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CSA Inquiry: Protecting Melanie Shaw And Other Child Abuse Survivgrgrian Gerrish

This month we are again focussing in on the case of Melanie Shaw and other survivors, and report some hard hitting correspon-

dence by Brian Gerrish. As you will read, the official replies are totally unsatisfactory raising serious doubts aboutubena-
ture of the CSA Inquiry.

Dear Ms Goddard,

I have worked as a Community Journalist for some years during which time | have been approached by a number of ¢
abuse victims.

More recently we were approached by a lady called Melanie Shaw. Melanie was abused at Beechwood Children's Ho
Nottingham and her testimony of her own abuse and that of many other children initiated Operation Daybreak by Notti

hild

me in
ng-

ham police. This investigation has now expanded to several other children's homes in the area. To date the 'investigation'

has produced no tangible results, indeed one Judge is on record describing the investigation as a ‘conspiracy theory'.

From the time Melanie Shaw expressed dissatisfaction with the performance of Nottingham police in their conduct of
eration Daybreak, including that they were failing to fully investigate evidence of child abuse and witnesses, she has b
subjected to a campaign of harassment by Nottingham police, and has simultaneously been denied the mental health
care in the community to which she is entitled, and needs as an abuse survivor.

Aside from the actions of Nottingham police, Melanie has been accused and convicted of crimes for which she protest
her innocence, indeed many members of the public consider that the charges were malicious and designed to silence
as a childabuse whistle blower. The aggressive charges were pursued by Alison Saunders Head of the Crown Proseg
Services, at the same time that Ms Saunders made every effort to prevent Lord Janner being brought to Court.

Melanie has also had her child removed by Social Services, after she was warned that this would happen if she contir
to speak out about abuse, and she has been subjected to a regime of brutalisation, solitary confinement and denial of
basic medical treatment in HMP Peterborough. All evidenced.

Taken back into the custody of Nottingham police just a few days ago, Melanie was then held unlawfully for a period o
24 hours and then released, as a highly vulnerable person onto the streets with no phone (yet another ‘confiscated’ by
police) and no money.

Nottingham Police is the same force that has consistently failed to protect children in Nottingham. Their visible failings

and their ongoing appalling treatment and harassment of Melanie Shaw remains a matter of great and immediate Pub]i

Controversy.

| note that your Terms of Reference indicate at Annex A 2(a) that you are to "Consider the experiences of the survivor
child sexual abuse; providing opportunities for them to bear witness to the Inquiry, having regard to the need to provid
appropriate support in doing so;"

That being the case can you please explain how you will take immediate and effective action to provide support and p
tect Melanie Shaw from threats, intimidation and harassment, including from Nottingham police who have failed her to
date.

Your reassurance will be of immediate public interest, and will also be taken as the bdige intent of your inquiry to pro-
tect other child abuse survivors and whistleblowers from intimidation from the very public sector organisations who yo
are employed to investigate for their failings.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter and | look forward to your prompt response, taking into account the cor
tinuing harassment and neglect which Melanie is having to endure daily.

Your Sincerely

Brian Gerrish
Joint Editor
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Brian Gerrish

Sent by email to: brian@ukcolumn.org
18 August 2015

Our Ref: CSAI-00794
Dear Mr Gerrish

Thank you for your correspondence dated 27 July to the Independent Inquiry into Child Sexual
Abuse regarding the protection of Melanie Shaw. Your letter has been passed to me for a
response.

As there are current investigations ongoing into allegations about Melanie Shaw, it would be
inappropriate for us to comment on this case. This is so as to not prejudice the ongoing
investigations.

Your concerns about Melanie Shaw have been noted by the Secretariat and as you will understand
we have received a high volume of correspondence regarding her case, all of which may be
considered further by the Inquiry to help us deliver our Terms of Reference.

| can reassure you that the Inquiry will treat all information we receive with the utmost
confidentiality and ensure that those who come forward are supported throughout the process. If a
member of the public would like to come forward and share information, they will be able to do this
either in a private session with only a member of the Inquiry present or in the form of a written
statement. Any information received through these routes will be kept private and only published
with personal details with the individual's consent. Also you may wish to note that trained
professionals will be available for additional support at the time of their private sessions if needed.

More information about how individuals can get involved in the Truth Project can be found on our
website at:
https://www.csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk/sites/default/files/sharing-your-experience.pdf.

