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 The proposed Appellant’s Opening Brief on this appeal is oversized at 

20,500 words (74 pages). I am familiar with one reviewing court’s decision in In 

re S.C. (2006) 138 Cal.App.4th 396 [Third Appellate District], stating that Court 

will now take a “cautious approach” to allow oversized filings, and requiring 

counsel [or pro se litigant] “to demonstrate with specificity why it is necessary for 

their briefs to exceed the words limit established by the California Rules of 

Court.” This application establishes that need in this case. 

1. It is necessary because I am challenged with summarizing over Five 

years of Case History, a Case that is the longest Open Case in 

DCFS History and longest Children Court Case in America (Please 

see below for more information).  

2.  I am a Pro Se Litigant with no previous personal experience or 

knowledge of Superior Court and/or Appellate Court proceedings, 

nor do I know of a friend or family member who has had the same 

and/or similar experiences to assist and guide me to tell you what 

you want to know and what you don’t want to know briefly. I have 

read what is expected in the Brief online and have done my best to 

follow, however, the word limit, despite my newness to your Court, 

would not be able to be adhered to even by a seasoned Attorney 

due to the length of the Case History, which is the longest Case in 

the United States.  The length of this Case is the longest 

Dependency Court Case in the History of America based on Google 

Search of “what is the longest court case in history?” 

https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+hi

story&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69

i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8  The Search 

https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
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produced results of cases that had  a different subject matter, for 

example, the Court Case between  the Sioux Nation of Indians and 

the United States have been fighting over Land that belongs to the 

Indians aka Native Americans for over 90 years (please see 

http://history.stackexchange.com/questions/15125/what-is-the-

longest-running-legal-case) and this case came up 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-

order/10898906/Family-court-case-spanning-13-years-is-longest-

case-in-history-judge-says.html, it was 13 years running, in the 

United Kingdom.   

3. This Case has over Five (5) years of Case History. The Case 

CK89770 was opened September 2011, of which the Children Court 

exercised illegal and wrongful Jurisdiction over my son, Minor 1. 

Then the same case number was extended to include illegal and 

wrongful Jurisdiction over my daughter Minor 2 born in august 2012, 

then the same case number was extended  to include wrongful and 

illegal Jurisdiction over my daughter Minor 3 when she was 9 

months old in May 2014.  Case CK89770 has seen three Court 

Officials-Referee Terry Truong, Judge Vasquez and  Judge Downing 

. Judge Downing Ordered a Final Judgment of Adoption for Minor 1 

and Minor 2  in August 2016, which did not close the case, but kept 

it running, since she chose to decide Adoption for two of my children 

and not Minor 3. This means Case CK89770 is still ongoing and now 

has Five Years and Five Months of Case History. This Case is as 

much about Minor 3 as it is about Minor 1 and Minor 2, especially in 

light of the fact that Judge Downing was brought to my attention 

http://history.stackexchange.com/questions/15125/what-is-the-longest-running-legal-case
http://history.stackexchange.com/questions/15125/what-is-the-longest-running-legal-case
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-order/10898906/Family-court-case-spanning-13-years-is-longest-case-in-history-judge-says.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-order/10898906/Family-court-case-spanning-13-years-is-longest-case-in-history-judge-says.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-order/10898906/Family-court-case-spanning-13-years-is-longest-case-in-history-judge-says.html
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when she took illegal Jurisdiction over Minor 3, had Minor 1 and 

Minor 2 case transferred to her Department, decided Minor 1 and 

Minor 2 case prior to deciding Minor 3 case with knowledge that 

deciding Minor 3 portion of the case would and could determine 

finality of the entire case. Judge Downing instead decided that the 

only option was termination of my parental rights to Minor 1 and 

Minor 2 and that Minor 1 and Minor 2 were Adoptable. 

4.  With the volume of Reporters Transcripts (RT), at a Record  total of 

11 Volumes, 2,849 Pages, Clerk Transcripts (CT) total of 872 Pages 

of which the RT is incomplete not including the Reporter Transcripts 

prior to Judge Downing receiving the Case (missing years 

September 2011-May 2014),  not even Johnny Cochran and Judge 

Thurgood Marshall (R.I.P.) could  break down this case briefly in 

14,000 words.  

5.  I briefed the case in a ratio of 1 to 49 (for every one of my pages 

there are 49 pages of transcripts, and likely would be more since the 

transcript is incomplete).  

6. I am a Pro Se Litigant that has been fighting to get her family home 

and together for over five years. It took this long to even get to the 

Appellate Stage and I believe Writs were sent to you as well with 

regard to this case, so more than likely, I am going to need to 

Appeal again, and when I do, the Court of Appeals and Supreme 

Court, need to know that I did address the pertinent issues at the 

Appellate and Superior Court Level, but they were denied for 

whatever reason, but not because I didn’t assert my Rights. 

Basically, I need to be given deference to write what I have 



5 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

APPELLANT OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED UNDER CHALLENGE OF JURISDICTION AND UNDER PROTEST 

. 

 

experienced, briefly, to you, so that you can make a fair, objective 

decision because you have the facts. You can’t make a valid 

decision on how to proceed or conclude without the facts and you 

need to pay attention to the facts and not just skim over this Brief. 

This is my Life, my children lives that has been dangling along as 

Case CK89770, a Case that seems to have no end. I am presenting 

how it started, what has happened since it started, and  why it 

should stop immediately.  

7. As appellant, I have a duty to raise all viable issues before this court 

(in re Smith  3 Cal.3d.192 (1970).. 

I should have never been put in this predicament, but I’m in it with 

my children and for my children. So for our sakes, I simply request 

that you not turn this Brief away for extensive length due to the 

reasons stated above.  

 
 For these reasons,  I respectfully request this Court grant appellant leave 

to file an  Opening Brief in excess of 14,000 (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 

8.360(b)(5)). 

 

Dated:_______3/6/17_______       Respectfully submitted, 

 
Kanika Williams 

3655 Oak Grove Road 
Monroeville, AL 36460 

kgdawn_23@yahoo.com 
310-714-3698 

 

mailto:kgdawn_23@yahoo.com
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INTRODUCTION  

This Appelant Opening Brief  (AOB)is being submitted, by me,  Kanika Williams 

on my own behalf and on behalf of the entire Williams Family which includes in 

my immediate family, my husband, Roosevelt Williams, and our children.  

Two children are the subject of this AOB, their names are Minor 1 and Minor 2 

Williams. My other daughter Minor 3 Williams, is also a part of the AOB, even 

though a final judgment has not been ascertained in her portion of Case 

CK89770 in the same manner as Minor 1 and Minor 2 have had a final Judgment 

assessed against them. 

I am the partner of my husband, Roosevelt Williams. We are a traditional family 

meaning I recognize my husband as the Head of our Household and he 

recognizes me as his partner. We work together for the betterment and best 

interest of our family, communicating and ascertaining the best route for us. We 

consult ourselves and God regarding matters of our family, that’s it.  

There has been a Attack on our Family and below we are laying out the manner 

in which that attack started, kept going and ended with a Order and Judgment to 

have our children-Minor 1 and Minor 2 adopted by my parents, Willie and Katie 

Grant. We vehemently disagree with the Order, we disagree with my parents, 

Willie and Katie Grant, who are referred to as grandparents gone rogue based 

upon their words and actions from even before the Case begun in 2011 until 

present date. 

I seek Justice to be served swiftly upon the Plaintiff/Respondent, Children and 

Family Services, after  enduring more than 5 years of Being dragged in and out 

of Court, Monitored Visitation with my Children, Lack of Respect as my children 

Mother, Lack of knowledge of my children whereabouts, lack of invite and/or 

knowledge of school and school functions, lack of invite and/or knowledge of 
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medical appointments (been to approximately 6 doctor visits in total in over 5 

years), Harassment, falsification of Records, favoritism, prejudice, racism, 

colorism, sexism and classism. My family has maintained and endured the above 

legal and moral wrongs without Justification or Cause. ALL INFORMATION 

SUBMITTED IS UNDER PROTEST AND IN CHALLENGE OF ANY 

CALIFORNIA COURT JURISDICTION OVER ME AND MY FAMILY.  

In compliance with (Cal Rules of Court  Rule 8.204(2)(A-C), please see below: 

A) State the nature of the action, the relief sought in the trial court, and 

the judgment or order appealed from;  

The Nature of the Action is Juvenile Dependency of which I sought return 

of my children-Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams to my care and custody, 

concluding in Judge Downing Ordering that my Children be Adopted. 

(B) State that the judgment appealed from is final, or explain why the 

order appealed from is appealable; and 

 The Judgment of Judge Downing on 8/16/16 was deemed a final 

Judgment  and appealable,  because it was a Permanent Placement 

Hearing conducted for the purpose of asserting on the Record and 

making Orders to terminate my parental rights regarding the care and 

custody of my children-Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams. Language such 

as “termination” “adoptable” and mention of “appeal” are synonymous 

with final orders and appealability. 

C. Provide a summary of the significant facts limited to matters in the 

record. 
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Most significant fact is that the Case was opened against me without my 

knowledge, consent or Jurisdiction  in 2011(Please see CT  Vol 1 Pg 51-53) and 

the Original Petition by CSW Dominique O Neil sustained by Referee Truong 

uses discriminatory language and reasoning as just cause for Petitioning my son 

be away from me, yet the Petition never alleges that I abused, neglected, and/or 

abandoned  my son/Minor 1, yet the Petition was sustained(Please see CT Vol. 1 

Pg 3) . Case CK89770 continued for over 5 years, of which I completed every 

Case Plan Ordered, as well as took additional classes that were not Ordered, 

and the Court under the direction of Judge Downing terminated my rights without 

me even being present in Court (Please see CT Vol 11 Pg 2,729-2,732). 

Regarding  my daughter/Minor 2, The Petition by CSW Paula Lee opens a case 

against her two days after she was born at the Hospital without any deference 

given to my Birth Plan and given to my rights as a Mother (Please see CT Vol 3 

Pg 698, 700). My daughter is removed from me physically, I challenge 

Jurisdiction, I complete the Case Plan, that was over 4 years ago and the Court 

terminated my parental rights to her without me being present (Please see CT 

Vol  Pg 2729-2732). 

My Rights as a Mother, predates the United Constitution and is as archaic as the  

Beginning of Time, but in this time, date and age, disrespect of Parents Rights is 

rampant and the Law is used to carry out perversions such as kidnapping of 

children from stable and loving homes.   

Below, Statutes, Laws, Cases, relevant quotes, and Articles will be cited in favor 

of Me, my children, my husband, my in-laws, my friends and all those that have 

supported me throughout this grave injustice of wrongful and illegal  separation of 

my family by the Court, DCFS and the Grandparents gone Rogue.  

My demands are simple and justified.  That you recognize the following: 
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“We are not fighting for integration, nor are we fighting for 

segregation, we are fighting for recognition as human beings, we are 

fighting for human rights” Malcolm X (1963)  

 

1.Your recognition that this Case is a Attack on Humanity led by people 

who have low self esteem, self-hatred, hatred and ignorance ruling their 

minds and hearts, will give Justice its Rightful place in the reunification of 

this family; 

2. Your recognition that  the Superior Court purposely failed to do that 

which was Right. They failed to act Righteously by doing what is Fair and 

Just.  The Superior Court purposely failed to read the facts, make 

appropriate rulings and findings based upon the facts and Law. All the 

facts are purposely not included in the Record and the Record is 

incomplete. Even what is stated in the Record, is sufficient to counter the 

Court Final Judgment of Adoption; 

 3. What is stated on the Record in the Clerk Transcripts and Reporters 

 Transcripts, shows the high level of bias and erroneous conclusions drawn 

 by the Court. Below is an  insurmountable amount of evidence showcasing 

 my rights to parent my children are Supreme, deserving of recognition and 

 Respect by this Court, deserving of recognition and respect by every 

 Court,  and specifically deserving of recognition and respect by everyone 

 involved in this Case.  

Justice will be served, as soon as you serve it. In order for you to serve Justice, 

you have to decide to uphold your duties and responsibilities as Officers of the 

Court, which are as follows: 
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1. Comply with the State of California Constitution which is a basic governing 

document that maintains Jurisdiction. The State of California Constitution 

has been construed as having many of the individual rights clauses in the 

state constitution, as protecting rights broader than the Bill of Rights in the 

federal constitution.[19] Two excellent examples include (1) the Pruneyard 

Shopping Center v. Robins case involving an implied right to free speech 

in private shopping centers, and (2) the first decision in America in 1972 

which found the death penalty unconstitutional, California v. Anderson, 6 

Cal. 3d 628. This noted that under California’s state constitution a stronger 

protection applies than under the U.S. Constitution’s 8th Amendment; the 

former prohibits punishments that are “cruel or unusual”, while the latter 

only prohibits punishments that are “cruel and unusual”. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitution_of_California. NOTE: The 

analogy between the 8th Amendment and California case law is mentioned 

because Case CK89770 involves violations of civil and criminal law. What 

the Superior Court has done to me and my family, permitting what is 

substantively a kidnapping of my children-Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams, is 

cruel and unusual, it unlike anything I ever heard, seen or been a part of, I 

know no one else who has had the same and/or similar experience.  

