommendation made by the panel of experts has never been implemented the Attorney General’s office.
A simple directive to the courts would have cost the government nothing yet saved millions of dollars.
Below is a copy of the recommendation to Ontario’s Attorney General in 2006.

A process which would significantly reduce the need for court reporters/audio technicians completely
for family court hearings would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s family court system and result
in a significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Problem #12 - Waste of taxpayer monies for unnecessary use of courthouse facilities
and staff
The current practice of lawyers and/or parties having to make oral presentations at family court hearings
consumes a significant amount of court related resources and services, all of which are paid for by
taxpayers of Ontario.
Courthouse facilities have to be made available to those attending family court hearings such as parking,
security, washrooms, waiting rooms, etc. In addition, for each case a courtroom must be made available
along with the judge, court reporter and courtroom clerk and in some cases a police officer. There is a
huge expense to parties and lawyer in time and money to attend family court hearings which generally
last for about an hour or less for each.
In this day of modern electronic technology, there is simply no need for parties to be attending family
court hearings in person.
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A process which would eliminate the need for parties to attend courthouses for their family court matters
would be a welcomed improvement, would significantly reduce the burden on court facilities and result
in a significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Problem #13 – Bringing opposing parties together at the courthouse for court hearings
generally fuels the potential for hostility between parties and/or lawyers
In most cases, bringing two parties together at the same building who have been caught up in the
adversarial family court system fuels emotions and hostilities. In some cases, dirty looks and harsh words
have been exchanged between parties and sometimes between parties and the opposing lawyers. Often
these animosities are caused by the lawyers involved, who are too eager to create volatile situations
through intimidation against the other party.
Some parties have reported damages to their vehicles while parked in the courthouse parking lot, such
as punctured tires or scratches to paint. No amount of security can ensure that such actions do not occur
at courthouses. As reported in the news articles below children and families attending courthouses for
family law related matters can find themselves amidst deadly events.

This news report from Global News reveals
that there is the potential for even lawyers to
get into physical altercations at the
courthouse.
The same risk for violence exists for estranged
spouses. Put parties who are fighting over
children and money in the same place, there
will likely be an increase in stress and the
potential for hostility.
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In many cases, lawyers will bring any conflict which occurred between their clients outside of the
courtroom (no matter how minor it may be) to the attention of the judge when they make their oral and
sometimes written submissions in the courtroom.
Below is an example of how a family law lawyer will bring the conduct of parties outside of the
courtroom to the attention of the judge. The parties are already stressed out being at the courthouse and
some lawyers will use this to make matters even worse even though this evidence is not even relative to
the matter before the court.

The lawyer’s main purpose is to make the opposing party look like a bad person. A lawyer’s goal is not
to compromise and mediate, their goal is to submit an illustration that their own client is the better person
and parent no matter what it takes even if this is not the truth. This is simply one of the many grossly
unfair gas-lighting techniques which lawyers use to influence the presiding judge and to further promote
hostility between the parties This tactic only fuels more anger against lawyers and against the
administration of justice in Ontario.
Problem #14 - Parties and/or witnesses have reported being accosted, intimidated and
sometimes assaulted by lawyers at courthouses prior to family court hearings
Tragically, some parties have reported that lawyers and some of the regular players in the family court
system abuse their authority to harass or to intimidate parties and/or witnesses at the courthouse. Even
court security staff have use threats against members of the public without justifiable reasons.
Below is a photo of a court security officer telling a father to stop handing our literature on the sidewalk
of the courthouse. When the father refused to yield his rights to peaceful protest on public property, he
was taken by force into a holding cell in the courthouse by court security officers. This father was
unlawfully arrested but never charged with anything before being released later that day.
Photo of a Canadian citizen being accosted by court
security staff while on a public sidewalk across the
street from a courthouse in Ontario. The father was
peacefully handing out fliers to alert members of the
public about the broken family court system where
his children had been placed with an abuser by the
family court system. According to the father, the
officers told him that one the judges in the
courthouse did not like the protest outside the
courthouse and wanted it stopped by police.
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Another example of how police officers are used to
intimidate citizens involved with the family and child
protection courts. Shown in this photo is a former
Crown Ward of the Children’s Aid Society who was
handing out literature on a public sidewalk
describing his own abuse while in care before being
accosted by police in an attempt to get him to stop
handing out fliers to members of the public.