Tel: 0800 917 1000 | Website: www.csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk | PO Box 72289, London, SW1P 9LF
Email: contact@csa-inquiry.independent.qov.uk
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I hope this gives you reassurance that we take the protection of those who engage with us very
seriously and we will do whatever we can to support them through the process.

Thank you for having taken the time to write to us.

Yours sincerely

Cgdon

Information and Engagement Hub
Independent Inquiry into Child Sexual Abuse

Tel: 0800 917 1000 | Website: www.csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk | PO Box 72289, London, SW1P 9LF
Email: contact@csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk
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Brian Gerrish

Sent by email to: brian@ukcolumn.org

10 September 2015
Our Ref: CSAI-00794c

Dear Mr Gerrish

Thank you for your correspondence dated 19 August to the Independent Inquiry into Child Sexual
Abuse, seeking clarification about the role of the Information and Engagement Hub within the
Inquiry. This has been passed to me, Cheryl Mendes, as the Head of the Information and
Engagement Hub to respond. | can confirm that | wrote to you previously.

The Information and Engagement Hub (“The Hub") was set up in July to manage the Inquiry’s
contact with victims and survivors, and other members of the public. It is the central point for all
information coming into the Inquiry.

Although the Information and Engagement Hub does not have a formal terms of reference, the
Chair has agreed that its remit is to oversee the information the Inquiry has coming in via
correspondence from the helpline and website - and follow up with individuals, including referrals to
the independent national policing team where there are safeguarding risks disclosed. The Hub
plays a key role in informing victims and survivors about how they can get involved in the work of
the Inquiry, including the Truth Project.

Whilst the Chair is keen to see all correspondence, as you can understand, she receives a high
volume of correspondence and therefore has authorised The Hub to respond to individuals and
bodies on her behalf. We do however, provide summary reports, including issues raised to the
Chair.

| hope this has provided sufficient clarification.

Yours sincerely

Clligdon

Cheryl Mendes
Head of the Information and Engagement Hub
Independent Inquiry into Child Sexual Abuse

Tel: 0800 917 1000 | Website: www.csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk | PO Box 72289, London, SW1P 9LF
Email: contact@csa-inquiry.independent.gov.uk
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Acting Outside Authority - Goddard's CSA Inquiry

by BRIAN GERRISH | Monday, 14th September 2015

What the letter's author completely forgot to say, was what CSA and Ms Goddard would actually do to protect Melanie
Shaw and others like her from police and institutional abuse nowoday. The key subject of dealing with intimidation and
harassment of witnesses and whistleblowers was simply ignored.

On the 27 July 2015 | emailed a letter addressed to Justice Goddard in person at the CSA Inquiry.

My letter was addressed to Justice Goddard in person because my correspondence related to the serious matter of the
protection of Melanie Shaw, the whistleblower of abuse at Beechwood children's home Nottingham, from threats and har-
assment, as well asother child abuse survivors and whistleblowers from similar abuse. | provided a detailed text as to ex-

amples of those threats and harassment for Melanie, and pointed out that the threats and harassment were being carried

out by the police and other public bodies who have a specific Duty of Care to protect vulnerable child abuse victims.

| ended my email asking how Justice Goddard will take immediate and effective action to provide support and protect
Melanie Shaw from threats, intimidation and harassment, including from Nottingham police who have failed her to date,
noting that her personal responsibilities under her Terms of Reference Annex A 2(a) require her to 'provide appropriate
support for survivors.'

After receiving the usual automated email reply saying it would take 15 working days to reply | duly received a letter dated
18 August 2015 with a signature, but no name or professional position. The letter came from the 'CSA Information and
Engagement Hub', an organisation of which | had no knowledge, and it was clearly adfflreply.

Slickly composed, it obfuscated with various wopeak - 'noted by the Secretariat', 'high volume of correspondence re-
garding her case', 'utmost confidentiality', and 'those who come forward will be supported throughout the process'. It men-
tioned the 'Truth Project’ and 'trained professionals'. It stated that 'we take the protection of those who engage with ug ve
seriously and we will do whatever we can to support them through the process'.

What the letter's author completely forgot to say, was what CSA and Ms Goddard would actually do to protect Melanie
Shaw and others like her from police and institutional abuse nowtoday. The key subject of dealing with intimidation and
harassment of witnesses and whistleblowers was simply ignored.