The actions of the Court can reasonably be deemed “cruel and unusual 

punishment or cruel or unusual punishment”, both violative of the 

California State Constitution and U.S. Constitution.   

Because it is cruel and /or unusual to keep any case Open for over 5 

years, especially a Case involving Children and Families, preventing a 

family from growing up together and using force to keep my family from 

each other without justification or cause, then this Case CK89770 qualifies 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitution_of_California#cite_note-19
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pruneyard_Shopping_Center_v._Robins
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pruneyard_Shopping_Center_v._Robins
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Free_speech
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shopping_center
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/California_v._Anderson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitution_of_California
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as cruel and unusual. It  is cruel and/or unusual to make children be 

involved in physical therapies and counseling without justification and/or 

cause,  to remove children from their parents temporarily and permanently 

with no signs of abuse, neglect and/or abandonment, to keep children 

away from their parents, to make children have monitored visitation with 

their parents, to make children have unmonitored visits for awhile only to 

take that away from the children, to lie to children about the whereabouts 

of their parents, and  to make children believe that their parents have 

abused, neglected and/or abandoned them.  

Therefore, We demand that you fully comply with your State of California 

Constitution, in which the Superior Court failed miserably to do; 

 

2. In construing statutes, your laws state the following: ‘we consider ― ‗the 

context of the statute as a whole and the overall statutory scheme . . . .‘ 

[Citation.] In other words, ―we do not construe statutes in isolation, but rather 

read every statute with reference to the entire scheme of law of which it is part so 

that the whole may be harmonized and retain effectiveness.‘ [Citation.]‖ ‘ 

[Citation.]‖ (Smith v. Superior Court (2006) 39 Cal.4th 77, 83;  

We demand that you construe the statutes in compliance with the Law and that 

you be effective. Acknowledge the case law cited as authoritative on the issue of 

whether or not I have a Right to Parent my Children without illegal and  wrongful 

governmental interference. Acknowledge the Supremacy Clause as well. It is 

your duty and responsibility to maintain ‘effectiveness’, which is the opposite of 

what the Superior Court did.  

My case in whole  was illegal from the start and this Brief spells out with 

specificity what was and is wrong and illegal about this case. The Superior Court 
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completely ignored the Law and placed themselves above the Law, doing what is 

illegal and immoral, which is why this case is before you today. 

Below is information about my family for you to read.  Read is highlighted 

because Judge Downing did not read the history of this Case nor did she care 

what the history was. She made an subjective decision about me from the time I 

stepped in her Courtroom and never gave me a chance to be anything other than 

what she thought I was. She never considered the facts, my efforts, arguments, 

the law, procedure and my rights. Judge Downing, like the previous Judges didn’t 

care about the consequences  of their actions because there has not been any 

consequence to their action, but there should be. A Judge should not be able to 

adopt away children who haven’t been abused because she doesn’t like the 

parents or likes the foster parents or any other illogical reasons. But Judge 

Downing, she has done this before, the same exact thing to another family the 

Henderson family (Please see http://www.thepostemail.com/tag/judge-

marguerite-downing/) . If you know Judge Downing or any other Judge 

mentioned below, social worker or Attorney, please Recuse yourself from this 

Appeal, do not read any further, do not put my family through more of the same.  

My family, by blood and marriage is myself, my husband, Roosevelt Williams and 

our children. My goal and fight has been to be recognized as human being first, a 

American Citizen and a Resident of the State of Alabama. Thomas Jefferson, 

one of the universally recognized  founder of the United States of America stated, 

we are ‘endowed with certain unalienable rights. ‘Thomas Jefferson-

Declaration of Independence (1776). When he said “we” he was likely referring 

to white males only, but I refer the “we” to include me too, and since I do have 

unalienable rights, and these rights are now in jeopardy due to this Case 

CK89770, I seek you to undo what has been done, enforce what is Right, Just, 

http://www.thepostemail.com/tag/judge-marguerite-downing/
http://www.thepostemail.com/tag/judge-marguerite-downing/
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logical and reasonable, reunifying this family without any further intereference 

from Courts, DCFS and the grandparents gone rogue. 

 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

 

The case Number CK89770 is a Case founded on injustice, hatred, ignorance, 

racism, colorism, sexism and classism.  

According to http://www.lacdcfs.org/ the authoritative webpage for all information 

pertaining to DCFS Los Angeles County:  “A  Petition, In the context of 

dependency court, is a legal document filed by DCFS in Dependency Court, 

which alleges that a child is described by Section 300 of the Welfare and 

Institutions Code (WIC). In filing this document, DCFS is asking the court for a 

ruling on the allegations stated in the document” 

The petition initiating case CK89770 was originally filed by Norma Jaquez and 

CSW Dominique O’ Neil, Officers and Representatives of DCFS at  the Juvenile 

Dependency Court in Monterey Park, California on 9/21/2011 (Please see CT Vol 

1 Pg 1-4).The Petition was NOT  filed in Procedure of initiating a Juvenile 

Dependency Case (Please see flowchart below for more details of timeline). 

Because the Petition was filed   OVER TWO (2) MONTHS after the 5-day referral 

from the child abuse line on 7/19/11 (Please see CT Vol. 1 Pg 8),  . Most 

importantly, WIC SECTION 300 DOES NOT APPLY TO MY SON SINCE I 

NEVER ABUSED, ABANDONED OR NEGLECTED  MY SON (Please see CT 

Vol 1 Pg.3).   

The Original Petition and Detention Reprt makes disparaging remarks about my 

mental state and misstates facts about the day Police knocked at my door and 

later DCFS showed up, ripped my son from my arms literally, had me placed in a 
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police car, then placed me in a Ambulance, transported me from Diamond Bar, 

CA to Torrance CA for the purpose of institutionalizing me without my consent for 

3 weeks, DCFS shows up assesses and has conversation with my son without 

my consent and the grandparents gone rogue watching the whole thing, release 

me, I take my son and belongings to Alabama, while traveling I’m under the 

influence of medication that I don’t know I am under, my son and I  arrive to 

Alabama safely, I act erratic due to a adverse reaction to the medication, my 

husband takes my son out the house without my knowledge, this Petition is 

drawn against my son, which I don’t know, my son is with his grandparents, 

without me and his father  (Please see CT Vol 1 Pgs 3, 9, 12) 

Even with all this, the Petition never alleges that I abused, abandoned or 

neglected my son, but it does state disparaging remarks that are 

unsubstantiated. Specifically it states “Based on mother’s behavior the child, 

Minor 1 is at risk of Emotional Abuse and General Negliect by mother as 

evidenced by the fact that the mother has serious unresolved mental health 

issues which resulted in her recent 5150 hospitalization. (Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 

12).  

The above statements by CSW O’Neil were never substantiated and she admits 

on (CT Vol 1 Pg 11) that  “On 8/5/11 mother was discharged from the hospital. 

CSW was subsequently informed by Hospital Social Worker that mother was 

diagnosed with Schizophrenaform (CSW has made a written request for medical 

records, though to date, the records have not been received. Also a admission 

on CT Vol 1 Pg 68 states “Further, mother was assessed and 5150’d due to her 

mental status…DCFS has been unable to obtain mother’s medical records 

regarding the above hospitalization as she refused to sign releases of information 

prior to her release.”) 
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Both the hospital social worker and CSW O Neil violated my rights to privacy 

protected by the 1st Amendment and the Health Insurance Portability and 

Accountability Act (HIPAA) Law which is “a US Law designed to provide privacy 

standards to protect patients’ medical records and other health information 

provided to health plans, doctors, hospitals and other health care providers.” 

http://www.medicinenet.com/script/main/art.asp?articlekey=31785 . CSW O Neil 

admits she has no medical records, yet states I am 51/50, that I have unresolved 

mental health issues,and  that I have Schizophreform. She writes her Detention 

Report for the sole purpose of building a case about me to influence the Court to 

take Jurisdiction over my son because I am allegedly mentally ill. Her statements 

are unfounded, and she admits they are since she has no medical report, she 

gets her information from a Hospital Social Worker who I do not know who that 

person is nor did I consent that person to discuss what mental state she thinks I 

have. Furthermore, CSW O’Neil states I refused to sign releases for DCFS as if I 

owe her or anyone else for that matter, a look into my personal background and 

medical history. I do not owe DCFS my medical records, that is very private and 

personal. CSW O’Neil did not respect my Right to Privacy and when I evoked my 

Right, she retaliated, petitioning the Court to exercise Jurisdiction where they 

have none.   

CSW ONeil never states how my alleged mental state affected or could possibly 

negatively affect my son, which is my Right to know if Jurisdiction is, and was 

taken over him. I had a Right to know what was being alleged against me with 

clarity and not vagueness, yet with this sketchy unsubstantiated evidence, 

without my knowledge, the Petition was granted and CK89770 began.  

As this case began with lies, unsubstantiated information, belitting opinions of me 

and my rights as my child mother, it continued in the same manner for OVER 5 

http://www.medicinenet.com/script/main/art.asp?articlekey=31785
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YEARS!  Making it the longest DCFS Case in the History of the United States of 

America 

https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&

rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3

587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8  .  

   

Additionally, if I did have mental health issues, which I did not and do not, that is 

insufficient as cause for taking and keeping my child away from me. To take a 

keep my child away from me based on  CSW O Neil Social Worker Report that 

admits that her allegations are unsubstantiated by any medical record, admitting 

the information she is reporting about me is from a Hospital Social Worker, the 

Hospital Social Worker is unnamed, so I do not know who CSW O Neil is 

referring to. I do know that I did not authorize CSW O Neil or the Hospital Social 

Worker to know me, my background, my medical records, my child, my anything, 

on any level. These blatant lies about me,  unauthorized in violation of HIPPA by 

CSW O Neil violates the American with Disabilities Act,  as well, which states 

“Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) The ADA prohibits discrimination on the 

basis of disability in employment, State and local government, public 

accommodations, commercial facilities, transportation, and telecommunications. 

It also applies to the United States Congress.  https://www.ada.gov/cguide.htm  

According to https://www.ssa.gov/disability/professionals/bluebook/12.00-

MentalDisorders-Adult.htm ,”schizophrenia spectrum”,  which CSW O Neil 

alleges that I had in 2011, is one that the Social Security Administration, 

acknowledges as a “disability”, of which Social Security Benefits would be 

dispensed if I did have and thus, as a classified “disability” , the allegations of me 

being “Schizophreniaform”, “mental health issues”, 51/50, and any other 

https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
https://www.google.com/search?q=what+is+the+longest+court+case+in+history&rlz=1C1AOHY_enUS731US732&oq=wha&aqs=chrome.0.69i59j69i57j69i59j0l3.3587j0j7&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8
https://www.ada.gov/cguide.htm
https://www.ssa.gov/disability/professionals/bluebook/12.00-MentalDisorders-Adult.htm
https://www.ssa.gov/disability/professionals/bluebook/12.00-MentalDisorders-Adult.htm
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disparaging remarks this social worker and her colleaugues  allege and have 

attempted to define me as, of which each social worker has used and has 

attempted to use this illegal, wrongful, immoral, and unfounded description of me 

as justification for keeping my children from me, has in fact violated the ADA, in 

addition to International, Unversal, Natrual, Moral, National, State and Local 

Laws. 

Despite the facts above, Referee Truong opened a Case in 9/2011, the same 

Case on Appeal before you today.  

As stated earlier, I took my son away from the State of California after I was 

released from UCLA Harbor Mental Health Hospital. I was placed in the Mental 

Health Hospital for 3 weeks against my will. The Social workers reported that this 

one time I was placed in a mental health hospital against my will, as justification 

for discriminating against me being who I am to my son. When I was released 

from the mental health hospital, that my parents and DCFS caused me to go to 

against my will, I got my son and belongings and we left the State of California 

with no intention to ever return. We headed 10 East in my car to our home in 

Alabama with my husband. Throughout this Case, social workers reported I 

“flee’d” from the State of California. Flee means 

verb (used without object), fled, fleeing. 

1.to run away, as from danger or pursuers; takeflight.2.to move swiftly; fly; speed.

verb (used with object), fled, fleeing.3.to run away from (a place, person, etc.).htt

p://www.dictionary.com/browse/flee. 

Based on the above definition we did flee, however, as reported by the Social 

Worker, when reported, “flee” was stated in a manner as if I did not have a Right 

to leave the State of California with my son. I had every Right to go and come as 

I pleased personally and as my son mother. I never asked DCFS, the 

http://www.dictionary.com/browse/flight
http://www.dictionary.com/browse/fly
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grandparents gone rogue, or anyone else to go and come as I pleased. When I 

was child, I had to get permission to go places, and I was not even really 

restricted then, so to say because I did get my son and I away from the dangers 

that exist in California, which is, Police, grandparents, and DCFS, at that time, 

was my Right and Duty to Him. No one had his best interest at that time or now 

for that matter, other than me and his father. His father had no idea what was 

taking place in California, he was oblivious to me being placed in the Mental 

Health Hospital and our son forced to stay with the grandparents gone rogue. 

When I did get to Alabama, I was not myself. Whatever the staff did to me at the 

Mental Health Hospital, was wearing off and/or having a adverse effect on me. 