Below is a copy of paragraph 10 from the sworn affidavit of a teenage girl from Burlington, Ontario in
which she reported how the lawyer with the Halton Children’s Aid Society in Burlington not only
accosted her, but assaulted her outside of the courtroom while she was in the courthouse waiting to attend
a family court hearing. This incident of physical assault by the lawyer from the CAS would never had
occurred if the court matter did not require the parties and/or their witnesses to attend the courthouse in
person for a court hearing.

Below is a copy of paragraph 19 to 22 from the sworn affidavit of another 16-year-old teenage girl from
Toronto, Ontario in which she reported how she was threatened and intimidated and her rights under the
Charter to be heard violated by the judge at the courthouse.
Shortly after that the judge had the teenage girl handcuffed and arrested by police and then taken away
using police force to a Children’s Aid Society foster home in the west end of Toronto where she was
further threatened and abused by CAS and foster worker staff. All this abuse of a young Canadian girl
was paid for by the taxpayers of Ontario!
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This same young Canadian girl goes on to give her opinion in her affidavit about the judge and how the
judge only listened to the verbal statements by the CAS lawyer. It was later found out that the judge in
this case was in a conflict of interest and had worked for the CAS in the past.

This incident involving the violation of the rights of this young Canadian woman is just another example
of how Ontario’s family court system is broken and has lost the trust of Canadians of all ages. This
incident would never have happened if there had been no court hearing!
A process which minimizes the potential of parties from being accosted and/or verbally abused by judges
and/or lawyers at the courthouse or in the courtroom would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system.
Problem #15 - Parties being intimidated to sign agreements under duress at the
courthouse
Below is a copy of an excerpt from a letter sent by parents to the lawyer from the Hamilton Children’s
Aid Society describing how they felt pressured by Duty Council at the courthouse to sign a document
favoring the position of the children’s aid society by stating that their 16-year old daughter was at risk
of harm when in fact their daughter was not at any risk of harm.
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Problem #16 – Bias by some judges in favor of the regular family court players
Many parties report that they feel that many of the judges appear to be over-friendly and demonstrate a
bias in favor of those individuals and/or organizations who attend family court hearings on a regular
basis. Such parties include lawyers, child protection agencies (CAS), child custody assessors and
government funded lawyers who represent children from Ontario’s Office of the Children’s Lawyer
(OCL).
Many parties have reported that it seems to them that the judges do not question the testimony or
evidence from those individuals or agencies who are regular players in the family court. Some parties
report observing judges having lunch or engaged in private conversations with opposing parties or their
lawyers at courthouses. It is only normal for people who work in the same environment on a day to day
basis to develop some sort of personal relationship or connection with those they work with on a regular
basis.
Below is a copy of the headlines of article where it was reported that a well-known psychologist, Nicole
Walton-Allen, who had been trusted by many family court judges in the southern Ontario area was finally
exposed for lying to the courts for many years.

Cases where family court judges are fooled into taking the word of family court regulars over the written
evidence is not that unusual. This resent case involving Ms. Walton-Allen reminds us of the trail of
destruction against children and families created by former Ontario pathologist, Dr. Charles Smith. It
seems that history repeats itself.
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Dr. Smith’s testimony was used in some family court cases by the children’s aid society to accuse parents
of abusing children. Many parents were wrongly accused of crimes they did not commit, including one
mother who was accused of murdering her child as a result of Dr. Smith’s flawed findings. Dr. Smith
was considered by the courts at that time as Ontario’s foremost expert. Yet the courts considered him as
a professional and his recommendations taken as gospel by Ontario judges and child protection agency
workers.

Mr. Greg Carter from Whitby Ontario was yet another con artist who was respected by family court
judges until he was exposed and arrested for supplying false evidence in family court and child protection
hearings. Many children and families were harmed as a result of the courts relying upon him as one of
the family court regulars.