Happily the letter did give a telephone number, and | took the opportunity to call to find out who the originator of thestett
was, and exactly what was the role of the mysterious 'Hub'. Enter my first surprise. The lady answering my call knew noth-
ing of the 'Hub', nor did she know who to put me in touch with to solve the mystery.

A few gentle questions later though the mystery was partly solved. The lady taking the call was not Goddard's CSA staff, but
was NSPCC staff. Neither she, nor her supervisor, had any direct knowledge of the Hub, its role or staffing. | did leay a ke
point though, and that was that NSPCC acts as a gatekeeper to Goddard and her stedflls are taken by NSPCC and pre-
sumably ‘filtered' by NSPCC. | wondered at this point what Due Diligence had been taken by Ms Goddard on NSPCC as an
organisation to ensure that none of their staff has been involved in chifdbuse. For those mouthing shock horror, several
abuse survivors have
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indicated to UKColumn that they believe some NSPCC staff have, over the years, been involved in abuse. Remember also
that NSPCC are working 'in partnership' with the Metropolitan police on chaltlise in UK. It's a very cosy collaboration.
Emailing Ms Goddard's CSA for clarification on matters 'Hub', | duly received another letter dated 10 September 2015 in
which a Cheryl Mendes declared that she had written previously, and she was Head of the Information and Engagement
Hub.

Ms Mendes also stated that the Hub 'followed up with indiviuals, including referrals to the independent national policing
team where there are safeguarding risks disclose'. Again there was simply no mention of Melanie Shaw and the need for
the Goddard enquiry to protect her from orchestrated police harassment and victimisation.

The September letter did however let slip some interesting points about the Hub and its relationship with CSA and Ms God-
dard herself. Picking up on these | duly wrote a reply to Ms Mendes. My letter contained the following key points:

Dear Ms Mendes,

In your letter of 18 August 2015 you stated that...
"Your letter has been passed to me for a response." The clear inference of your statement was that Justice Gqd-
dard had seen my letter and it had then been passed to you for 'action.’

In your letter of 10 September 2015 you inform me that "Although the Information and Engagement Hub does
NOT have formal Terms of Reference, the Chair has agree that its remit is to oversee the information the Inqu(ry
has coming in via correspondence from the helpline and websitand follow up with individuals, including refer-
rals to the independent national policing team where there are safeguarding risks disclosed."

From the above statement | now suspect that my letter of 27 July 2015 to Justice Goddard, in person, concernjng

serious safeguarding issues of child abuse survivors, has never been delivered to her, or indeed even read by|her.
Since my letter specifically asked Justice Goddard to make a personal statement as to "how you [Justice Goddard]
will take immediate and effective action to provide support and protect Melanie Shaw from threats, intimidation
and harassment, including from Nottingham police who have failed her to date," and, since | asked this questign
in light of Ms Goddard's personal responsibilities under her Terms of Reference Annex A 2(a) which require her to
'‘provide appropriate support for survivors'can you now confirm that your replies of 18 August and 10 Septembegr
2015, made without written Terms of Reference for the Information and Engagement Hub of which you are Hepd,
represent the personal reply from Justice Goddard.

I look forward to your written clarification of this matter which is of immense public interest, and where the safety
of child abuse survivors remains a matter of considerable public controversy.

Yours Sincerely

Brian Gerrish

| have of course received the ultrefficient auto reply acknowledging receipt of my communication and now presumably |
wait another 15 working days. In the meantime Melanie Shaw and other abuse survivors are bullied, harassed and victim-
ised by the police, Local Authorities and Child Services who failed them in the first place, and whom allegedly form the cen-
tral focus of yes, the Goddard Inquiry itself.

Not to sit idly by, | decided to gently research Cheryl Mendes. Imagine my surprise when | discover that she is employed by
Theresa May's Home Office as a Crime and Policing Policy Advisor, having previously worked as a Home Office Diversity
Advisor and Gang and Youth Violence specialist. Against this background it is interesting that Ms Mendes seems shy of
addressing matters of police harassment of child abuse survivors.

Digging deeper we find John O'Brien, Home Office Director of Safeguarding, stating in his letter of 26 November 2014
that...