My husband told me I was complaining of a really bad headache and then just 

started acting bizarre. I, to date, do not remember having a headache. I 

remember bits and pieces of my time in Alabama at this time and I believe my 

husband when he tells me that I wasn’t myself. I do not know the exact cause of 

why I wasn’t myself, I just know, I had never been in a mental health hospital 

prior to DCFS and the police invading my life, I have worked since I was 12 

babysitting, then worked in high school, in college, and after college. I always did 

well in school, graduating Magna Cum Laude from College. I have always been 

responsible for myself and those in my care, and never had my mental state 

even questioned. I never had more than a traffic ticket prior to this Case, I was 

and am a Human Being on my pursuit of happiness until DCFS, the grandparents 

gone rogue and the Court thwarted my natural progression, maturity through life, 

of which there has been life lessons, mistakes, pitfalls, highlights, celebrations, 

and birthdays, of myself and those I love the most, my children. Their invasion on 

my life, affected my relatioinship with my husband, all the way in Alabama, to 

such a critical point that my husband had to get our son out of the house. My 



25 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

APPELLANT OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED UNDER CHALLENGE OF JURISDICTION AND UNDER PROTEST 

. 

 

husband sent our son to stay with the grandparents gone rogue, and I did not 

know that was his intention at that time, so of course I was very angry and 

disappointed. I did not want anything to do with my husband because I felt like he 

betrayed me. I did not know I was the cause of what I perceived as betrayal. 

Looking back, he was a friend to me when no one else was. He stuck by me in 

my lowest point, which was recovering from medication forced upon me during 

the 3 week stay at the mental health hospital. He did not turn his back on me and 

was left with a tough decision either way, and he chose correctly, the best 

interest of our son. From what I do remember of that time and what I have been 

told about that time, which was way back in 2011, that is not the type of light I 

would want my son to see me in. I have been a role model to my son and I want 

to continue that, and my husband gave me that by sending our son to stay with 

the grandparents gone rogue temporarily. All I saw was my son gone, so I was 

livid, but now, I can see what my husband did was the ultimate expression of 

Love to me and our son. 

What happened in Alabama while my son was in California, has been the subject 

of 2,849 pages, 11 volumes of Clerk Transcript and over 800 pages of Clerk 

Transcript.   

What happened between my husband and I, should not have ever happened in 

2011 or ever. We had never had any issues, no disagreements, no violence, no 

nothing, between us prior to what the Mental Helath Hospital did to me and me 

then coming to our home in Alabama. When I was on the medication my 

husband restrained me to protect me from hurting myself and him  and I 

retaliated against him. He called the Police (Please see Vol 1 Pg 158-159) and 

they took me to the local medical hospital, of which the emergency Doctor 

diagnosed me as having a adverse reaction to the medication forced upon me 
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and the doctor in Monroeville, Alabama, gave me medication to counter the 

forced upon medication. Within days I was looking better and feeling better, but it 

was too late for my son, he was already here in the State of California. I was still 

mad at my husband that my son was with the grandparents gone rogue because 

I knew they were trying to keep him from me. I did not know how far they would 

go to keep my son from me, but I soon found out 

. I had a lot of resentment toward my husband at that time and I did not 

understand what I understand today about my husband and the grandparents 

gone rogue. I requested that the grandparents gone rogue bring my son back to 

our home in Monroeville, Alabama, they ignored me, so I got in my car in 

February 2012 traveled back to California to get my son and bring him home to 

Alabama.  

In February 2012, I became aware of Case CK89770 in the worst kind of way. 

The Case had been ongoing for 5 months at this time without my or my husband 

knowledge or consent.  I found out about the Case when I was awaiting to go 

before the Judge with my plea after the grandparents gone rogue pressed 

charges against me when I came to the house my son was staying at, which is 

the same house I grew up in, the same house the grandparents gone rogue have 

lived in since 1989, the same house I still had a front door key to, a garage door 

opener to, the phone number to, and same house my driver license stated was 

my address. When I arrived, I called the phone numerous times because when I 

placed the key in the door, I found out the locks to the door had changed. I tried 

to go through the garage, but the grandparents gone rogue changed that as well. 

Then when I tried to go through the back door, Katie Grant yelled out that she 

had called the police and asked me to leave. I told her “that is crazy” and I left. 

When I was already away from the house, the police pulled me over and arrested 
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me. I was charged with burglary, of which I asked the cops “how can I burglarize 

my own house?”, but at that time, I was thinking that the house was mine along 

with the rest of my family. I was arrested, transferred to the Women Facility in 

Lynwood, California because I was pregnant and spent a week in jail, being 

transferrd around and even spent time in general population. When I went to  

Court to give my plea, after I got off the bus at the Pomona Courthouse, there 

was a white male waiting to talk to me through a glass. His name was Timothy 

Reeff, the social worker. He was the first one to inform me about the Case 

CK89770. He also informed me that in addition to the bogus burglary charge that 

the grandparents gone rogue pressed against me, they also had a restraining 

order placed against me on their own behalf and on behalf of my son (Please see 

CT Vol 1 Pg 175).I wasn’t sure how the grandparents gone rogue was able to 

pull off a restraining order in light of the fact that I never threatened them, I wasn’t 

even near them since they refused to open the door and let my son go. I have 

never cursed at them, nothing, yet I had a restraining Order. I found out this was 

on purpose, everything negative that could be showcased was to build a case 

against me to make me out to be a villain, when I’m not. First it was that I was 

51/50, now its that I am a criminal, at first being charged with a felony, that was 

reduced to a misdemeanor and a restraining order, that I was able to get thrown 

out altogether because it was bogus. Everything was building up against me by 

the grandparents gone rogue, DCFS and the Court was buying into all of it.  I had 

all these emotions going on, but I kept it together because I was pregnant and I 

did not want to lose my baby because of other people’s ignorance (Please see 

CT Vol 1 Pg  161-174). However, even though the grandparents gone rogue was 

the driving factor in Case CK89770 being open against me, had me arrested, 

jailed, lied on me and had a restraining order place on me,  I still believed, hoped 
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and wanted to work out any and all issues with the grandparents gone rogue.  I 

kept this belief until Summer 2015 and now I know, we will not ever be the family 

that we once were due to the choices that the grandparents gone rogue have 

made against me and my husband in direct adversity to my rights as a person 

and a parent.  

I petition to be in Court and that Letter to Referee Truong is not in the Record. I 

petition for my son to be returned via the first of many 388 Petitions,the petition 

was essentially denied because the hearing was only granted to appoint me 

Counsel of which I did not want or need Counsel. (Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 112-

117).I was prepared to Represent myself and was told that I could not due to me 

being too close to the subject matter (my son), my Faretta Motion was denied 

(Please see CT Vol 2 Pg 405).  Also at this hearing DCFS petition to have a 730 

Evaluation on me, the Court denied it, but in September 2014 when the Court 

illegally took Jurisdiction over my daughter, Minor 3, a 730 Evaluation was 

Ordered  (Please see CT Vol 7 Pg 1804) after I already completed EIGHT (8) 

Mental Health Evaluations (Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 176, CT Vol 2 Pg 344, CT 

Vol 4 Pg 789, 937, 938, 942, 984, 985)  and over 2 years of Case History. If 

that isn’t discrimination than what is? 

I kept asserting my rights and they kept getting denied. Timothy Reeff countered 

my 388 Petition  and my husband 388 Petition  and his Petition was granted by 

the Court, despite the fact that as soon as I was released from jail, I petition the 

Court for a hearing to have my son returned, challenging their Jurisdiction and 

still complied with the Court Order Case Plan (Please see Vol 1 Pg 176-182).   

Timothy Reeff, who was Court Ordered to reunify my family, pettion a 

subsequent Petition to the Court, alleging lies that were sustained by the Court 

and irrelevant to the State of California, Los Angeles County, Children Court 
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(Please see CT Vol 2 Pg 481).  The grandparents gone rogue orchestrated the 

Petition with CSW Timothy Reeff to be created  and reported to the Court 

because they all knew that we had rights to our son and that our son would be 

returned very soon unless they could find a way to either divert the Court 

attention away from the facts and law and/or tarnish our good character to 

influence the Court to continue Jurisdiction. The subsequent Petition of DCFS 

social worker Tim Reeff  for Minor  1, alleged that  my husband and I engaged in 

violent altercations and that Minor 1 witnessed violent altercations between me 

and his father (Please see CT Vol 2 Pg 481) . The Record reflects that the 

sustained petition mentions matters of domestic violence, which is not within the 

subject matter jurisdiction of the Children Court. Then the sustained petition 

states my son witnessed violent altercations when the Court had knowledge that 

my son had been in the State of California since 8/2011 making it impossible for 

him to witness violence between us since he was nowhere in the vicinity of us or 

Alabama, with knowledge that the Petition alleges domestic violence in the State 

of Alabama,  with knowledge that my son was 3 years old at the time making him 

vulnerable and easily manipulated, with knowledge that there was no police 

report of any violence in the State of Alabama, with knowledge that there was no 

police report of any violence in the State of California, and with knowledge that 

the Petition was exaggerated (Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 11, 42).  Despite all these 

reasons, the Court  still sustained Tim Reeff Petition and had the nerve to state 

that they weren’t sustaining the other allegations petitioned by Tim Reeff 

because it wasn’t “in the interest of Justice” (Please see CT Vol. 3 Pg 669). The 

reality is, this whole case is not in the interest of Justice, but the Court still 

opened the Case,  consistently continued the Case and made contradictory 

rulings. 
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The Case was consistently continued and not closed because the grandparents 

gone rogue also wanted the child I was carrying, Minor 2.  The social worker was 

constantly asking me about my due date and where I was having Minor 2, of 

which I would not reply but instead ask, why are you asking me this? I already 

made it clear to them that I had a Birth Plan, of which the social worker was 

aware of (Please see CT Vol. 3 Pg 783)  that they needed to respect and that 

they had no right to my unborn child, but they did the same thing. CSW Paula 

Lee came to the Hospital and took her away from me when she was 2 days old, 

alleging that they had to take my child and give her to the grandparents gone 

rogue. Not only did they take her from me, but she has been kept from me for 

over 4 years.This time the Court took Jurisdiction on a WIC Section 300  ABJ, 

but it is unclear which Petition was granted and sustained (Please see CT Vol 3 

Pg 672-678 and CT Vol 3 Pg 752-758).  Both Petitions contain lies, but one has 

more lies than the other and one has a lot of black marks crossing out 

information. So the ongoing matter as it relates to Minor 2, is the lack of second 

opinion, even from her birth. DCFS alleged that I smoked marijuana during my 

pregnancy and allegedly tested my daughter to confirm this when this was not 

consented to by me as a part of the Birth Plan. It states on (CT Vol 3 Pg 787), 

that there was Presumptive Positive Cannabinoid, that was sent for Confirmation 

but there is no result of confirmation. Furthermore, I was Court Ordered to 6 

random drug tests, my first beginning  five days after my daughter was born and 

it was negative. The results of this negative random drug test was not included in 

the Social Worker Report or Last Minute Report on (CT Vol. 4 Pg 790), but I have 

the copy that was given to me when I finished the test and will provide a copy on 

Request. These allegations of marijuana, unsubstantiated by my newborn 

daughter, who had a right to not be tested on like she is a guinea pig, didn’t 
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confirm any marijuana, nor did any of my random drug tests, of which I was Court 

Ordered to (6) SIX random drug tests and ended up doing approximately 

THIRTY (30), throughout this entire case, of which I NEVER MISSED A TEST 

AND NEVER HAD A DIRTY TEST, yet my baby has NEVER been with me 

despite my completion of everything-Parenting(2x), Life Skills, Drug Relapse and 

Prevention, Random Drug Tests (30x), Individual Counseling addressing Case 

Issues, Individual Counseling addressing Domestic Violence, Domestic Violence 

Support Group/Victims, Anger Management, Tranquilty Group, Mental Health 

Evaluations (8x), Mental Health Counseling, Monitored Visits and Unmonitored 

Visits (Please see CT Vol 4 Pg 790-795, 928-968, 984-85, 1033-1049) - all case 

plans completed, acknowledged by the Court as complete, all  in a effort to get 

my children home and should in no way be construed as a submission to 

Jurisdiction based on my numerous challenges to Jurisdiction and the Court 

refusal to comply with the Law, and return my children to my custody and care. 

All during this time my son is in this “Trauma Focused Cognitive Behavioral 

Therapy” for something he never witnessed (Please see CT Vol 4 Pg 1055-56), I 

objected to him being in this type of Therapy or any therapy because he never 

witnessed any violence and he is a child, he should be having fun and playing, 

not going to therapy, but my Objection was Overruled like every other objection 

to this Case.  