A process which minimizes the development of personal contact and working relationships between
judges and those considered as regular players in the family court system would be a welcomed
improvement to Ontario’s family court system and result in a significant savings to the taxpayers of
Ontario.
Problem #17 – Handwritten endorsements from judges are often hard to read and written
in a rush by judges
In many cases, Judges are under pressure to provide an endorsement at the end of a court hearing before
the parties leave the court. This puts pressure on the judges because if the judge does not do the
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endorsement immediately, the judge may have trouble remembering the details of the case after hearing
other cases later in the day. Many judges end up handwriting endorsements on the fly. In many instances
the judge’s endorsement is difficult to read.

A process which would take the pressure off judges to write endorsements on the spot and give the judges
the time to prepare a proper typewritten endorsement would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system, put judges under less stress and result in a more efficient system.
Problem #18 – Voices of children being ignored by the courts and/or manipulated by
family court assessors, CAS workers and court appointed children’s lawyers
To compile the problem outlined in Problem #15 with the courts favoring those regular family court
players, many of whom use unreliable and questionable processes in their work, many of them are
knowingly providing false and misleading information to the courts.
Such parties include lawyers, child protection agency workers (CAS), child custody assessors and
government funded lawyers who represent children from Ontario’s Office of the Children’s Lawyer
(OCL). In many cases, the OCL lawyer will only give an oral presentation to the court and not provide
anything in writing to file on the court record. This puts a barrier in verifying the accuracy of the
children’s lawyer’s submission during a court hearing.
Few, if any of the custody and access assessors record their interview with children so that the actual
questions and interviews with the children can be reviewed. Many children report being threatened and
intimidated by custody assessors, child protection workers and even their court appointed children’s
lawyer.
The entire process of how evidence is gathered from children and assessed by the courts is highly flawed!
This online video of a 16-year exposed how the court in Ontario caused so much harm to this young girl
by believing what the CAS workers had to say yet when they young girl tried to speak up to get the truth
to the judge she was told by the judge right in the courtroom to shut up and sit down. The below video
is just one of many testimonials from children testifying how they suffered abuse as a result of the courts
and court related professionals silencing the truth.
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sq3bVzBJYVE
Other similar videos can be viewed on the Canada Court Watch YouTube website. The problem of abuse
of children by the family court system is not just a problem in Ontario but in other jurisdictions in Canada
as well.
Below is a message from an 11-year-old girl seeking help after the child protection worker (name
redacted) from an Ontario CAS agency in Newmarket, Ontario made the girl lie to authorities about her
dad hitting her. The girl was threatened with being taken away from her father if she did not report that
her father had hit her. In reality it was the mother who was abusing the child. When the girl did what
the CAS told her to say and lied, the CAS worker then terminated this girl’s access to her father. The
CAS worker used threats with this child to get what the CAS worker wanted the girl to say.

In this case, the Newmarket CAS spent tens of thousands of tax dollars over two years of court hearings
separating this girl from her loving father and putting false and misleading evidence before the family
court. Mandatory video recording of children’s interviews by CAS workers in this case would have
prevented this miscarriage of justice by the CAS.
A process which minimizes the ability of children’s aid society workers and children’s lawyers from
presenting false and misleading evidence to the court would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system and result in a significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Improvements to the family court system through a family court review process
Page 22 of 33 (August 30, 2019)