"The [CSA] Inquiry is independent and sits outside of the Home Office reporting structures, although they will pro-
vide the Home Secretary with a final report for publication. Therefore, it will be for the Panel and new Chairman,
when appointed, to decide how they want to take the Inquiry forward. This includes the methodology and how they
will engage with survivors to inform their work. The Inquiry is supported by a Secretariat who report directly to the
Panel."
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My Brien continues..."The Child Sexual Abuse Inquiry Liaison Team sit within the Safeguarding Directorate within the Home
Office and is currently led by Helen Griffiths and Cheryl Mendes. The team is there to support the Home Secretary in the
process of appointing a Chairman ensuring that she has taken on the views of survivors in doing so. The team is also the
link between the Home Office and the Inquiry."

And so there we have it. The Goddard Inquiry is independent in claim only. Queen bee Justice Goddard is protected by
Home Office Staff and 'trustworthy' NSPCC. Ms Mendes is tasked with 'managing' the Inquiry's contact with victims and
survivors, and other members of the public.

Either gatekeeper supreme, or simply not up to the job, Ms Mendes certainly appears to be acting outside her authority.
She does not seem to care about victimised witnesses and whistleblowers. Does she answer on behalf of Justice Goddard,
or is she acting to protect the police and the establishment, who simply continue their abuse of power and people? We
await further correspondence.

| will end by asking if the Goddard Inquiry is simply a giant fishing expedition for evidence of chltdse, where the State
can then take quick action to close down any hope of proper police investigation and proper criminal trials. Perhaps | am
too cynical- we will see.

Yoy e

Nottingham

City Council

A safe, clean, ambitious Nottingham
A city we're all proud of

Beechwood child abuse victim and
whistleblower Melanie Shaw to be

FFGEMe|an |eS haW evicted from her home by Nottingham

City Council on 16 September 2015
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Westminster Hall debates

Westminster Hall debates give MPs an opportunity to raise o8
or national issues and receive a response from a government
minister. Any MP can take part in a Westminster Hall debate.

What happens in Westminster Hall debates?

Debates

in Westminster

Hal | t a

Amendments to such motions cannot be tabled. Divisions (votes)

cannot take place in Westminster Hall. If the question is challenged the Chair reports to the House. This could lead toesirvot

the main Chamber.

. . . missign of Parliament
6That this House has consideregd [ a

place on
motions expressed in neutral terms. These motions are worded Photograph parliamentary copyright images are reproduced with the per-

speci fic

A sitting can include oral questions, although this has not taken place since 2004.

The principal Deputy Speaker, the Chairman of Ways and Means, has overall responsibility for the business at all sittiMyedn

minster Hall.

The quorum for a Westminster Hall sitting is three, including the Chair.

The scheduling of debates reflects the rota of availability of departmental ministers.

When do Westminster Hall debates take place?

matter] 0.

Debates take place in Westminster Hall on Mondays if agreed by the Petitions Committee, and on Tuesdays, Wednesdays and

Thursdays.

If sittings are suspended for divisions in the House additional time is added.

Monday Westminster Hall debates

The Petitions Committee can determine whether a sitting should take place on a Monday in Westminster Hall to consider one or
more petitions or epetitions.

Monday sittings begin at 4.30pm and can continue for up to three hours.

Edi tor s
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House of Commons recess dates

The Leader of the House of Commons, Rt Hon Chris Grayling MP,
announced the recess dates up to February 2016 in the Business

Statement given on Thursday 28 May 2015.

2015-16 session
Recess

Summer
Conference
November
Christmas

February

House rises

21 July 2015

17 September 2015
10 November 2015
17 December 2015
11 February 2016

House returns

7 September 2015
12 October 2015
16 November 2015
5 January 2016

22 February 2016

our



Time for the Nuclear Option: Raining Money on Méhtreet Ellen Brown

Predictions are that we wil |Ificenra bankereated rmomey ingctet directlydntouhe | e a
real economy. All other options having failed, governments will be reduced to issuing money outright to cover budget defi-
cits. So warns a September 18 article on ZeroHedge tit

O0Hel i copt erl 8MoMoenytdh sl sAwla2y . 6

Money reformers wild.l say it 0s craabkoasthank delinleut peodle can no dohgerytakea | |
on more debt. The money supply has shrunk along with pec¢
easing (QE) attempts to rinflate the money supply by giving money to banks to create more debt, but that policy has

failed. I'tds ti me -fteemoheygn Main Strpeh.i ng some debt

The Zerohedge prediction is based on a release from Macgq
contracting, deflationary pressures are accelerating, public and private sectors are not driving the velocity of money higher
and central bank injections of liquidity are losing their effectiveness. Current policies are not working. As a result:

There are several policies that could be and probably would be considemcer the next 1218 months. If private

sector lacks confidence and visibility to raise velocity of money, then (arguably) public sector could. In other words,
instead of acting via bond markets and banking sectowhy s houl dndt public sector
and inject stimulus di?Whistitmightionright nbtthe cali@d@Eoibwiduldshave @ a m¢
much stronger impact and unlike the last seven yearthe recovery could actually mimic a conventional business

cycle and investors would soon start discussing multiplier effects and positioning in areas of greatest investment

Willem Buiter, chief global economist at Citigroup, is alsoe c o mmendi ng o0 h el i toavpidanimminent e vy
global recession, stating:

A gl obal recession starting in 2016 | ed by China is
tainty remains, but the likelihood of a timely and effective policy response seems to be diminishing. . . .

Helicopter money drops in China, the euro area, the UK, and the U.S. and debt restructuring . . . can mitigate and,
if implemented immediately, prevent a recession during the next two years without raising the risk of a deeper and
longer recession later.

Corbynds PQE

In the UK, something akin to a helicopter money drop was just put on the table by Jeremy Corbyn, the rededied Labor

leader. He proposes to give the Bank of England a new mandate to upgrade the economy to invest in new large scale hous-
ing, energy, transport and digital projects. He calls it
ments would be made through a National Investment Bank set up to invest in new infrastructure and in theebh innova-

tive industries of the future.

Australian blogger Prof. Bill Mitchell agreethat PQE is economically sound. But he says it should not be called
dOquantitative easi ng.dcasferfederal geaurities oramortgagbacked secsirities pn bank bal-
ance sheets. What Corbyn is proposing is actually Overt Money Financing (@MRjecting money directly into the econ-
omy.

Mitchell acknowledges that OMF is a taboo concept in mainstream economics. Allegedly, this is because it would lead to
hyperinflation. But the real reasons, he says, are that:

1. It cuts out the private sector bond traders from their dose of corporate welfare which unlike other forms of wel-
fare like sickness and unemployment benefits etc. has made the recipients rich in the extreme. . . .

2. It takes away the 6debt monkeyd that is used to cl
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http://ellenbrown.com/2015/09/22/time-for-the-nuclear-option-raining-money-on-main-street/
http://www.bankofengland.co.uk/publications/Documents/quarterlybulletin/2014/qb14q1prereleasemoneycreation.pdf
http://www.barrons.com/articles/citigroup-rapidly-rising-risk-of-global-recession-1441831373
http://bilbo.economicoutlook.net/blog/?p=31626

Time for the Nuclear Option: Raining Money on Méhtreet Ellen Brown

OMF as a Solution to the EU Crisis

Mitchell observes that OMF has actually been put on the table by the European Parliament. Accordirgiioaft Reportby
the Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs on the European Central Bank Annual report for 2012, the European
Parliament:

9. Considers that the monetary policy tools that the ECB has used since the beginning of the crisis, while providing a wel-
come relief in distressed financial markets, have revealed their limits as regards stimulating growth and improving the
situation on the labour market; considers, therefore, that the ECB could investigate the possibilities of implementing
new unconventional measures aimed at participating in a large, Elide progrowth programme, including the use of
the Emergency Liquidity Assistance facility to underta
nance tax cuts targeted on lovincome households and/or new spending programmes focused on the Europe 2020
objectives;

10.Considers it necessary to review the Treaties and the
full employment as the two objectives, on an equal footing, of monetary policy in the eurozone;

These provisions were amended out of the report, says Prof. Mitchell, largely due to German hyperinflation paranoia. But

he maintainsthat Overt Money Financing is the most effective way to solve the Eurozone crisis without tearing down the

monetary union:

1. It amounts to the ECB telling member states that they will provide the Euros to permit sufficient deficit spend-
ing aimed at increasing employment and production.

No public debt is issued.

No taxes are raised.

Interest rates would not rise.

A Job Guarantee could be introduced immediately.

The Troika can retiréd no more bailouts.