So the Court kept continuing the Case, kept making contradictory rulings, like 

terminating Family Reunification Services, reinstating Reunification Services, but 

never did DCFS make any recommendation to Return my Children, nor did they 

liberalize any visits until May 2014. I am doing regular monitored visits with my 

children with no report of any issues with visitation and out of nowhere, Judge 

Vasquez states that I haven’t consistently and regulary contacted and visted my 
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kids, when I was seeing my children at least twice a week for four hours a week 

and calling them everyday, like I do now, sometimes I talk to them, sometimes I 

don’t but its not because I’m not calling, it becaseu the grandparents gone rogue 

don’t answer.  Then he terminated family reunification services, stated DCFS 

provided services and that I was in partial compliance of the case plan  (Please 

see CT Vol. 6 Pg  1407-1410), when I had completed the case plan 2x. He even 

Court Ordered my husband to a Case Plan for Minor 2, over a year after she was 

born (Please see CT Vol 6 Pg 1406). It was slap in a face to all we both had 

done to get this Case closed and our children home. My husband had already 

proved paternity of Minor 2 and has the same Right to her that I have, but the 

Court took our Rights and grinded them in a meat grinder, making them 

unrecognizable by the Court only. My vision is clear, the Court’s is foggy and 

shady because how do you justify Court Ordering my husband to a Case Plan 

over a year after my daughter was born, over allegations that happened in the 

State of Alabama before she was even born? How could he have possibly 

abused, abandoned and/or neglected or even be alleged to abuse abandon 

and/or neglect a baby that isn’t even born yet? If the Court felt so strongly in 

protecting Minor 2 from her father, then why did they wait over a year to Court 

Order him to a Case Plan? What sense does that make? If any of this is not 

discrimination, then what is discrimination? 

While I was participating in Minor 2 Therapies (CT Vol 6 Pg 1529) I was at the 

last step prior to return which is unmonitored overnights after fighting for over 2 

years at the time to get my children home (Please see CT Vol. 6 Pg 1514). Even 

though I had completed all Case Plans, did more than was Court Ordered, was at 

unmonitored overnight visits with my children, DCFS was still recommending that 

Family Reunification Services be terminated. CSW Angelique Hawley-Rawles 
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stated in her Supplemental Report that “DCFS is concerned that Minor 1 is 

‘caught in the middle”, he loves his parents and his grandparents, he also loves 

his “lifestyle” school and activities. However, there are no concerns at this time to 

keep him or Minor 2 from unmonitored visits with his mother.” (Please see CT Vol 

6 Pg 1513). 

The statements of the social worker are alarming because DCFS concerns are 

not based in law or fact. The fact is the Law recognizes my Rights and his fathers 

rights. There are family Law courts that decide custody and child support 

between parents, not between parents and grandparents.  The only way my son 

is “caught in the middle” is if DCFS recognizes rights of grandparents that are not 

there and take my rights which are present and ignore them, which is exactly 

what has happened. The same lifestyle my children are having right now, they 

would have with their parents, but DCFS prejudged us because we are from 

Alabama and because we don’t live in a two story house and whatever subjective 

measures they used to justify their illegal, errenous, heartless and out of control 

acts over the last going on 6 years. We know our children love their grandparents 

and we never tried to interfere with that Love. That same Love that my children 

have for their grandparents, they have for me and their father, if not more since 

we, along with God, are the sole reason they are alive. They want to be with us 

too and why shouldn’t they? They have a right to Love us and not be “caught in 

the middle”, that is what this Case has been about, putting my children in the 

Middle of social workers, liars, Judges, grandparents, therapists, police officers, 

bailiffs, HSA Workers, assessors, and now you. They don’t deserve that and we 

don’t deserve to be in the middle either. Even though DCFS said they have no 

issue of me having unmonitored visits, I had a total of three weekend 
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unmonitored visits before another Petition was filed, this time for Minor 3 (See CT 

Vol 6 Pg 1535-1541). 

Minor 3 was taken from me at the DCFS Compton Office when the then social 

worker, Lia Jones, told me she wanted to meet with me to discuss the Case the 

day after she talked with my husband about the case. I nor Minor 3 was present 

for her discussion with my husband but I know he was not happy about the way 

she was handling the Case and he let her know that. He also reported her to her 

Supervisor, to let them know that she was not servicing the Case properly by not 

discussing the case with him and abusing her discretion to liberalize the visits. I 

know for a fact she was not being fair toward my husband. She acknowledged 

me from the time she was assigned the Case and never acknowledged him as 

the Father of our children. She was just one of the most evil and heartless people 

I have ever met, and I am speaking specifically to when my husband Father 

passed away from Agent Orange Cancer he contracted during the Vietnam War. 

Roosevelt father wanted to see his grandchildren before he died, he fought for 

this Country, received the Purple Heart and was a good man. My husband 

requested that our children be permitted to attend the Funeral Services of their 

grandfather and Lia Jones never got back to my husband. Roosevelt Father lived 

here in California and his brothers, nephews, everyone was there supporting one 

another during this tough time and yet our children weren’t there because of this 

Case and because of Lia Jones blatant disregard toward our humanity. This was 

December 2013. I wasn’t aware that CSW Lia Jones was permitted as a social 

worker to retaliate against my family in such a heinous way, but Judge Downing 

permitted her Petition to be granted. Minor 3, was in my and her father custody 

and care for 9 months before a Petition was sought against her and just one day 

after she met with my husband. I did not see any justification or cause for what 
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Lia Jones did, especially in light of the fact that I completed the Case Plan and 

was having unmonitored overnight visits with Minor 1 and Minor 2. So here I am 

again, dealing with the lies of the social worker and the Court exercising 

Jurisdiction where they don’t have any. Again, another of my children being held 

hostage for allegations dating back to 2011. I was Court Ordered again, but this 

time to a Domestic Violence Support Group/Victims Class, Individual Counseling 

addressing domestic violence, empowerment and a 730 Mental Health 

Evaluation (Please see CT Vol 7 Pg 1804),  all because a Liar, Lia Jones was 

assigned to our Case. I call her a Liar because she is, she has a Letter in the 

transcripts that she used to influence the Court, that is erroneous and shows how 

far she will go to try to make me look like I needed therapy when I did not. 

(Please see CT Vol 8 Pg 1894). This letter is dated 11/6/13, stating I went to 

Kedren to be assessed and evaluated, when I never went back to Kedren after 

my therapy sessions were over with Anthony Jackson. I signed a log every time I 

went into that building and I guarantee you there is no signature of mines being 

assessed, again by Kedren. She has this letter signed by Robert Dominguez and 

Lisa Garcia and I never met or heard of these people. The letter signed by 

Anthony Jackson that is a legitimate Letter (Please see CT Vol 8 Pg 1893) that 

Letter has my name and Date of Birth. Further evidence of the fact that I never 

went to Kedren to get assessed is the fact that I was in conjoint counseling with 

my son at the time (Please see CT Vol 8 Pg 1932). Why would I go back to be 

assessed when I had already been assessed  EIGHT DIFFERENT TIMES. The 

last time I was at Kedren I was found to not need any medication or more 

sessions, so why would I ever go back there? I was already in completion of both 

case plans when this forged letter was created. I was just waiting for the Court, 

for anyone that knew what was going on with my family to correct what was 
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seriously wrong with this case, to try to correct what is wrong, to do what was not 

being done, which is make a way for my children to be home. 

Lia Jones is the perfect example of the type of people that I dealt with throughout 

the entirety of this case, people with no integrity, people who are scandalous and 

without any morals whatsoever.  

Again, another child of mines is given to the grandparents gone rogue to raise, 

with a blind eye to my Rights and my Children Rights to be raised by their 

biological parents without interference. This Judge even renamed my daughter, 

who has never had “Grant” in her name, but that is how much the Court saw my 

children as their Grandparents children and not our family, the Williams Family 

children. 

So I did what was Court Ordered, again, but this time for Minor 3 and did 

Conjoint Counseling with my son, Minor 1 (Please see CT Vol 8 Pg 1947-1950, 

1978, 1982-1984), Pg 2102, Vol 9 Pg 2167-2170, 2222-2230).)  

I filed numerous WIC 388  Petitions, each one was denied. I challenged the 

Court Jurisdiction, that was ignored. I requested Recusal of the Judge, that was 

ignored. I completed all the case plans, completion was acknowledged, but 

ignored and devalued as the completion of the Case Plan did not result in the 

Return of my children in Accordance with the Law. I attended events that I was 

made aware of, this was devalued and ignored. I maintained regular visits with 

my children, called them on the telephone every day, each visit was monitored, 

for the entire time of this case over over 5 years except for three weekends that 

were unmonitored overnight in May 2014. All this I did to get my children home, 

to get this Case dismissed, only for Judge Downing to not only fail to dismiss, but 

to Order Adoption (Please see CT Vol 11 Pg 2729-32). 
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So in summary  We have had a full out assault on our rights to our children since 

there is no legal right to kidnap children, there no legal right to hold children 

hostage, there no legal right to Court Order parents you have no jurisdiction over, 

there no legal right to ignore my parental rights, there no legal right to exercise 

prejudice and bias, nor  is there legally recognized Grandparents rights or legal 

right to violate my fundamental liberties, rights and freedoms, then this Case, can 

only be characterized as a form of treason, tyranny, anarchy and high level 

conspiracy to kidnap. 

STATEMENT OF APPEALABILITY 

 

California Code of Civil Procedure Section 904.1 which states in pertinent part : 

(a) An appeal, other than in a limited civil case, is to the court of appeal.  An 

appeal, other than in a limited civil case, may be taken from any of the following: 

(1) From a judgment, except (A) an interlocutory judgment, other than as 

provided in paragraphs (8), (9), and (11), or (B) a judgment of contempt that is 

made final and conclusive by Section 1222; (2) From an order made after a 

judgment made appealable by paragraph (1) and California Code of Civil 

Procedure Section 902 which states, “Any party aggrieved may appeal in the 

cases prescribed in this title.  A party appealing is known as an appellant, and 

an adverse party as a respondent. 

The Laws of this State protect my Right to Appeal the erroneous Judgment and 

Order of Judge Downing Ordered on August 16, 2016. I am most definitely 

aggrieved in accordance with the https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/aggrieved definition of the word. Merriam-Webster has 

been defining words since 1828 and defines ‘aggrieved’ as  suffering from an 

infringement or denial of legal rights. In my case, there has been both a 

https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/aggrieved
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/aggrieved
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Infringement AND denial of my legal rights which has led to this Appeal.  

 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 

1. I am a Human Being and have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or 

immunities; 

2. My children, Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams are human beings and have 

certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or immunities; 

3. My children have a right to be with their mother; 

4. I have a right to be with my children; 

5. I am Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams biological mother; 

6. I have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or immunities as the 

mother of Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams;; 

7. I have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or immunities as a United 

States Citizen (United States Constitution-Bill of Rights- First 10 

Amendments); 

8. My children have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or immunities 

as U.S. Citizens United States Constitution-Bill of Rights- First 10 

Amendments; 

9. I have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or immunities as a resident 

of the State of Alabama State of Alabama Constitution; 

10. My children have certain unalienable rights, privileges and/or 

immunities as residents of the State of Alabama State of Alabama 

Constitution; 

11. No California Court has Jurisdiction (legally) over me; 

12. No California Court has Jurisdiction (legally)over my children; 
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13. I NEVER abused, abandoned and/or neglected any of my children; 

14. Everything that the State of California, Los Angeles County Children 

Court, DCFS entities and Associations have done to me and my family is 

ILLEGAL AND MORALLY WRONG! 

 

ARGUMENT 

Jurisdiction 

 

According to 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Department_of_Children_and_Family_Services_(Los

_Angeles_County)  is “an agency of the government of Los Angeles County. 

DCFS’s operations involve investigating child welfare and abuse allegations, 

foster care, and adoption.” As an agency of Los Angeles County, their 

Jurisdiction is limited to Los Angeles County. Yet, in my case, they reached more 

than 3,000 miles away and took unlawful jurisdiction over my family with 

knowledge that I and my children are and have always been residents of the 

State of Alabama.  My address: XX XXXXXXXXX, Monroeville, AL 36460 is 

evident of address as stated on the initial petition (CT, Vol1, pgs 001).  So why 

 am I asserting my rights in a Appellant Opening Brief for a case that  Los 

Angeles County DCFS never had Jurisdiction over in the first place? There is no 

State or Federal Law or Statute that recognizes Dominque O Neil and Norma 

Jacquez social worker exercising Jurisdiction in a whole other State. Specifically, 

Dominique O Neil and Norma Jacquez are not licensed in the State of Alabama 

and therefore cannot petition the State of California Superior Court, Juvenile 

Dependency Division, with regards to me or my husband in any manner, but they 

did and the Court accepted this Petition with knowledge that the social worker 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Government_of_Los_Angeles_County
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has no Jurisdiction over me or my and my husband (Please see CT, Vol 1, page 

001, which specifically states me and my husband name and address in the 

State of Alabama;  CT Vol 1 Pg 68  dated 10/17/11 specifically states that 

“Mother remains in Monrovia, AL (Monroeville, AL) with father, Roosevelt 

Williams .  

 

Kidnapping 

 

Since it is clear that the State of California never had Jurisdiction in the first 

place, yet did, then every ruling and Order is null and void legally, but every 

ruling and Order led to what can only be described as a kidnapping. 

 How was the Superior Court, Children Court,Juvenile Dependency Division, able 

to exercise Jurisdiction and exercise Jurisdiction for so long? The answer is overt 

conspiracy since no one entity and/or person could pull of alone, what each State 

Actor, DCFS and grandparents gone rogue were able to pull off together, which 

is essentially a kidnapping.  