Problem #19 - Appeals of court decisions are very costly and create unnecessary delays
due to the parties first having to obtain transcripts of family court hearings
If a party wants to appeal a judge’s decision, the party must apply to obtain a written copy of the
transcripts from the court reporter. For transcripts to be made, a court reporter has to spend a number of
hours transferring what was said on the audio recording of the court hearing into a written transcript.
This takes a considerable amount of time.
After the written transcripts are prepared the judge who heard the court matter will review the transcripts.
While transcripts are not supposed to be altered, parties have reported that statements made in the court
were missing from the transcripts. Sometimes transcripts can take weeks and even months to obtain and
are very expensive. In most cases, transcripts of just one family court hearing can cost hundreds of
dollars.
Review of transcripts by judges adds a considerable burden on judicial and court staff resources which
is yet another unnecessary expense passed on to the taxpayers of Ontario. Review of transcripts by the
judge before they are released is yet another factor which affects the public’s faith in the courts being
transparent.
A process which minimizes the delays and costs for appeals by removing the need of written transcripts
would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s family court system and result in a significant savings
to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Problem #20 – Courthouses are being overwhelmed due to the large number of family
law cases overwhelming the system
In spite of new and bigger courthouses it seems that no sooner are new courthouses being built than they
are getting filled up. New courthouses need more judges, more court reporters, more court staff and
more security. The province of Ontario is running a significant deficit. The taxpayers of Ontario simply
cannot continue to fund the ever-expanding court system. Below is a recent article where an Ontario
judge is complaining about the lack of space at the Brampton Courthouse. As can be expected, those
who profit from family court conflict want the taxpayers of Ontario to fund more courthouses, more
judges and more of everything to expand the family court system even bigger than it is today.

A process which will minimize or eliminate the need for more courthouses, more judges and all the other
court related services that go along with courthouses would be a welcomed improvement to Ontario’s
family court system and result in a significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
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Part 3
How the process to adjudicate family court matters by court reviews
rather than by court hearings will work
Most family court related matters generally fall into the categories of applications and motions related
to family matter. Most family court matters are routine and can be dealt with in a reasonable time line
while some cases may be considered as urgent. There are a rare number of cases which may be
considered as an emergency and which needs to be dealt with by the court without notice being given to
another party but these cases are not the norm.
The process of dealing with the most common family court related matters
The practice of regular family court hearings being held at the courthouse in person by parties and/or
lawyers at the courthouse will be terminated. Instead of a judge rendering a decision based on a “court
hearing”, the judge will render a decision based on a process known as a “court review”. This process is
not entirely unheard of in the system and can be referred to as a “basket case” which is sometimes used
for simple matters.
Moving the vast majority of family law cases away from court hearings and in the direction of court
review will cost the government nothing to implement and will result in immediate and significant
savings to parties and reduce burden on judges, court staff and the entire family justice system.
Instead of attending court houses for court hearings, all parties or their lawyers will submit their written
submissions to the court as is current practice with the exception that all documents must be submitted
in electronic pdf format in addition to paper format. Lawyers or the parties will be required to ensure
that they are very clear on what orders they are expecting the judge to issue. Evidence will be attached
to affidavits as is currently the practice. Testimony from children through a children’s lawyer or clinical
assessor will be in writing only.
In addition to the standard court documents, each party will be allowed to submit one written summary
document of their case. This summary document will in effect replace the oral presentation that the
parties or their lawyers would make in the courtroom during a court hearing. The summary document
could also be supplemented with a short video submission from the parties which will be part of the
court record.
Just as is the practice now, affidavits swearing that materials have been properly served on the other side
will be filed with the court administration. As is the current practice, the initial serving of documents by
the applicant must be made by personal service to the responding party. There will be no court date set
for the parties to attend court.
The responding side will be given up to 30 days to respond to the other side and then to file their materials
with the court along with their affidavit of service.
Once the court has received written submissions from both sides, then the case will be reviewed by a
judge and a decision made by the judge within 30 days.
Court submissions from the parties will be provided to the judge to be review in his office or any place
where the judge feels most comfortable. The judge will review the submissions and made a render a
decision based on only the written documents and evidence provided. If desired, the judge may request
any assistance to review the documents from any third party, others that the participants or their lawyers.
The ability of the Judge to assign others assist him/her in the review process will help ease up the judge’s
time. The fact that all submissions would be in written form as well opens up the concept of the inclusion
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of community-based review committees.
Court staff will issue the judge’s typewritten endorsement in electronic format to the parties and/or their
lawyers.
Urgent motions on short notice to other side
The same process can be used for motions made on an urgent basis except that the responding side will
not be given 30 days to respond. Urgent motions can be reviewed and decided upon by the judge anytime
within 10 to 30 days from the request.
For urgent motions as well, the parties or their lawyers will not attend the courthouse in person. Decisions
will be made by the judge based on written submissions and the written executive summary of each
side’s case.
Conducting urgent motions in this matter will cost nothing to implement. This process will significantly
reduce legal costs to parties as well as reduce burden to judges and court staff.
Emergency motions on an ex parte basis
In some very rare cases, a family court matter may need to be decided upon in an extremely short period
of time and without the other side being informed beforehand. Such a situation may include the
following:





One parent has learned that the other parent is on the verge of abducting their child to another
jurisdiction or country and that a court Order preventing the abduction is needed immediately.
The child has just recently been apprehended by child protection authorities and the other parent
needs to get a court Order to have the child taken from the care of child protection and placed into
their care.
A parent has learned that the other parent or family member has placed the child in a situation where
the child is suffering or has suffered harm or the child is currently at imminent risk of physical or
psychological harm as a result of the action of the other parent or family members.

The party or their lawyer will make a request for an emergency motion without notice to the other side
providing clear reasons why the request is necessary and a written executive summary. The party or
their lawyer will not attend the courthouse to give any oral arguments but original signed and sworn
documents will be filed at the court.
The judge will review the written materials at the earliest possible time and if the written materials
contain enough evidence to justify the emergency motion without notice then the judge will make a
decision. The judge will issue his/her court Order. The judge’s Order will include a return to court date
to give the other party the opportunity to respond to the motion as well as an order that a copy of the ex
parte Order be served personally upon the other side as soon as possible.
This process for ex parte motions is very similar to current practices except that the party applying for
the emergency motion must submit documents and there will be no appearance in person before a judge.
This is sometimes referred to as a “basket case”. This process will cost nothing to implement and will
immediately reduce legal costs to parties as well as to immediately reduce burden on judges and court
staff. There will be no transcripts for the court to deal with as there will be no oral arguments being
made before the judge in the courtroom.
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Part 4
The benefits of conducting “Court Reviews” v. “Court Hearings” in family
law proceedings
The benefits of replacing family court hearings with family court review process are summarized below:
 Judges will be able to review cases at their own convenience without the pressure of attending a court
hearing at a specific date and time.
 Judges will have flexibility in reviewing a case and would be able to consult with their fellow judges
and/or other resources inside or outside of the courthouse for additional input.
 Judges will not have to worry about what they may say to parties or their lawyers in the courtroom
at an emotional time. Judges will not have to worry about having complaints made against them
based on what they may have said in the court.
 Judges will not have their attention diverted during court hearings when they take notes to remind
them of statements which may have been made orally in the courtroom by the parties or their lawyers.
 There will be no need for court reporters as there will be no verbal statements to record.
 There will be no need to supply a courtroom for a court hearing in individual cases.
 Judges will no longer be under pressure to prepare endorsements immediately at the end of a court
hearing. Judges will have the necessary time to provide properly typewritten and well thought out
endorsements.
 Will significantly reduce the need for new courthouse and the need for more family court judges.
 There will be no need for court security in the courtroom for family court matters as parties will not
be present in the courthouse. There will also be a significant reduction in in the need for security
staff at the courthouse as fewer parties will need to attend courthouses.
 The process of a “court review” will be more open and transparent for members of the public as
documents can be readily available to members of the public.
 There will be less personal interaction between judges and those considered as regular players in the
family court system as judges will not be personally interacting with those individuals or agencies
on a regular basis. This will help to make judges appear to members of the public as being unbiased.
 There will be less ability for CAS workers and other professions to provide false and misleading
evidence in cases.
 Members of the public will not have to attend courthouses thus reducing the need of courthouse
security, parking and use of court buildings.
 Will significantly reduce the burden on court staff as court staff will not have to be in attendance in
the courtroom.
 Will eliminate the need for court reporters and the storage and retention of audio transcripts as there
will be no oral hearings.
 Will end the need for motions to be filed to have audio recordings released by the judge thus reducing
burden on court staff and judges.
 Will end the practice of judges having to take their valuable time to review transcripts prior to release
of transcripts to parties. The family court review process will reduce yet another burden on judges
and save considerable tax dollars.
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Will end the practice of judges and lawyers bullying and intimidating parties in the courtroom during
court hearings.
Will put parties and their lawyers on a more level playing field.
Will reduce safety risks to members of the public as members of the public will no longer have to
attend courthouses relating to many of family law related disputes.
Will force family law lawyers to do their paperwork competently and not to rely on oral arguments.
Will reduce conflict and animosity between the parties as the parties will not have to face each other
in the courtroom or in the courthouse.
Will prevent the ability of lawyers to accost, threaten or bully others in an attempt to silence witnesses
or to create an incident.
Will significantly reduce the cost to clients regarding appeals. No court transcripts will be necessary
and the only information that an appeal court will have to review will be in electronic format already.
Will eliminate delays or adjournments as a result of illness or accidents suffered by lawyers and/or
clients. Parties and/or their lawyers will simply not be required to attend court on a specific date and
time.
Will eliminate the financial impact on the parties due to having to take time off of work to attend a
court hearing during the business day.
Will free up judges and court resources so that these can be focused on more important matters such
as criminal matters.
Will improve public respect for the administration of justice. The process of a “court review” with
all evidence being on the written court record will be seen as more transparent and accountable.
Will benefit to the environment. Parties and their lawyers will no longer have to travel up to the
courthouse by car or by public transit. Fewer court reporters will be needed at the courthouse.
The main players in the family law industry will still be involved but to a lesser extent and in a less
adversarial manner.

