
Madame Chair, Members of the Board, Good Morning! 
 
My name is John van Doorn and I am a resident of the City of Encinitas. 
 
For the past four years, I have appeared before you and addressed my grievances 

against Children’s Welfare Services. In private, Supervisor Slater, our 
communication has gone on much longer. Members of the Board, no doubt there 
are many other constituents who have approached your offices to a similar or 
lesser degree with their grievances. 

 
Today, I would like to notify you …, and the Public …, of a recent Federal Court 

decision,  

 “Humphries vs. County of Los Angeles” (No. 05-56467, D.C. No. CV-03-00697-JVS, 
filed 11/05/2008),  

a decision that will have far reaching implications as to how this county government 
…, and yourselves …, conduct themselves going forward. 

 
I will forward a pdf copy of this decision to each of your respective offices later today. 
 
In Humphries, the US District Court has determined that our current laws and 

regulations regarding child abuse and prevention are woefully inadequate and 
often lead to Constitutional rights violations by county governments against the 
People they serve. 

 
The Humphries decision makes clear and definitive the following findings … 
 

• First, no one governmental entity is presently required by State Law or 
Regulation to provide a fair and impartial hearing to review any finding by 
county government that is disputed by any individual and/or entity that might 
beg difference with the county’s findings. In fact, the Court went to great 
lengths to discuss why local governments and their respective agencies go out 
of their way to deny the Public their Constitutionally protected right to due 
process (Humphries v. County of LA, pgs 15083-89). 

  
• Second, the Court makes a definitive distinction that it is the responsibility of 

local governments and their agencies to provide that fair and impartial due 
process, even in the absence of State Law or Regulation requiring such 
(Humphries v. County of LA, pg 15054). 

 
• Furthermore, the Court found that county governments and their agencies are 

not entitled to qualified immunity for their failure to provide fair and impartial 
due process to the Public, even when acting with Good Faith Reliance on State 
Law (Humphries v. County of LA, pg 15094). 



 
In summary, to paraphrase a portion of President Obama’s recent Inaugural Address 

…, 
 
“America carries on because WE THE PEOPLE have remained Faithful to the Ideal of 

our Forebearers, and True to our Founding Documents” 
 
So far, our President is acting in a manner that bears evidence that he will be faithful 

to our Constitution.  
 
My question for you …, is this Board willing …, in this area of law and others …, from 

this point in time forward …, to give equal respect and adherence to the 
Constitution of the United States?  

 

I will return at earliest opportunity to further expound on why this county must finally 
relinquish it’s refusal to provide this right to due process for those of us who have 
been …, 
• wrongfully or maliciously found at fault by this agency,  
• the Courts’ commentary on the utter uselessness of investigative reports and 

databases that were based on suspicions, prejudice, and other willful 
presumptions of an overaggressive and oppressive agency,  

• and several options available to this county government to efficiently provide 
proper redress to the People of this County  

Thank you for this opportunity to speak! 
 