The legal definition of a kidnapping is “  The crime  of unlawfully  seizing and  

carrying away a person by force or Fraud, or seizing and detaining a person 

 against his or her will with an intent to carry that person away at a later time. 

The law of kidnapping is difficult to define with precision because it varies from ju

risdiction tojurisdiction. Most state and federal kidnapping statutes define the  

term kidnapping vaguely, and courts fill in the details.” http://legal-

dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/kidnapping. If I were to wait on this Court to fill in 

the details, I would be waiting another 6 years or longer, so I will fill them in. The 

Court took Jurisdiction over my son who was only staying with the grandparents 

gone rogue for the sole purpose of me healing outside of his vision and vicinity. 

http://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/fraud
http://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/kidnapping
http://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/kidnapping
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My healing was necessary, his not being with me and his father and I at that time 

was also necessary to protect him and to protect his thoughts and image of me, 

his mother. He only experienced me taking care of him and I was in a situation 

where I couldn’t do that in the same manner he was used to. It was not his fault 

the condition I was in, it was not my faulth the condition I was in, it was the 

grandparents gone rogue who authorized and consented to me being in a mental 

health hospital without my express or implied consent. I was fully grown at the 

time, and not married to my husband yet, so the only person who legally could 

sign me in and//or out of a hospital, was me. When my husband sent my son to 

stay with the grandparents gone rogue temporarily, Case CK89770 was initiated 

and 6 years later, I still seek what I sought then, which is for my Rights to my 

Children to be recognized, for the Court to stop exercising Jurisdiction over my 

family and we go on with our lives. 

 Fraud is “A false  representation  of  a matter of fact—whether by words 

 or by conduct,  by  false or misleading allegations, or by concealment of 

 what should have been disclosed-that deceives   and is intended to deceive  

another  so that the  Individual  will act upon it to  her or his legal injury. 

Fraud is commonly understood as dishonesty calculated for advantage. A person

 who is dishonestmay be called a fraud. In the U.S. legal system, fraud is a 

 specific offense with certain features. 

http://legaldictionary.thefreedictionary.com/fraud  

The above definition is the full description of Case CK89770 because the fact 

that there was a Case CK89770 were not disclosed to my husband and I at the 

time he sent my son to come to the State of California temporarily. I know if even 

a portion of the facts were disclosed to my husband, he would not have sent our 

son to stay with the grandparents gone rogue at all. The intent was to deceive my 

http://legaldictionary.thefreedictionary.com/fraud


42 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

APPELLANT OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED UNDER CHALLENGE OF JURISDICTION AND UNDER PROTEST 

. 

 

husband, of which the grandparents gone rogue made him believe that he was 

doing the right thing and what was necessary. The grandparents gone rogue 

made my husband believe that they were acting in my son best interest and  

really showed no care toward me at all. They knew they had me placed in the 

mental health hospital and for all practical purposes would have preferred that I 

stay in there, rot away, die even. They didn’t care about my well being and 

expressed how much they didn’t care when they came to see me while I was in 

the mental health hospital. I recall the poignant moment that the relationship 

between me and grandfather gone rogue, Wille Grant, really changed. I was at 

the Mental Health Hospital and I begged him for help. I told him, that the people 

in there were opening and closing drawers, talking and screaming at night, that it 

was extremely cold and uncomfortable, that there was feces in the bathroom and 

that I just wanted to come home, to please help me to get home. I will NEVER 

forget what he said and did, he looked me straight in my eyes and said “I can’t 

and I won’t” , turned around , walked out and left me there to rot. My husband 

knew none of this and there was no way for me to phone call him since I wasn’t 

permitted to use the phone, I had no money, and even if I could use the phone 

his phone number is ‘251’ area code. Another example of false and misleading 

allegations is on (CT Vol 1 Pg 151), at the bottom of the page as reported by 

then social worker, Tim Reeff, grandparent gone rogue states “Mr. Grant stated 

on 12/19/2011 that when he is on the phone with Mr. Williams, he senses that 

father gets physical with mother and that Mr. Williams puts the phone down.” 

How does one sense physical abuse? The only way to corroborate physical 

abuse is through sight and sound, and sound can be misleading. For example, a 

person could be on the phone and hear arguing in the background, but the 

argument may be about a debatable subject matter such as which basketball 
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team is the greatest and not a disagreement or argument that is heated or leads 

to physical abuse. The statement of Wille Grant is symbolic of his stance the 

entire case, and alleges facts that aren’t true and can’t be verified since he is 

merely on the phone. Furthermore, if he sensed that I Roosevelt was being 

physical with me, why didn’t he, as my father, talk to him about it or confront him 

about it, instead of staying in the comfort of his home and report lies to the social 

worker? If I sensed that my child was in danger or someone was being physical 

with my child or harm or threat, as a adult child or  minor child, I would do my 

absolute best to help my child and I would be there for my child in every way 

possible, the only thing that would keep me from helping my child would be death 

or physical force.  Wille Grant, is a person who could afford to get on a airplane, 

in a car, on a train and/or bus to get to Alabama to see me and Roosevelt for 

himself, hear for himself, feel for himself, and whatever other “senses” he need to 

use to get a accurate and correct “sense” of my relationship with my husband. 

Willie Grant never did use any mode of transportation to confirm or deny his 

“senses” and instead chose to tell the social worker unsubstantiated information 

to make me and my husband look bad in the Reports to the Court.  

 It looks poorly on Willie Grant character as a person, a man and a father, to lie to 

the social worker, commiting fraud, for the purpose of keeping my son away from 

us because he wants a son, never had a son and he thinks my son is his chance 

to regain his youth or correct mistakes he made in the past or whatever 

perversion he has convinced himself of to lie on his only child. All he did and 

does was and is for the purpose of Adopting my son. 

As for Katie Grant, she states “For the first three (3) years, his mother and our 

daughter, Kanika, was also living in our home and all of us shared equal care for 

Minor 1, wherever needed,” (Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 140). Katie Grant, 
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grandparent gone rogue, role in the kidnapping is bizarre because when I told 

her I was pregnant with Minor 1, she asked me to consider getting a Abortion, so 

it is difficult for me to understand why she involved herself in the kidnapping of 

my son and why she now wants to keep my son from me permanently.  

The statement by Katie Grant, grandparent gone rogue, was misleading to the 

Court because it made it seem like the grandparents gone rogue had equal say 

so in my son caring and it completely eliminates my husband altogether. The 

truth is Minor 1 caring was discussed by me and my husband and we took care 

of him equally. The grandparents gone rogue were a support to us, not by 

necessity, but as family. We never equated anything at the time because we 

were family. Roosevelt and I provided for Minor 1 in every way necessary and 

the grandparents gone rogue consistently reported that we did not provide for our 

son financially, which is not true. We both provided for our son in every way-

financially, emotionally, physically, spiritually, in every way.  

I am certain that my son heard what the grandparents gone rogue were reporting 

to the social worker about his parents because at that time it was only Willie, 

Katie and Minor 1 in the house in Diamond Bar, CA. The social worker comes to 

the house, usually right before a hearing, creating a Last Minute Report, to ask 

questions and make their case to the Court. Depending on if the Social Worker 

likes you, they make a positive report. The social workers did not like me and my 

husband, they loved the grandparents gone rogue, which is fine if you do your 

job, remain objective and report accurately. I wouldn’t be writing this now if that 

happened. 

 This type of deception and intent to deceive the social worker and the Court, by 

the grandparents gone rogue, DCFS joining in on the conspiray to deceive the 

Court, and the Court not doing their due diligence to separate facts from fiction, 
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all was calculated to keep my son from me and essentially by not returning my 

son to my custody and care, essentially equates to a kidnapping. The 

grandparents gone rogue acted  with knowledge that statements such as the one 

cited above would influence the Court to maintain Jurisdiction over my son, 

illegally, which substantively is a kidnapping. 

The grandparents gone rogue even disclosed to the Dependency Investigator 

(DI) , Gaynelle Brown-Robinson that  “I desired custody and care of my child. 

(Please see CT Vol 1 Pg 72”.  The report on 10/17/11 about my desires, had to 

be given by the grandparents gone rogue  because I did not even know about the 

Case and never spoke to the DI. The grandparents gone rogue, DCFS and the 

Court was aware of my desire, yet was stating that I was the “non-custodial” 

parent, when prior to my son being sent to stay with the grandparents gone 

rogue temporarily, he was with me  and/or his father every day of his life.  

My husband and I both had custody of our son and there was no need then nor 

now to say one has custody and the other parent doesn’t, our son was either with 

both of us or one of us, but either way he was always with his parents, and the 

grandparents knew this, DCFS knew this and the Court knew this, yet they all 

had no problem drawing  the line in the sand and declaring war on my family. 

 The grandparents gone rogue didn’t bother to tell us their intentions, instead 

they like wolves in sheep clothing, preyed on us and attacked us, using the Legal 

System that they both know well, to carry out their sinister plan.  

The reality of the situation is that they- grandparents gone rogue and DCFS- 

were calculated in their dishonesty toward my husband because the 

grandparents gone rogue had already been in contact with CSW Dominique O 

Neil and expressed interest in adopting our son, both the grandparents gone 

rogue and DCFS, was in agreement as early as 2011, when the Case was open 
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without me or my husband knowledge or consent. This conniving, vindictive, 

retaliatory, evil, and illegal keeping of my son is kidnapping. 

As for my daughter Minor 2, she was taken and carried away from me, in a 

different manner, but the same result as Minor 1. I discussed above with regard 

to my Birth Plan that I had in effect that was disregarded and disrespected, as 

well as I was accused of smoking marijuana, although the claim was never 

substantiated and I did a drug test within days of my daughter birth and my test 

was negative (and every subsequent test). 

 Katie Grant, grandparent gone rogue, actually came to me in the Hospital and 

lied to my face, saying that she had no idea what was going on, that she was 

only at the Hospital because DCFS told her to come and get Minor 2 since they 

were taking Jurisdiciton over her, just like they had Jurisdiciton over Minor 1.  

But I knew she was lying because the social worker at the time, Paula Lee, had  

already been in my Hospital Room and  told me that she had already had a 

discussion about Minor 2 and  that DCFS had already decided that they were 

petitioning the Court to take Jurisdiction over Minor 2 and that Minor 2 would be 

with the grandparents gone rogue. What could I do? My own family was selling 

me out, lying on me to DCFS, lying to me straight up to my face, my husband 

was 3,000 miles away, I just had a baby, I was exhausted. My baby was taken 

from the Hospital and given to the grandparents gone rogue when she was 2 

days old and she has been there with them everyday for 4, almost 5 years, 

despite my petition to have Minor 2 stay with other family members, to have 

Minor 2 stay with a foster family, to  have Minor 2 stay with me, and to have 

Minor 2 stay with her father only. I completed all the Case plans, did everything 

possible, but the Court ignored everything I and/or Attorneys petitioned, 

essentially confirming the kidnapping of both Minor 1 and Minor 2.  
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7th Amendment-Right to Jury Trial 

The Seventh Amendment (Amendment VII) to the United States Constitution is part of 

theBill of Rights. This amendment codifies the right to a jury trial in certain civil cases, and 

inhibits courts from overturning a jury's findings of fact. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seventh_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution . 

In Chauffeurs, Teamsters, and Helpers Local No. 391 v. Terry 494 U.S. 558 (1990), the 

Court explained that the right to a jury trial provided by the Seventh Amendment 

encompasses more than the common law forms of action recognized in 1791 (when the Bill 

of Rights was ratified), but rather any lawsuit in which parties’ legal rights were to be 

determined, as opposed to suits that only involve equitable rights andremedies.[21] 

In a  article on https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-

items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded discussing the 7th 

Amendment and its applicability in California cases the Ninth Circuit,Court of 

Appeals, the Appellate Court for the Second District Court of Appeals, Division 4, 

the Ninth Circuit  stated just recently, , In re County of Orange, __ F.3d __, No. 