Overall, the benefits of using a “court review” process rather than a “court hearing” process for family
law related matters are overwhelming. Very few changes are required to current procedures with the
justice system to make the transition happen. In addition, the infrastructure at the province’s courthouses
is already in place to conduct family court reviews. It is estimated that the Province of Ontario could
save tens, if not hundreds of millions of dollars annually through the use of family court reviews.

Improvements to the family court system through a family court review process
Page 27 of 33 (August 30, 2019)

Part 5
Questions and Answers about the Family Court Review Process
Can the family court review process be used for trials?
The process of a court review is not intended to be used to replace family court trials. Attendance by
witnesses and oral testimony by parties will still be a part of a family court trial. It is expected however
that through the process of family court “reviews” rather than “hearings” prior to a trial being held that
the amount of time that parties spend in court will be greatly reduced and many family law trials will be
avoided.
Can the family court review process be used for child protection cases and what benefits
would there be in child protection cases?
The process of court reviews can just as easily be used for child protection cases. A tremendous amount
of resources are wasted with child protection hearings just as in regular family court hearings which do
not involve child protection. The family court review process will eliminate the need for lawyers and
parties to attend court which will reduce the burden on child protection agency resources. Another
significant advantage is that the family court review process will help to level the playing field for
disadvantaged parents up against child protection authorities with unlimited legal and financial resource.

Further analysis of how the family court review process could be used to improve on child protection
cases will be the subject of another document.
Will there be any benefits to judges through the process of a family court review?
There are a number of significant benefits to family court judges such as:





Judges will not have to worry about any statement they may make in the courtroom which may cast
them into a bad light or open their decision up for an appeal.
Judges can review and made decisions on cases in the comfort of their offices on a flexible schedule.
Judges will not be affected by any information made verbally in the courtroom by lawyers in an
attempt by the lawyer to make their client look better.
Judges are less likely to be biased in their decisions

