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A former head of the family court says laws designed to protect
children’s privacy are used by judges and councils to cover up
decisions.

Sir James Munby, who was president of the High Court’s family
division until 2018, said curbs on media reporting “prevent
public o�cials being held to account”. His comments came as
research shows that the number of hearings relating to newborn
babies is rising, and most happen at short notice, giving parents
little time to prepare.
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Munby gave evidence last week to a transparency review of the
family court. It is against the law to report evidence heard in the
court unless a judge approves an application. Munby said:
“There are cases ... where the only person being protected ... is
the judge.”

We were only able to tell the story last week of a family whose
baby was taken away for nearly three months after a lengthy
application and an expensive court hearing. The family was
reunited after a radiologist dismissed a diagnosis that the child
had su�ered possible fractures.

Munby said reporting rules make it “very, very di�cult to get
inside what the local authorities are up to”. He added: “Practice
varies enormously. Some of them are very good, some we know
for a fact are appalling.”

The average number of newborn babies in care proceedings in
England rose 20 per cent between 2012-16 and 2017-20,
according to research from the Nu�eld Family Justice
Observatory to be published next month. Each year between
2017 and 2020, an average of 2,914 babies were subject to a care
hearing in the first two weeks of their life. Most were “urgent
hearings”, with parents given little notice.

Karen Broadhurst, a professor of social work at Lancaster
University, who carried out the research, said one mother was
given half an hour’s notice for a court hearing the day after she



had given birth. The baby was removed from her care. “That is
entirely unsatisfactory and is clearly a miscarriage of justice,”
Broadhurst said.

She said legal advice in pregnancy is limited because a case
cannot formally be heard until a baby is born — and there is
limited public funding for such advice before proceedings start.

The judiciary said the report of the transparency review was
expected in July.
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A couple had their baby taken away for nearly three months after tiny bruises 
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C Carol Avery
23 MAY, 2021

Having experienced seeing the terrible treatment of a woman in 
Fsmily court that resulted in the loss of her child I hope these 
investigations continue and major change is made. If I hadn’t 
experienced this in person I would never had believed our justice 
system could work this way. As a witness in court I was put under a 
press ban by the judge so unable to speak out . Tragic
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C Cartimandua Carol Avery
23 MAY, 2021

going to the press  would have done what? Courts dont remove 
without reason although it must always be di�cult to have a 
child taken away.
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23 MAY, 2021

James Munby is a wise and very experienced and compassionate 
Judge. The government should listen carefully to him.
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C C.G. Portocale Bromwich

23 MAY, 2021

I’m not sure his victims would agree. He’s even apologized for 
the misery he had caused.
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F Flossy
23 MAY, 2021

Having just been on the receiving end of how an ex head of social 
work operates I despair. She was incapable of acknowledging 
anyone else's opinion bar her own - scary
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C Cartimandua Flossy
23 MAY, 2021

yes but is it opinion or facts?
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R Ros from Wareham
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In many cases, where there are concerns,  pre birth public law 
outline meetings are arranged to discuss the Local Authority plans 
where the parents are entitled to legal aid to be represented. 
Following birth mother and baby or parents and baby can be placed 
in a family unit for monitoring. However, most family units will not 
accept parents with active substance misuse issues and so 
separation has to occur
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C Cartimandua Ros from Wareham
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Indeed people have no idea whatsoever. There are also not 
many units around.
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R Ros from Wareham
23 MAY, 2021

The fact is that in the case of a newborn the Court has to be 
informed of all available resources that might remove the need for 
separation and these include mother and baby foster placements 
and family units 
But if a parent is under the influence of drugs most of the time they 
are simply not safe to look after a baby wherever they are
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J Jeremy Westhead
23 MAY, 2021

Thank you Emily.  Keep going
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G Gary Brimble
23 MAY, 2021

Getting the balance right is important, as it stands entirely 
innocent parents are helpless. More transparency is needed.
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It would be wise for pregnant parents to get themselves set up with 
family solicitors who specialise in public law as part of the birth 
care plan given the situation especially since Covid

Recommend (2)Reply

C Cartimandua
23 MAY, 2021

Children want privacy as do failed, chaotic, disturbed, addicted or 
abusive parents. 
Media wants to sacrifice all those people for no noble reason.
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T TumMum Cartimandua
23 MAY, 2021

Most of these children are taken for risk of emotional harm, all 
children are at risk of emotional harm though.
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J Julia 86
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Why are the press not allowed to report without giving identifying 
details?

RecommendReply

Feedback

View more comments

About us Conta

Help The T

The Sunday Times Editorial Complaints Place 

Classified advertising Displa

GET IN TOUCH

 BACK TO TOP

https://www.openweb.com/powered-by
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/about-us
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/static/contact-us/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/help
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/static/the-times-editorial-complaints
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/static/the-sunday-times-editorial-complaints/
https://www.newsukadvertising.co.uk/the-times/announcements
https://www.newsukadvertising.co.uk/
https://newscommercial.co.uk/


g p

The Times corrections The S

Careers

The Times e-paper

Times Currency Services

Times Print Gallery

Times Crossword Club

Times+

Times Expert Traveller

Schools Guide

Best Places to Live

Sportswomen of the Year Awards

Podcasts

MORE FROM THE TIMES AND THE SUNDAY TIMES

Privacy & cookie policy Licensing

Cookie settings Site map

Topics Commissioning terms

Terms and conditions

© Times Newspapers Limited 2021.
Registered in England No. 894646.
Registered office: 1 London Bridge Street, SE1 9GF.

https://www.newsukadvertising.co.uk/
https://newscommercial.co.uk/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/corrections
http://www.thesundaytimes.co.uk/corrections
https://www.newscareers.co.uk/
http://epaper.thetimes.co.uk/the-times
https://www.timescurrencyservices.co.uk/
https://times.newsprints.co.uk/?utm_source=the_times
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/puzzleclub/crosswordclub/
https://www.mytimesplus.co.uk/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/travel/
http://www.thesundaytimes.co.uk/parentpower
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/best-places-to-live
https://www.sportswomenoftheyear.co.uk/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/podcasts
https://www.newsprivacy.co.uk/single/
http://www.newslicensing.co.uk/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/html-sitemap/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/html-topic-sitemap/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/static/commissioning-terms/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/static/terms-and-conditions/