14-72343, 2015 WL 1727240 (9th Cir. Apr. 16, 2015),  a case of first 

impression for the Ninth Circuit,  The court explained that federal courts could 

“‘give effect to the substantive thrust of [California’s rule] without outward 

alteration of the federal scheme for the trial and decision of civil cases.’”[20] The 

court declared that the federal “knowing and voluntary” standard is in fact “not a 

generally applicable federal rule, but rather a federal constitutional minimum” for 

protecting the Seventh Amendment right to a jury trial.[21] The court further 

declared that “a federal constitutional minimum is inapplicable where, as here, 

state law is more protective than federal law of federal constitutions rights” and 

that “[t]here is, thus, no federal rule that governs the validity of a pre-dispute jury 

trial waiver when state law is more protective than federal law of the jury trial 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jury_trial
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Civil_law_(common_law)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Question_of_fact
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seventh_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chauffeurs,_Teamsters,_and_Helpers_Local_No._391_v._Terry
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Common_law
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Forms_of_action
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lawsuit
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Equity_(law)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Equitable_remedy
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Seventh_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution#cite_note-22
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded#_edn20
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded#_edn21
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right.”[22] Focusing on the situation that exists when state law is more protective 

than federal law, the court noted that in the absence of a countervailing federal 

rule or interest, federal courts should adjudicate state-created rights in a manner 

that closely resembles the way in which a state court would adjudicate that same 

right. It highlighted that “[t]his goal is particularly important where, as here, the 

state rule has a ‘substantive thrust.’”[23] The court explained that by adopting as 

the federally prescribed rule of decision the law that would be applied by state 

courts in the state whose law governs the agreement, “federal courts can ensure 

uniform protection of Seventh Amendment rights by permitting parties to waive 

those rights—at minimum—knowingly and voluntarily . . . while still adhering to 

California’s Grafton rule.”[24] The Result of The Ninth Circuit held that, where the 

state law is more protective of the Seventh Amendment right to a jury trial than 

federal law, federal courts in diversity cases must adopt the state law as the 

federal rule. Because the parties’ agreement was governed by California law, 

which is more protective of the right to a jury trial than the federal “knowing and 

voluntary” standard, the court held that the district court erred by applying the 

federal standard. Accordingly, although the County had knowingly and voluntarily 

waived its right to a jury trial, California law governed the validity of the waiver, 

and under California law, the waiver was unenforceable. 

"The California Constitution, as originally adopted in 1849, set out the right to a 

jury trial in the strongest possible terms: `"[T]he right of trial by jury shall be 

secured to all, and remain inviolate for ever; but a jury trial may be waived by the 

parties in all civil cases in the manner to be prescribed by law."' (Exline,[supra,] 5 

Cal. 112, 112, quoting Cal. Const. of 1849, art. I, ง 3.)  Hence, California 

constitutional history reflects an unwavering commitment to the principle that the 

right to a civil jury trial may be waived only as the Legislature prescribes, even in 

https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded#_edn22
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded#_edn23
https://www.paulhastings.com/publications-items/details?id=4b3be469-2334-6428-811c-ff00004cbded#_edn24
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the face of concerns that the interests of the parties and the courts would benefit 

from a relaxation of this requirement."GRAFTON PARTNERS L.P.v. SUPERIOR 

COURT 116 P.3d 479, 32 Cal. Rptr. 3d 5, 36 Cal. 4th 944 (2005). 

With all the protections that the California and Federal Law proscribe for me, how 

did I end up with so many violations of my Rights and Law?  

I have a Right to a Jury Trial and I asserted that Right throughout the Case, 

whether it is in the Record or Not and it has been denied. I assert my Right to 

Jury Trial as well in this Case. I know that a Jury will be more fair than all these 

Judges combined who have arbitrarily stolen my Rights as a Parent and are 

trying to steal my children from me. 

 

Warrant 

 If I committed a crime of which, abuse to children is a crime, then where was the 

warrant for my arrest? Not for any of my children was a warrant provided in 

accordance with Fourth Amendment. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Search_warrant#United_States .  From my son to 

my daughters, each child was taken without a warrant and no arrest, just mere 

unsubstantiated allegations and allegations substantiated without cause. There 

was a similar case to this one, that did not involve as long of a Case History of 

which  a warrant was not also used against the parents and their children were 

taken from them. Their case was not the longest case in DCFS history as this 

one is, but they still had some form of Justice. Please see 

http://www.scpr.org/news/2015/02/03/49639/parents-get-800k-settlement-after-

county-officials/  . 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Search_warrant#United_States
http://www.scpr.org/news/2015/02/03/49639/parents-get-800k-settlement-after-county-officials/
http://www.scpr.org/news/2015/02/03/49639/parents-get-800k-settlement-after-county-officials/
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Fair and Speedy Trial 

Fair Trial.—As noted, the provisions of the Bill of Rights now applicable to the 

States contain basic guarantees of a fair trial— right to counsel, right to speedy 

and public trial, right to be free from use of unlawfully seized evidence and 

unlawfully obtained confessions, and the like. But this does not exhaust the 

requirements of fairness. "Due process of law requires that the proceedings shall 

be fair, but fairness is a relative, not an absolute concept… What is fair in one set 

of circumstances may be an act of tyranny in others."1017 Conversely, "as applied 

to a criminal trial, denial of due process is the failure to observe that fundamental 

fairness essential to the very concept of justice. In order to declare a denial of it . 

. . [the Court] must find that the absence of that fairness fatally infected the trial; 

the acts complained of must be of such quality as necessarily prevents a fair 

trial."1018 1017 Snyder v. Massachusetts, 291 U.S. 97, 116, 117 (1934). See 

also Buchalter v. New York, 319 U.S. 427, 429 (1943).1018 Lisenba v. 

California, 314 U.S. 219, 236 (1941). 

http://law.justia.com/constitution/us/amendment-14/57-fair-trial.html . 

I don’t assume that you would automatically believe that over 5 years of being 

dragged back and forth to Court for your children is fundamentally unfair. I don’t 

assume that you automatically believe that this case is violative of Due Process 

and Equal Protection of the Law.  I don’t assume that you already know that what 

has been done to my family is wrong and illegal.  

I do know that a Jury, if looking at the same set of facts, a Jury that I am entitled 

to which is a “fair cross section of the community”, any community, from Black to 

White, Asian and Latino, would agree that this Case is the posterchild of violation 

of Fairness and Lack of Speedy Trial.  

http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/291/97/case.html
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/291/97/case.html#116
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/319/427/case.html
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/319/427/case.html#429
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/314/219/case.html
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/314/219/case.html#236
http://law.justia.com/constitution/us/amendment-14/57-fair-trial.html
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I do not know the exact amount of continuances and last minute reports because 

as stated earlier, the Record is incomplete, but its safe to say there has been 

approximately 30-40 continuances of the over 5 year Case History, due to no 

fault of me and my husband.  

It didn’t really matter to any of the Judges whether we were there or not because 

they already had a plan for this Case and it did not include returning our children 

home. Their Judgments and Orders were fundamentally unfair. The Reports 

were often, I mean approximately 80% of the time Untimely.  

My Rights to Fairness and Impartiality were disregarded and disregarded often in 

violation of Law because the Judges did not like me and my husband and I know 

they didn’t like us because they never Ordered return of our children despite all 

we, me and my husband, did to get our children home. 

 

Justice and Fairness 

 

How is this fair or Just? Something as serious as my parental rights being in 

Jeopardy for unbeknownst reasons because I have never abused, abandoned or 

neglected any of my children. 

Case CK89770 was initiated by people who have no Jurisdiction or authority over 

me and my family. According to http://www.courts.ca.gov/selfhelp-

childabuse.htm: “ Important: Juvenile dependency cases are very serious. 

They can change your life and the child’s life I know this to be true. The site 

continues “.the juvenile court gets involved in the lives of children when: there are 

concerns that a parent is not able to keep his or her child safe from abuse or 

neglect (and the court starts a juvenile dependency case). The State of 

California, Juvenile Court should have never been concerned about me. I have 

http://www.courts.ca.gov/selfhelp-childabuse.htm
http://www.courts.ca.gov/selfhelp-childabuse.htm
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never abused or neglected any of my children nor have I attempted to shift the 

responsibility of parenthood to others. Despite all these facts, a “very serious” 

Juvenile Dependency case was initiated against me that has changed my life and 

my children lives.  

 

Standard of Review 

 

The appropriate standard of Review for violation of fundamental rights is Strict 

Scrutiny.  

According to https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Strict_scrutiny U.S. courts apply the 

strict scrutiny standard in two contexts: when a fundamental constitutional right is 

infringed,[1] particularly those found in the Bill of Rights and those the court has 

deemed a fundamental right protected by the Due Process Clause or “liberty 

clause” of the 14th Amendment, or when a government action applies to a 

“suspect classification,” such as race or national origin. 

To pass strict scrutiny, the law or policy must satisfy three tests: 

 It must be justified by a compelling governmental interest. While the Courts 

have never brightly defined how to determine if an interest is compelling, 

the concept generally refers to something necessary or crucial, as 

opposed to something merely preferred.  

 

In my case, having my children adopted by their grandparents is a mere 

preference of DCFS, the Superior Court and the grandparents. The mere notion 

is ridiculous and is very unnecessary, especially in light of the fact that I am fit to 

parent, ready to parent and don’t need any government or individual to interfere 

with my fundamental right to do so. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Strict_scrutiny
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Strict_scrutiny#cite_note-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fundamental_right
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Due_Process_Clause
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fourteenth_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Suspect_classification
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Race_(classification_of_human_beings)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_origin
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Government_interest
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bright_line_rule
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 The law or policy must be narrowly tailored to achieve that goal or interest. 

If the government action encompasses too much (overbroad) or fails to 

address essential aspects of the compelling interest, then the rule is not 

considered narrowly tailored. 

 

What Law or policy condones the illegal Adoption and Kidnapping of my 

Children? There is no such Law. Adoption is supposed to be a last resort, and 

should not even been a option for my family because I want my family. Adoption 

is for parents who have given up their rights freely, with full knowledge and 

consent that they are giving up their rights to their children. That is not the case 

here. The case here is my rights have been trampled on like a elephant in 

performing at the Circus.  

 

 The law or policy must be the least restrictive means for achieving that 

interest: there must not be a less restrictive way to effectively achieve the 

compelling government interest.  

 

There are and were many ways to achieve the governmental interest: 1. DCFS, 

the Superior Court and the grandparents gone rogue could have left my family 

alone. 2. DCFS could have followed the rules and procedures of their State 3. 

They could have not exercised jurisdiction  where they have none 4. They could 

have opened the case and then closed it when I petitioned numerous times to 

close it, there are many ways that this case could have gone, but DCFS, 

Superior Court and the grandparents all chose to drag my family through over 5 

years of Case History. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Narrow_tailoring
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Overbreadth_doctrine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Least_restrictive_means
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Fundamental Rights 

Fundamental Right to Parent/Fundamental Right to Privacy/Fundamental Right 

to Freedom of Religion/Fundamental Right to Assemble- First Amendment 

Sources: Bible, Amendment to Constitution, Statutory, Case Law 

 

The Right to Parent without Government Interference is so archaic and well 

known worldwide, it seems elementary to need to go into detail about why my 

rights outweigh and are superior to any alleged rights of the Los Angeles County 

 Governmental entity, DCFS and Children Court.  

 

Article I- Declaration of Rights of the California Constitution states: 

4) Nothing in this subdivision supersedes or modifies any 

provision of this Constitution, including the guarantees that a 

person may not be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due 

process of law, or denied equal protection of the laws, as provided 

in Section 7. 

 

SEC. 3.  (a) The people have the right to instruct their 

representatives, petition government for redress of grievances, and 

assemble freely to consult for the common good. 

http://law.justia.com/constitution/california/article_1.html  

 

The Government is responsible for the health safety and welfare of its residents, 

and in United States Government, a distinction has been made between Federal 

http://law.justia.com/constitution/california/article_1.html
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and State Government, of which each State is allotted to provide for the health , 

safety and welfare, of the residents in its Jurisdiction. The interference of 

Government is proscribed in very limited, certain circumstances. The 

circumstances I described above did not and do not warrant Governmental 

interference. 

At first instance, the rights of the Los Angeles County DCFS does not concern or 

affect me, as discussed in detail above in the section relating to Jurisdiction. My 

fundamental rights to parent without governmental intervention are in addition to 

the lack of Jurisdiction.  

The Los Angeles County DCFS and it counterpart, Edmund Edelman Children 

Court has interfered severely with my right to parent and my right to privacy 

without justification or cause. No government entity has a right to break up a 

family because they want to, because they don’t like the parents or any other 

stupid reason, but that is exactly what has happened here. 

My family has a right to be free from any and all Government, Department,  and 

social workers interference, in the same manner as your family does. Your family 

has been together and my family deserves the same. I am no criminal, and even 

criminals get to see and talk to their children during their tenure in prison. I have 

been treated worse than a prisoner. 

 

SECTION 1.  All people are by nature free and independent and have 

inalienable rights.  Among these are enjoying and defending life and 

liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing 

and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy. 

http://law.justia.com/constitution/california/article_1.html  

 

http://law.justia.com/constitution/california/article_1.html
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DCFS has interrupted the natural progression of my children life, as well as my 

life. I am more concerned what their actions have done to my children, as they 

have missed out on lessons that are intended to pass from generation to 

generation and have in my family until we were so rudely interrupted by DCFS 

interference into our private life and private affairs.. Every parent has a right to 

Parent their own children. Every parent is responsible for their child Life. My 

husband and I are the only people on the planet that are responsible and the sole 

reason that Minor 1 and Minor 2 Williams are on earth right now. My husband 

and I  love for one another, our love for our children, is not anyone business, 

especially DCFS, however, DCFS, has made our private lives, our children, 

everything about us their business and their livelihood. They have made 

disrespect of parental rights, disrespect of individual rights, violation of 

fundamental rights and liberties, a fully fledged Business. They have made 

matters so private such as who I decide to marry and have a family with a Case 

Number CK89770. They have belittled my family to numbers on a page and 

volumes of Transcripts, denying our humanity, our heart and soul for profit. 