What impact will the family court review process have on family court case conferences?
All family court cases conferences which basically are closed door discussions at the courthouse
involving judges and court workers funded by the taxpayers will become obsolete. There simply will be
no need for judges, lawyers and court workers to conduct family court case conferences anymore.
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Case conferences for family court are nothing more than a form of mediation. Having judges, lawyers
and dispute resolution officers involved in a mediation process at the courthouse is simply too costly,
inefficient and in many cases too intimidating to the parties involved. The elimination of family court
hearings and the elimination of family court case conferences will significantly reduce the burden on
judges, court administration workers and court facilities. All the paperwork, serving of conference briefs
and handling of all this paperwork by courthouse staff will no longer be required thus resulting in a
further significant saving to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Instead of a mediation process being held at courthouse in family law matters, parties will be advised to
attend mediation in the community prior to submitting their court documents into the court for a judicial
review and decision by the judge.
If family court case conferences are to be eliminated at the courthouse how are parties
expected to resolve things prior to asking a judge to resolve matter?
Rather than judges and lawyers getting involved at significant cost to the parties and taxpayers, parties
will be required to attend mediation available in the private sector. In addition to many non-profit
community-based organizations and support groups, there are hundreds of certified family law mediator
who are better trained in mediation and more motivated than lawyer to help children and families reach
a fair settlement of their issues? One such organization is the Ontario Association of Family Mediation
which has been in existence since 1982.

Source: https://www.oafm.on.ca/
What impact would there be on the family mediation industry by using the family court
review process v. the family court hearing process?
Use of the family court review process will encourage the greater use of mediation services which are
intended to settle conflict outside of the adversarial court system.
What impact would the family court review process have on lawyers?
The overall amount of work that family law lawyers will have to do for their clients will likely be reduced.
Lawyers will end up spending more time with the clients preparing higher quality submissions. The
time that lawyers used to spend driving up to courthouses and waiting in line to go into a courtroom for
a hearing or conference will be eliminated. Overall, the savings in time as a result of avoiding family
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court hearings at the courthouse will result in a significant saving to their clients and higher quality
written submissions being put before the judge.
There will likely be some resistance by family law lawyers as they are the ones who will be most affected
by the reduced amount of work and chargeable hours to clients and/or taxpayers.
What impact would the family court review process have on court reporters?
The amount of work that court reporters will have to do in family court will be significantly reduced.
The elimination of court reporters in family court hearings will result in a significant financial saving to
the taxpayers of Ontario.
There will likely be some resistance by those employed in the court reporting industry as they are the
ones who will be most impacted by the change.
What impact would the family court review process have on police services?
Currently there is a significant amount of police resources being used to supply police officers to provide
security at courthouses in Ontario. The elimination of court hearings at courthouses for family law cases
will result in fewer officers being required at courthouses as well as fewer courthouses which will result
in further financial savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
Would the process of a family court review help level the playing field between parties
in family law disputes?
Many parties have complained about how their own lawyers were outgunned in the courtroom when
making oral presentations before the judge. Many parties report feeling that their own lawyer did not
represent them well and gave in to the other side. Many parties, especially those using legal aid lawyers,
report having the perception that the party with the highest paid lawyer or more prestigious law firm gets
preferential treatment by the presiding judge.
The reality is that some lawyers have much better oratory skills than other lawyers when making a
presentation in court. Self-represented parties are at a great disadvantage in a court hearing when up
against an experienced lawyer who comes into court on a regular basis.
The process of a family court review will help to level the playing field in family law disputes, especially
for those self-represented parties for two main reasons:
1)

2)

Lawyers will not be making oral arguments before the judge so the lawyer having better oratory
skills will not have an advantage over the other lawyer. Sworn testimony, not oratory skill should
be the
Lawyers will not be attending court for family court hearings anymore so there will be less personal
contact between judges and lawyers.

What impact would the family court review process have on the administration of justice
when compared to the current family court hearing process?
Overall, replacing the current family court “hearing” process with a family court “review” process will
result in significant improvement to the administration of justice as well as increase public respect for
the family court system.
What impact would the family court review process have on self-represented parties?
There is a growing number of parties who are forced to represent themselves due to lack of funds to pay
lawyers. In fact, the Supreme Court of Canada has recognized that lawyers are no longer affordable by
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most Canadians and because of this the legal system must make changes to make it easier for Canadians
to access the justice system in a less stressful and more affordable manner.