As growth returns, structural change8d better public services, better schools, better health care etc. can be implemented.
Growth allows structural changes to occur more quickly because people are happy to move between jobs if there are jobs
to move between.

oukwnN

The Bogus Inflation Objection

Tim Worstallwriting in the UK Register obj ects to Corbynds PQE (or OMF) on tF
way QE can. When inflation hits, the process cannot be reversed. If the money is spent on infrastructure, it will be ow ther
circulating in the economy and will not be retrievable. Worstall writes:

QE i s designed to be temporary, . . because once pe
all that extra money out of the economy. So we do it by using printed money to buy bonds, which injects the
money into the economy, and then sell those bonds back once we need to withdraw the money from the

economy, and simply destroy the money wedve raised.
I f we dondt have any bonds to sell, it 0s-scaedrflatanl ear ho
hits.

The problem today, however, is not inflation but deflation of the money supply. Some consumer prices may be up, but this
can happen although the money supply i s bschusdohikcieased.costE o o d
including drought in California, climate change, and mergers and acquisitions by big corporations that eliminate competi-
tion.

Adding money to the economy will not drive up prices until demand is saturated and production has hit full capacity; and
wedre a |l ong way from full capacity now. Before that, in
more goods and services. Supply and demand will rise together and prices will remain stalsléhe US, the output gad

the difference between actual output and potential outpud is estimated at about $1 trillionannually. That means the

money supply could be increased by at least $1 trillion annually without driving up prices.
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http://ellenbrown.com/2015/09/22/time-for-the-nuclear-option-raining-money-on-main-street/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-%2F%2FEP%2F%2FNONSGML%2BCOMPARL%2BPE-513.252%2B01%2BDOC%2BPDF%2BV0%2F%2FEN
http://bilbo.economicoutlook.net/blog/?p=26300
http://www.theregister.co.uk/2015/08/16/richard_murphy_corbyn_economics/
http://www.cheatsheet.com/business/price-pressures-from-farm-to-table-how-rising-food-costs-hit-home.html/?a=viewall
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonkblog/wp/2013/02/06/the-most-depressing-graph-in-the-new-cbo-report/

Time for the Nuclear Option: Raining Money on Méhtreet Ellen Brown

Dondét 9STaxirili ze

If PQE does go beyond full productive capacity, the government does not need to rely on the central bank to pull the money
back. It can do this with taxes. Just as loans increase the money supply and repaying them shrinks it again, so taxes and
other payments to the government will shrink a money supply augmented with money issued by the government.

Using 2012 figures (drawing from an earlier article by this author), the velocity of M1 (the coins, dollar bills and demand
deposits spent by ordinary consumersyas then 7. That means M1 changed hands seven times during 201®@from
housewife to grocer to farmer, etc. Since each recipient owed taxes on this money, increasing M1 by one dollar increased
the tax base by seven dollars.

Total tax revenue as a percentage of GLif? 2012 was 24.3%. Extrapolating from those figures, $1.00 changing hands
seven times could increase tax revenue by $7.00 x 24.3% = $1.70. That means the government could, in theory, get more
back in taxes than it paid out. Even with some leakage in those figures and deductions for costs, all or most of the new
money spent into the economy might be taxed back to the government. New money could be pumped out every year and
the money supply would increase little if at all.

Besides taxes, other ways to get money back into the Treasury include closing tax loopholes, taxingZherillion or more
hiddenin offshore tax havens, and setting up a system of public banks that would return the interest on loans to the gov-
ernment. Net interest collectedby U.S. banks in 2014 was $423 billion. At its high in 2007, it was $725 billion.

Thus there are many ways to recycle an issue of new money back to the government. The same money could be spent and
collected back year after year, without creating price inflation or hyperinflating the money supply.

This not only could be done; it needs to be done. Conventional monetary policy has failed. Central banks have exhausted
their existing toolboxes and need to explore some innovative alternatives.

Comment. Again many thanks to Ellen Brown for allowing us to print her article. Many important points are raised, as al-
ways. It is time for the public to wakep and understand that they could have a money system run for the benefit and
good for all, rather than the elite few.

Ellen's website is at http://ellenbrown.com/

The Ultimate Irony

George Orwell's house
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http://ellenbrown.com/2015/09/22/time-for-the-nuclear-option-raining-money-on-main-street/
http://study.com/academy/lesson/the-velocity-of-money-definition-and-circulation-speed.html#lesson
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Hand Over Your Honfeic

Currently in Sweden there is the possibility that the government may seize propert
house i mmigrants. The Swedish 6Thre
dated in 1992 that the government should have the option to seize property, es
cially summer homes, from the Swedish people in a time of crisis; with over 20
people per week seeking asylum in Sweden, that could well be described as a cris

The Swedish Immigration Service has reported that close to 50,000 asylum seek
are currently living in various housing and rental facilities. This month, editorial
umnist Anna Dahlberg of Expressen, one of Sweden's largest dailies, urged Swedes to "make way" and "hand over the keys
to their apartments to those in greater need."