For all the people who have been paid and spent as much time as they wanted 

or didn’t want with their family and friends such as the Judges, bailiff, appointed 

Attorneys, social workers, supervisors, interpreters, psychologists, assessors, 

foster parents, caretakers, clerks, and counselors know that what you have done 

to my family is disgusting. My rights as a Parent predate the Incorporating of 

America, the Incorporation of California as a State, the Incorporation of Los 

Angeles  as a County and the formation of DCFS in 1984 (please see 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Department_of_Children_and_Family_Services_(Los

_Angeles_County). What makes DCFS think that Reagan era Department of the 
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State has the Right to override millions of years of lineage and legacy that each 

parent passes on to their children?  

DCFS was a answer to the Crack Epidemic of the 80s. My case was open 27 

years after, so why am I explaining to you why my rights as a parent are so 

important? It is because Judge Downing and DCFS decided that what they want 

is more important than the Law, Logic, Reason, the Facts, Legacy, blood line and 

hatred.  

My rights as a Parent have been Ordained by God. It was God that permitted my 

egg to be fertilized by my husband sperm, at that specific date and time of 

fertilization, the egg grew inside me for 9 months and when God said it was time,  

which created my son Minor 1 and daughter Minor 2. If you don’t believe in God, 

which I am certain these people against do not, then you do not understand or 

respect the process, pain and joy that comes from the moment you find out you 

are pregnant to birth and raising the child. I do understand the process and I 

respect it, I respect God and others and that why I would never think to do to 

another what has been done to my family. I respect every woman that is a 

mother because I know what each one has gone through because I went through 

the same thing 4 times. Each pregnancy was different, each child is different, yet 

loved the same by me. The Love I have for my husband has come into fruition 

and the outward example of that Love is our children. No one and I mean NO 

ONE, has a Right to interfere with the matters of my heart, who I marry, our 

relationship, our right to raise our family together, our right to see what we 

created together grow, learn and be who they were created to be. 

 The State of California, the State of Alabama, the United States, the Grants, not 

my parents, the social workers, the Judges, NO ONE had ANYTHING to do with 

the private, personal act of my husband and I  to create a family together.I was 
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charged with the duty and honor, to carry our children in my womb for 9 months 

and I gladly accepted, when my own mother told me not to, I ignored her 

because she was Wrong to tell me to kill my child and her grandchild. I did my 

best to enjoy being pregnant because I knew it was a limited time and I was 

excited even when she and others were not. I did not let her issues and problems 

become my problem, because from the moment I found out I was pregnant, my 

motherly instinct kicked in and I immediately became protective over my son, 

even though I hadn’t physically met him eye to eye, it was enough that he was 

moving around inside me, kicking, sleeping, eating, growing, being prepared to 

be born on September 24, 2007. He was born and he was born healthy, just like 

every child I had. Those opposed to me will try to make you believe that my 

children weren’t nurtured, that they were abused in my womb and that I didn’t 

take care of them in my womb and after, but that is a ABSOLUTE LIE. I was 

careful about what I ate, what I watched on TV, who I  was around, I drank lots of 

water, walked, I did that for me and my child because I care about both of us. My 

second child was the most healthy, Minor 2, was born eight pounds 10 ounces. 

She didn’t have any issues or health problems or anything reported until she was 

sent to the grandparents gone rogue. The same for Minor 3, she was assessed 

twice and found to be completely healthy, but yet she was taken and kept awa 

from me and her father in the same manner as Minor 1 and Minor 2.  

Before our children were born we loved them and once each child was born, we 

met them face to face. We didn’t ask permission to Love each other, come 

together in unity and create each child because we don’t need permission to just 

be who we are, just like you came to choose your partner, regardless of your 

sexual preference, you chose your partner due to their compatibility with you. 

You did not seek the Government assistance on deciding if the person was a 
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good fit for you and neither did I. I followed my heart and common sense and 

started a new chapter in my life with the man I love. 

.https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Right_to_privacy , states “The right to privacy 

is an element of various legal traditions which may restrain both 

government and private party action that threatens the privacy of 

individuals. Over 150 national constitutions mention this right, Privacy 

uses the theory of natural rights, Natural and legal rights are two types of 

rights. Legal rights are those bestowed onto a person by a given legal 

system (i.e., rights that can be modified, repealed, and restrained by human 

laws). Natural rights are those that are not dependent on the laws or 

customs of any particular culture or government, and therefore universal 

and inalienable (i.e., rights that cannot be repealed or restrained by human 

laws) https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_and_legal_rights.  

Both my natural rights and my legal rights have been violated by the initiation, 

continuation and final decision of Judge Downing to have my children adopted 

from me. I have the Natural Right to raise my children and the legal right as their 

biological mother that has NEVER done any form of harm, neglect or 

abandonment to any of my children.  

I am also protected by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948, 

which states in pertinent part: 

A right to privacy is explicitly stated under Article 12 of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: “No one shall be subjected to arbitrary 

interference with his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to 

attacks upon his honor and reputation. Everyone has the right to the 

protection of the law against such interference or attacks.” https    DCFS 

along with Judge Downing has violated the Universal Declaration of Human 
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Rights. Each person who touched this case and permitted it to be Open and 

continue on for over 5 YEARS, violated me and my family right to privacy as 

explicitly stated in Article 12 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Case 

CK89770 is the perfect example of a Article 12 violation because it has always 

been arbitrary from the start based on the fact I wasn’t even given notice that a 

case was initiated against me, then I was given conditions and ultimatums 

Ordering me to do counseling, parenting, assessments, and visitation in Order to 

get my kids back and if I didn’t comply I wouldn’t get them back, sort of like a 

ransom or kidnapper blackmailing the parent to do what he wants in order for him 

to get money and keeping the child and parent hostage until he gets what he 

wants. In my case the kidnappers are scrupulous because I did what was asked, 

they all got paid, whether it was the grandparents gone rogue getting tax breaks 

for having my children be there with them, getting food aid from the state, 

medical aid from the state, getting paid in the form of a stipend or kickback, or 

the Judge getting a salary, appointed attorneys, DCFS social workers, bailiffs, 

counselors, therapists, everyone that placed my children through this pipeline of 

inhumanity, got paid in one way or the other while my children are being kept 

from their parents, being emotionally torn apart, physiologically trained to accept 

their living conditions and just being thrown to the side. 

 The kidnapper, being dishonest and ill will from the start is the grandparents 

gone rogue, DCFS, along with Judge Downing, so despite the fact that I 

completed all case plans and complied with all Court Orders, their Word was not 

Bond, their Oath was disregarded, they didn’t even comply with their own Court 

Orders and Judge Downing Orders my children be adopted from me. What sense 

does that make? If I hadn’t done any class, not appeared to any Court hearing, 

that I was made aware of, did no visitation, then Adoption would be Ordered, but 
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I did everything Ordered, challenged the Court Jurisdiction and the Result was 

still the same, how is that Just and Fair? How is that Respecting my Right to 

Privacy?  How does that make any sense at all? 

We were Family before our children were born, and once they were born, we 

were blessed with a legacy, a namesake, a son and daughter. I acknowledge 

that there are very LIMITED circumstances that the Government must and 

should intervene into family affairs in Order to protect a child from harm and to 

uphold their duty to provide for the Health, Safety and Welfare of the Citizens of 

the Country. Our Government has carved out a difference between Federal and 

State Government and for the most part, has left the issues of child abuse and 

neglect to the Individual States. The Individual State of California gives money to 

the various counties of the State to handle child abuse cases.  

My case was Open by a social worker who met me while I was forced into a 

Mental Health Hospital, of which she did not disclose who she was and why she 

was there, but presented herself as a listening ear, instead she twisted my 

words, didn’t state certain words and just made up the rest to fit her fictitious 

story formatted into a Petition to the Court about me and my son and the Court 

went right along with it. That original Petitioner is Dominique O’Neal and she has 

never come to Court to answer what she did. I never saw her again after she 

came and met me at the Mental Health Hospital, failing to disclose who she was. 

I see on the paperwork she was a part of the Pomona Office, so why did she go 

all the way to Torrance, why was I all the way in Torrance? These are the 

questions the Court didn’t care about. She worked and may still work for the Los 

Angeles County DCFS Pomona Office. Dominique O Neil wrote a lot of lies about 

me to corroborate her decision to Open up this Case in violation of Universal 

Human Rights, U.S. Constitution, California State Laws and Procedures, DCFS 
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Laws and Procedures, Logic and Reason.  The Court didn’t catch her error and 

permitted a Case to be Opened against me despite the fact that I never abused 

my son, despite the fact my right to privacy and fundamental right to parent was 

violated,  my son right to privacy, was violated and all this started when  

Dominique O Neal filed the Case two months and two days after invading my me 

and my son right to privacy. 

 I challenge the Court Jurisdiction since I am not a Resident and the challenge 

should have been respected and my children returned to my care and custody 

IMMEDIATELY, instead of being dragged back and forth to Court for OVER 5 

YEARS, when I completed the Case Plan and Court Order the first time, my 

children should have been returned as reflected in the 11 VOLUME CLERK 

TRANSCRIPTS . 

In the beginning, there were two people, a Man named Adam and a woman 

named Eve. They were married. Their marriage constituted the First Institution 

Ordained by God. If you don’t believe in God, the Bible, then none of this will 

make sense to you. Even if you don’t believe in God and the Bible, every person 

alive has a One Mother and One Father, including you. I am no different, yet I 

have been treated differently even though I am titled to equal protection under 

the law. As a believer of the words of the Bible which is my right as an American 

citizen under the freedom of religion clause in the First Amendment I believe and 

know that I have a right to be with my children and my children to be with me. Yet 

this has not been so for over 5 years. 

The most recent information regarding the proposed Parental Rights 

Amendment to the United States Constitution, is found on 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/senate-joint-resolution/36 

 and is stated on  Summary: S.J.Res.36 — 114th Congress (2015-2016)All 
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Bill Information 

There is one summary for S.J.Res.36. Bill summaries are authored by CRS. 

Shown Here: 

Introduced in Senate (06/29/2016) 

Constitutional Amendment 

This joint resolution states that: 

the liberty of parents to direct the upbringing, education, and care of their 

children is a fundamental right; 

the parental right to direct education includes the right to choose, as an 

alternative to public education, private, religious, or home schools, and the 

right to make reasonable choices within public schools for one’s child; 

neither the United States nor any state shall infringe upon these rights 

without demonstrating that its governmental interest as applied to the 

person is of the highest order and not otherwise served; 

the parental rights guaranteed by this amendment shall not be denied or 

abridged on account of disability; 

this amendment shall not be construed to apply to a parental action or 

decision that would end life; and 

no treaty may be adopted nor shall any source of international law be 

employed to supersede, modify, interpret, or apply to the rights guaranteed 

by this article. 

 

According to 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Parental_Rights_Amendment_to_the_United_States

_Constitution,” the Amendment will allow parents’ rights to direct the upbringing 

of their children, protected from federal interference, wrongful State interference 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Parental_Rights_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Parental_Rights_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution


64 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

APPELLANT OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED UNDER CHALLENGE OF JURISDICTION AND UNDER PROTEST 

. 

 

and the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child.”  The Proposed 

Amendment has already been referred to the Senate Judiciary Committee, and 

has 5 cosponsors as of July 25, 2016. It is supported by organizations such as 

American Family Association, Concerned Women for America, Focus on the 

Family, Liberty Counsel, and the Traditional Values Coalition. 

When this Bill passed by the Legislature and becomes a Amendment to the 

Constitution, it will make explicit  in the form of a Amendment what the Judiciary 

has made clear and has been known all the while, which is Parents Rights to 

Parent their Children is a Fundamental Right.  As such being a Fundamental 

Right- Strict Scrutiny is applied to any infringement by the Government on 

Fundamental Rights. 

This Court has not demonstrated and proved that their infringement on my rights 

is of the highest order. What was constantly cited was preponderance of the 

evidence, or clear and convincing evidence, when there was and is 

ABSOLUTELY NO SCINTILLA OF EVIDENCE OF ABUSES, NEGLECT OR 

ABANDONMENT TO ANY OF MY CHILDREN. With no evidence of abuse, 

neglect or abandonment, how is the Judge concluding that there is no other 

alternative but to Order Adoption. That is stealing, kidnapping, and not in my 

children best interest nor is it legal findings and conclusions. The Court, DCFS, 

grandparents gone rogue and all they conspired with interests were the only 

ones served because no person ever proved that I even caused any abuse, 

neglect and/or abandonment to any of my children.  

The Superior Court, Children Court of Los Angeles County, California, is limited 

to issues concerning abuse, neglect and abandonment within its Jurisdiction, and 

they far reached all the way to a quiet, neighborly community of Monroeville, 

Alabama into private, family matters of the heart concerning my  temporary 
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health issues  and my son temporary stay with his grandparents, interfering with 

our family in every way possible, and turned it into Case Number CK89770, a 

Case with over 5 years of Case History, a Case of which two parents, Roosevelt 

and Kanika Williams, fight and have fought  for recognition of their Human 

Rights, their Legal Rights, their Parental Rights, to their  three amazing children- 

Minor 1, Minor 2 and Minor 3 Williams,  

The actions of all those opposed to Me and my Husband to be what we are to 

our Children are disgusting and  ownright despicable . 