Most self-represented parties are intimidated by the current family court process. Attending courthouses
and going into courtrooms and then having to up against a skilled lawyer before a judge is very
intimidating to most self-represented litigants.
The Supreme Court of Canada released a Statement of Principles for self-represented persons which
states the following:

Source: www.lawnow.org/supreme-court-of-canada-endorses-a-new-approach-to-self-represented-litigants/

Implementation of the family court review process will eliminate much of the need of self-represented
parties to go into courthouses and courtrooms thus making the system more friendly to self-represented
parties. As encouraged in the Statement of Principles from the Supreme Court of Canada, selfrepresented parties will be able to better present their case when cases are put before the judge in writing
without the need to make an oral presentation in the courtroom.
Would the family court review process have any effect on overall public safety?
While the public risk at courthouses would still be considered minimal, family courthouses would be
considered a higher risk violence. Courthouses could be targeted courthouse by terrorists or by parties
who feel that the justice system has failed them.
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With fewer families having to attend courthouses as a result of family court reviews eliminating the need
for court hearings at the courthouse, there will be fewer members of the public exposed to potential
public safety risks.
Would the family court review process open the door for community-based justice
processes?
Many people believe that it is an impossible task for any single judge to view the evidence in a family
court case and to make a correct decision especially when family court judges are overloaded with so
many complex family court cases. While the process of a family court review will give judges more
time to review cases in a more relaxed environment outside of the courtroom and generally improve
outcomes for children and families, the involvement of single judges making decision in often very
complex family court matters can still be further improved on.
Although the concept of a community-based reviews of family cases is not a point of discussion in this
document, the process of a family court review makes it easy to get other community-based services
involved.
Other community-based services, including non-profit organizations could either assist the judge to
review submissions or in some cases, to have some cases turned over completely to community-based
justice committees where family court cases could be decided upon completely outside of the family
court system in Ontario and without any judicial involvement. Many citizens believe that having a jury
to make decisions for family law related matters would result in better outcomes for families, a role
which community-based justice committees would be able to fulfill.
What impact would the family court review process have on legal aid services?
The family court review process would significantly reduce the burden on the publicly funded legal aid
system. Legal Aid lawyers will not have to attend courthouses in person for court hearings and case
conferences anymore. Most of the work which legal aid lawyers would have to do in a case would be
done right in their own offices with clients. The focus would be on the production of higher quality
court submissions with less time spent at the courthouse.
In addition, many self-represented litigants would be able to produce their own court submissions thus
reducing the need for legal aid services as litigants will only need help to review their own document
prior to submission. In many cases legal aid services would not even be needed.
Overall, the family court review process would result in a significant savings to the taxpayers of Ontario.
What financial impact would there be on the taxpayers of Ontario by using the family
court review process v. the family court hearing process?
The costs savings to the taxpayers of Ontario would be enormous. Tens, if not hundreds of millions of
dollars will be saved annually as a result of the many benefits of a family court review process which
have been summarized under Part 4 of this document.
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Part 6
Other sources of information
Canada Court Watch Website
Canada Court Watch is a community-based organization founded in 1995 which has exposed abuses of
children and families largely as a result of the involvement of the family and child protection court
systems in Canada
www.canadacourtwatch.com
Center for Judicial Excellence Website
The Center for Judicial Excellences is a US based organization with exposes abuses of children and
families in the US as a result of the failing family court system in the US. The organization publishes
data on the number of children murdered by family members who were involved in family court conflicts.
https://centerforjudicialexcellence.org/
Book: Operation Liquidation, a true story of parental alienation
Family Court judges who place children into the care and control of abusive and controlling parents is
one of the leading causes of parental alienation in Canada today. This book written by grandmother
Lilly Sharoeva describes how the family courts in Ontario failed to protect the best interest of her
grandchildren which contributed in a significant way to the alienation of her grandchildren from their
loving family.
https://lillypublications.files.wordpress.com/2019/04/operationliquidation_lillysharoeva_inside.pdf
Video: Powerful as God: The children’s aid societies of Ontario
A documentary about how Ontario’s various children’s aid societies working in conjunction with the
family courts in Ontario have in the past and continue to destroying children and their families.
http://www.blakout.ca/htm/viewthedoc.php#.XWQUJ3t7mh8
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