Will a similar move be made by the UK Government/media? Certainly it seems the Civil Contingencies Bill would appear to
allow for it and |l etds not forget that the only act not
mans Rights Act. The wide ranging powers of the CCB does not proteetdebeas Corpus Act 1679, Bill of Rights 1689,
The clause in the Parliament Act 1911 that limits the duration of a Parliament to five years, and the Act of Settlement

1701. That in itself is a disgrace for parliamentary oversight and the abuse of Royal assent.

Source http://sv.gatestoneinstitute.org/6573/sverige-islam-mangkultur

The problem with UK child protection policies is they are not evidence based
By David Mortimer

The problem with UK child protection policies is they are not evidence based. There is no specific legislation or regulations
which require local authorities to collect & hold information on child abuse perpetrators or for them to use that information
to formulate evidence based child protection policies.

Please will you kindly tell me why public servants who are employed by local authorities who have a legal duty to protect
children are not prosecuted when a child in their care suffers harm or dies?

| 8dm sure you dondt need me to tell you there is a single
section 1(1) Children and Young Peoples Act 1933. This offence, in the criminal law, is exactly mirrored in the definitibns o
child neglect and abuse in Working Together to Safeguard Children (2013). The offence, and the definitions in Working
Together, are negligence offences. They are in respect to the negligence of the person with responsibility for the child when
the child is a victim of an offence. Under section 1(2) a state's official is expressly liable for the offence and underisect

17 a person with parental responsibility or with care of the child is expressly liable.

According to a recent Parliamentary briefing memoranda there are no prosecutions explicitly in respect to sections 1(2)
and 17. If this neglect and abuse data were published it would become clearly apparent to all that the UK Government has
not one iota of interest in child protection.
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Golden rule (law)

In law, the Golden rule, or British rule, is a form of statutory construction traditionally applied by English courts. Tier 6ivo are
the oplain meaning ruledé (also known as the oliteralfromal ed)
word's hormal meaning in order to avoid an absurd result.

The term "golden rule" seems to have originated in an 1854 court ruling and implies a degree of enthusiasm for this particula
rule of construction over alternative rules that has not been shared by all subsequent judges. For example, one judge made a
point of including this note in a 1940 decision: "The golden rule is that the words of a statute must prima facie be givegirth
ordinary meaning

Circumstances of use

Although it points to a kind of middle ground between the plain meaning (or literal) rule and the mischief rule, the goldéais
not, in a strict sense, a compromise between them. Like the plain meaning rule, the golden rule gives the words of a stébeie
plain, ordinary meaning. However, when this may lead to an irrational result that is unlikely to be the legislature's irdanthe
golden rule dictates that a judge can depart from this meaning. In the case of homographs.

History and evolution
The rule is usually based on part of Becke v Smith (1836) 2 M&W 195 per Justice Parke (later Lord Wensleydale), which states:

It is a very useful rule in the construction of a statute to adhere to the ordinary meaning of the words used, and to the
grammatical construction, unless that is at variance with the intention of the legislature to be collected from the statute
itself, or leads to any manifest absurdity or repugnance, in which case the language may be varied or modified so as to
avoid such inconvenience but no further.

Twenty years later, Lord Wensleydale restated the rule in different words in Grey v. Pearson (1857) 6 HL Cas 61, 106; 10ER
1216, 1234. He wrote:

In construing statutes, and all written instruments, the grammatical and ordinary sense of the words is to be adhered togssl
that would lead to some absurdity or inconsistency with the rest of the instrument, in which case the grammatical and orglinar
sense of the words may be modified, so as to avoid that absurdity or inconsistency, but not farther.

With time, the rule continues to become more refined and therefore to be a more precise and effective tool for the courtseMo
than a century after Grey v. Pearson, a court added this caveat: "Nowadays we should add to 'natural and ordinary meargng' th

words 'in their context and according to the appropriate linguistic register' ".
Worked examples

This rule may be used in two ways. It is applied most frequently in a narrow sense where there is some ambiguity or absurdity
the words themselves.