My children have been kept from me for over 5 years because of lack of proof, 

lack of governmental interest, and lack of highest order by Judge Downing, 

Judge Vasquez and Referee Truong.. 

Additionally, my State and my children State, the State of Alabama, according to 

www.parentalrights.org/al, as of:   

 

2016: HB112 proposing a parental rights amendment to the Alabama 

Constitution of 1901, was introduced by Rep. Matt Fridy with 12 cosponsors on 

Feb. 3 

IN THE COURTS - ”Strict Scrutiny” Applied to Parental Rights  

Alabama courts have repeatedly recognized the rights of parents to oversee the 

care of their children as a fundamental right deserving of the strict scrutiny 

standard. 

In Ex parte E.R.G., 73 So.3d 634, 648-49 (Ala. 2011), the Alabama Supreme 

Court ruled that, despite Troxel, “the State must have a compelling interest to 

justify encroaching on the fundamental right of a parent to decide what is in the 

best interests of his or her child,”  (id. At 649). 

 

http://www.parentalrights.org/al
http://alisondb.legislature.state.al.us/alison/SESSBillResult.ASPX?BILL=HB112&WIN_TYPE=BillResult
http://www.parentalrights.org/understanding_the_terms#strict_scrutiny
http://files.bradley.com/files/Uploads/Documents/In%20re-%20E.H.G.%20and%20C.L.G.v.%20E.R.G.%20and%20D.W.G.PDF
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Even though the Parental Rights Amendment has not become a part of the 

Law of the Land yet,  in the same manner as the Bill of Rights, is Law of the 

Land now, the  U.S. Constitution has protected my fundamental right to Parent, 

my Right  to Privacy, and  My Right to Be Left Alone as a United States Citizen. 

Most importantly, my religion, which is Orthodox Christian, is also protected by 

the 1st Amendment, applied to the States via the 14th Amendment, of which 

according to my Faith and Belief, my rights to Parent, pre-date the inception of 

United States as a Nation and as a Government, pre-dates Alabama as a State 

and pre-dates California as a State.  

The Law and my religion guide for Life, the Holy Bible is clear and states the 

following regarding my Fundamental Right to Parent Minor 1 and Minor 2 

Williams and my Individual Rights as a United States Citizen: 

 “CHILDREN obey your PARENTS in the Lord, for this is right. Honor 

your FATHER and MOTHER,  that it may go well with you and that you 

may live long in the land. FATHERS, do not provoke your children to 

anger, but bring them up in the discipline and instruction of the Lord” 

(Holy Bible, English Standard Version, Ephesians 6:1-4); 

 “Listen to your FATHER who gave you life, and do not despise your 

MOTHER when she is old (Holy Bible, English Standard Version, 

Proverbs 23:22) 

 “But if a widow has children or grandchildren, let them first learn to 

show godliness to their own household and to make some return to 

their PARENTS, for this is pleasing in the sight of God” (Holy Bible, 

English Standard version, 1 Timothy 5:4); 

 That “natural bonds of affection lead parents  to act in the best 

interests of their children.” (Purham v. J.R. 442 US 584 (1979); 
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 ‘The child is NOT the mere creature of the State; those who nurture 

him and direct his destiny have the right, coupled with the high duty, 

to recognize and prepare him for additional obligations.” (Pierce v 

Society of Sisters, 268 US 510 (1925); 

 “Primary role of the parents in the upbringing of their children is no 

established beyond debate as an enduring American tradition.” 

Wisconsin v Yoder 40 US 205 (1972); 

 The 10th Amendment does not permit the States to violate individual 

rights. The Supreme Court in Meyer v Nebraska 262 U.S. 390 (1923) 

found that the personal liberty protections of the Bill of Rights limit 

both state and federal governments; 

 “In a long line of cases, we have held that, in addition to the specific 

freedoms protected by the Bill of Rights, the ‘liberty’ specially 

protected by the Due Process Clause includes the right...to direct the 

education and upbringing of one’s children” (citing Meyer and 

Pierce)).In light of this extensive precedent, it cannot now be doubted 

that the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment protects 

the fundamental right of parents to make decisions concerning the 

care, custody, and control of their children. (emphasis added). 

Washington v. Glucksberg, 521 U.S. 702 (1997). 

 

Troxel v. Granville 

 

 Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000),[1] is a case in which the Supreme 

Court of the United States, citing a constitutional right of parents to rear 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Case_citation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Troxel_v._Granville#cite_note-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Supreme_Court_of_the_United_States
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Supreme_Court_of_the_United_States
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their children, struck down a Washington state law that allowed any third 

party to petition state courts for child visitation rights over parental 

objections. 

Holding 

The custody, care and nurture of the child reside first in the parents, whose 

primary function and freedom include preparation for obligations the state can 

neither supply nor hinder. A law that allows anyone to petition a court for child 

visitation rights over parental objections unconstitutionally infringes on parents’ 

fundamental right to rear their children. 

In the case of Troxel v. Granville, the United States Supreme Court stated that 

“the interest of parents in the care, custody and control of their children—is 

perhaps the oldest of the fundamental liberty interests recognized by this 

Court.”[2] The Supreme Court also made it clear that this fundamental right is 

implicated in grandparent visitation cases. The plurality opinion stated at the 

outset that statutes allowing grandparent visitation orders to be imposed over 

parental objection “present questions of constitutional import.” The Supreme 

Court flatly declared that “the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment 

protects the fundamental right of parents to make decisions concerning the care, 

custody, and control of their children”, and struck down the Washington visitation 

statute because it unconstitutionally infringed on that fundamental parental right. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Troxel_v._Granville 

 

This Case was set out because it is a recent case of which the Court ruled in 

favor of the parents over the grandparents. Here in Troxel, the grandparents 

petition the Washington state court asserting they had a right to visitation of their 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Supreme_Court
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Troxel_v._Granville#cite_note-2
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Troxel_v._Granville
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grandchildren based on the Washington visitation statute. The Washington 

visitation statute was struck down as unconstitutional because of the 

infringement on the fundamental right to parent  because Washington and the 

grandparents attempted to trump the fundamental rights of the Parent , in the 

same manner as DCFS, the Court and grandparents gone rogue, have 

attempted the same to me and my husband. The grandparents gone rogue 

petition the Court in the same manner as Troxel, but instead of citing a 

Washington statute to give them a right that the law has already asserted time 

and time again belongs to the parents, they asserted that my husband and I 

argued, were physical with each other, were physical with each other in front of 

our son, we did not provide for our children financially, and just portrayed as not 

good people and unfit parents generally. The grandparents gone rogue did this  

so that they could be “de facto parents” and ultimately adopt our children.  

The problem with the grandparents gone rogue theory, is that its flawed and it 

doesn’t work based on the facts that I am my children mother  and I love each of 

my children the same. The truth of the matter is that I have never harmed any of 

my children and I never will abuse, abandon and/or neglect any of my children 

because that not my character or personality to do so, I don’t engage in activities 

that would alter my thinking or actions such as drugs or drinking, meaning I have 

full control over my thoughts, words and actions, which is why I am confident I 

will never abuse, abandon or neglect any of my children.  

I am 35 years old now, I have matured and learned a lot from Life and my 

mistakes and Life Lessons. I never asserted I was Perfect in my Relationship, 

because no one is, what I am is in Pursuit of Excellence and I know that my 

husband and I are excellent parents. This Case proves our excellence. We have 
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grinded, fought, asserted, attended, traveled, read, write, did everything humanly 

possible in pursuit of our family. Our driving force being Love and Justice. 

 In Life, it is my Right, duty, desire and Responsibility to teach what I have 

learned to my children. I am more than fit to parent my children without 

government and grandparents gone rogue wrongful and illegal interference. The 

Judgment placed on me as a Mother and Person, is Unwarranted, unjustified and 

unconstitutional. 

 I never asked the Grandparents gone Rogue for their support of my Family 

financially, I didn’t ask them to do what they are doing now. My whole life, each 

decision the grandparents gone rogue has made has been entirely their own 

without any influence from me or God even, they always did what they want 

because they want and this situation is no different. The only difference here, is 

how long and how far they have taken their wants and how they have let their 

wants control them, prohibiting them from exercising good and sound judgment. 

My Creator and I define me, no one else.  

With the above being said and in light of Troxel, it is clear that the grandparents 

gone rogue were using the Court and social workers as a means of defining me, 

defaming me, my capabilities to be that which I am and have been. They even 

went so far as to assassinate my character  and my husband character. The level 

of greed, evil and intention to carry out such a sinister plan hasn’t been seen 

since Judas betrayed Jesus Christ for thirty pieces of silver (Holy Bible, New 

International Version, Matthew 26:15). Jesus knew who betrayed him (Holy 

Bible, New International Version John 6:64, John 13:11) and my wife and I 

know who has betrayed our children. 

The Supreme Court decisions have been consistent over time finding in the favor 

of me, a Mother, and other parents similarly situated. Parents like me find 
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ourselves at a crossroads with the same Government that asserts that there is 

“Liberty and Justice for All”, waiting for “Justice for All”, to include me and my 

family.  

A Amendment will be passed to assert the fundamental right of parents for as 

long as America is a Country. My hope is that the Amendment will eradicate 

frivolous cases like mines, but if the State of California has anything to say about 

it, especially Los Angeles County DCFS, I’m sure the Amendment will be 

challenged, and even if it is passed, ignored as the entire Bill of Rights, Due 

Process Clause, Equal Protection Clause, State Law, Alabama State Laws, 

Universal Law, Moral Law, any and every law that exists, was ignored and 

intentionally disregarded and disrespected in my case. 

The fact that the grandparents gone rogue along with the social workers and 

Superior Court completely disregarded the decision of Troxel is self-evident of a 

high level of conspiracy, kickbacks, and complete disregard for the Law, or in the 

alternative, taking the Law into their own hands, manipulating the Court and 

social workers to report lies all in an effort to pull off a illegal kidnapping of my 

children. 

CONCLUSION 

In Conclusion, based on the information provided in this Opening Brief, the 

Appellate Court should do the following: 

1. Conclude the decision of Judge Downing on 8/16/16 prejudicial error 

and/or reversible error to have my children adopted by the grandparents 

gone rogue, Willie and Katie Grant, in direct opposition of Logic, Reason, 

Law and God, the reversal should end in my favor; 
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2. Conclude any and all children court proceedings relating to my children-

Minor 1, Minor 2, and Minor 3 Williams, dismissed with prejudice and 

FOREVER closed; and 

3. Provide me with the IMMEDIATE date, time and location of the Police 

Station and/or neutral location where my children-Minor 1, Minor 2 and 

Minor 3 Williams, will be for the sole purpose of me, Kanika Williams, their 

mother, picking them up, taking them, placing them in the car, transporting 

my children back HOME without anymore present or future threats, 

harassment, tracking, background checks, stalking, illegal and wrongful 

governmental interference of any kind. 

 

 

 

 

 
Date: 3/5/17        Respectfully submitted, 

       

  
      Kanika Williams 

      3655 Oak Grove Road,  

      Monroeville, AL 36460 

      kgdawn_23@yahoo.com 

      (310)714-3698 

      Pro-Se Litigant 

 

 

mailto:kgdawn_23@yahoo.com
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 

Children and Family Services v K.W., et al 

In the Court of Appeal of the State of California  

In and for the Second Appellate District, Division Four  

 Court of Appeal No.: B277764 

 

 This is to certify that I, Kanika Williams., this  6th day of March, 2017 filed electronically 

the foregoing documents described as: 

 

APPELLANT OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED UNDER CHALLENGE OF JURISDICTION AND UNDER PROTEST 

 

 1._x__ (BY ELECTRONIC FILING) I electronically filed with the Clerk of the Court a true 

and correct copy of the original as indicated above on the www.courts.ca.gov/2dca.htm Court 

system for the Second Appellate District, Division Four. 

 

       2. I certify that THREE (3) Copies of the true and correct copy of the original as indicated 

above was served either in person or by mail to the Clerk of Court, Second Appellate District, 

Division Four. 

 

      3. I certify that a copy of the Appellant Opening Brief Submitted Under Challenge of 

Jurisdiction and any attachments was served either in person or by mail, on the persons listed 

below: 

Signature:    Date: March 6, 2017 

 

 

 

 

http://www.courts.ca.gov/2dca.htm
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Name      Address    Date Served 

1. Children and Family Services  Office of County Counsel    3/2/17 

    Plaintiff and Respondent   Edelman’s Children Court 

      201 Centre Plaza Dr., Ste 1 

      Monterey Park, CA 91754 

 

2.Matias Alcaraz, Jr    Los Angeles Dependency   3/2/17 

   W.G. & K.G.-Other    Lawyers, Inc. 

      1000 Corporate Center Dr., Ste 400 

      Monterey Park, CA 91754  

 

3.Ivy Gentry     Children;s Law Center, Unit 3  3/2/17 

  K.G.- Overview Party   201 Centre Plaza Dr, Ste 9 

      Monterey Park, CA 91754-2178 

 

4. Edelman Children Court   201 Centre Plaza Drive, #2700 3/2/17 

    Department 407    Monterey Park, CA 91754 

    Attn: Judge Downing  

 

 