For example, imagine there may be a sign saying "Do not use lifts in case of fire." Under the literal interpretation o$itnis peo-
ple must never use the lifts, in case there is a fire. However, this would be an absurd result, as the intention of the pergw
made the sign is obviously to prevent people from using the lifts only if there is currently a fire nearby.

The second use of the golden rule is in a wider sense, to avoid a result that is obnoxious to principles of public poliey,vekere
words have only one meaning.

The rule was applied in this second sense in In Sigsworth, Re, Bedford v Bedford (1935; Ch 89), where the court appliediléne r
to section 46 of the Administration of Estates Act 1925. This statute required that the court should "issue" someone's ithiece

in certain circumstances. The court held that no one should profit from a crime, and so used the golden rule to prevent ateun
sirable result, even though there was only one meaning of the word "issue". A son murdered his mother and then committed sui-
cide. The courts were required to rule on who then inherited the estate: the mother's family, or the son's descendants. Twase
never a question of the son profiting from his crime, but as the outcome would have been binding on lower courts in the éutur
the court found in favour of the mother's family.

Source Wiki
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Scottish Child Abuse Inquiry Gets undery

David Scott Northern Correspondent

1st October 2015, Edinburgh, the start of The National Inquiry into Historical Child Abuse u A

der the direction of Susan Obrien QC (photo attached) was announced today. For the officic..
press release go to:https://www.childabuseinquiry.scot/_/documents/PressReleasefor-launch-1-October2015.pdf

But has it got off to a flying start? Well no. The offic
today undertook to give full details of the steps that the Inquiry will take, once the Inquiry panel members have been ap-
pointed by the Scottish Government. 6. Just consider this

consider what will be done!What else has Susan Obrien had to say?

"Once the Scottish government has appointed the inquiry panel members, and | have had a chance to discuss the
issues with them, we will set out in detail the ways in which we will run the Inquiry and take evidence from wit-
nesses.

"Counsel to the inquiry will be in touch with survivors' representatives during October to make sure that their views
are considered before that happens.

"It would be helpful if all other interested parties made themselves known to the inquiry now, so that their views
can also be taken into account.”

So in 10 months we have had zero progress (although not zero spend). What about the survivors, are they content with this
state of affairs?

0The failure to appoint a panel, to assist Susan O' Bl
only result in yet further delays to the work of the inquiry, as we assume that anybody appointed will not be able to
start work immediately. The whole process is beginning to look shambolic. Survivors were feeling euphoric follow-

ing the announcement of the inquiry, but are now left feeling that they are being let down, yet again, by those in
authority."

Alan Draper, Incare Abuse Survivors

And who, if anyone, is happy with progress, well would you believe the Scottish Government who commissioned the inquiry
after months of growing public pressure are quite content

ol am confident we have taken the time to all ow the ¢
society to right historical wrongs©o

Angela Constance, Scottish Education Secretary

So did you get that, WE as a society are doing this, so it cannot be criticised because WE are all responsible, the crimes ar
HISTORICAL, not ongoing; there is no ongoing cayepr current abuse by those in power.

It seems clear that at a political level, the results of this inquiry are pjedged and

not only by Ms Constance, The Terms of Reference are drawn so narrowly that ma
abuse cases, including Hollie Greig and Susie Henderson look destined to be ruled
inadmissible as outwith the remit of the inquiry

https://www.childabuseinquiry.scot/_/documents/Termsof-Reference.pdf

This is not what WE demanded, Those people in Scotland and elsewhere who care
enough to make a noise want truth, transparency, justice, and they want it now. It
seems neither the speed nor the determination required can be mustered by this
lame inquiry. But know this, WE are watching

l nquiry Chair Susa
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BRITISH CONSTITUTION GROUP

reasserting the constitution and the rule of law

Now Updated - Get your Free copy NOW!

Justin Walker lifts the lid on the ongoing
worldwide financial scam perpetrated by the
banksters and the establishment.

For those that do not understand how
money is created, this is a must read

book.

There is no need for austerity but
there is a need for sovereign

governments to issue and control
the money supply for the benefit
of the nation as a whole and not
just for the elite.

www.thebcgroup.co.uk/austerity.pdf; ,,, |
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David Bourne Letter@Is the Queen Sovereign?

Over the next few pages is reproduced some of the historic correspondence by David Bourne, seeking to establish the
actual legal position of the Queen. One view is that the Queen has accepted Mediatisation; unfortunately, the correspon-
dence received back does not detract from that viewpoint being held.
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