
– Petition 1564/2013 by B. S. (Danish) on violations of children's rights, parents' 
rights, mothers' rights and human rights in Denmark 

The petitioner states that her ex-husband together with school leaders and persons from the 
municipal Social Centre have engaged in harassment and intimidation against her and her 
son,  for more than 4½ year because she has been home caring and home schooling her son. 
The Social Centre has threatened to force-remove her and her if she would not agree on 
sending her son to a public school. Home-schooling is allowed in Denmark according to the 
Danish Fundamental Law §76 and the Free-School-Law chapter 8. According to the 
petitioner the Social Centre, school leaders, teachers and the psychologist do not respect 
home-schooling parents in Denmark. The petitioner believes that the Social Centre has made 
false statements in court cases before the city court and the national court and has threatened 
it would forcefully remove her child if the judgment was not in line with what the Centre and 
their client (her ex-husband) wanted. A city-court judge in Aarhus decided to take away the 
common custody she had had for 8 1/2 years, the fulltime residence of her children with her 
which they had had for 8 1/4 years and only granted them to be together on the Friday, 
Saturday and Sunday of every second week.  The judge gave full custody to her ex-husband. 
The petitioner maintains that the decision of the judge was based on lies, invented concerns 
and fears, undocumented and untrue postulates and threats from her ex-husband, his lawyer, 
the school leaders, the Social Centre workers and a "child expert" psychologist. Immediately 
after the court decision her ex-husband came to her house to take her son with them.  
Her son has since asked for help to get residence with her again and in November again took 
residence with her. He refused to go back to his father. The father and all relevant authorities 
were informed about her son's decision. As a 10 year old her son applied to the State 
Administration to use his right under §35 of the Danish Parental Responsibility Act to change 
his residence, the custody and the togetherness. His application was refused. The petitioner 
then applied to get immediate residence and custody for her child. The caseworker refused 
her application. On November 18th 2012 her son applied to the residence registration 
authorities in Aarhus to give him residence with her. On December 14th they gave her son his 
official residence registration address with her as from November 18 2012. On January 31st 
2013 her ex-husband convinced the registration authority to undo her son's residence with her 
against his will.
The petitioner and her son decided to ask for protection and asylum at the embassy of 
Ecuador in Stockholm (Sweden) and stayed in a youth hostel. On February 1st the petitioner 
and her son were arrested at the hostel. The child was forcefully removed and handed over to 
his father who was waiting outside the hostel. The petitioner was taken into custody and 
heard at a police station. She would not be turned over to the Danish authorities and police 
and was sent to a prison near Stockholm from which she was released a few days later.
The petitioner states that she and her son have been suffering since February 1st. According 
to the petitioner her son is kept as a prisoner and held hostage at her ex-husband's apartment. 
She claims that Social Centre and the father for months have been holding brainwashing 
sessions trying to manipulate her son into believing that his mother had committed a criminal 
offence, that she had abducted him against his will and that she should be put in jail for many 
years. The police accuse her of abduction and taking her child to another country but 
petitioner has not been charged officially with anything. The petitioner maintains that what 



she did was in the best interest of her son and in accordance with his decisions, wishes, needs 
and will. Petitioner has not seen her son since June 2012; her ex-husband has totally denied 
my son contact with her in any way. The lawyer who should represent her in court told her 
she would not represent her. She said the reason was that she did not like the petitioner's 
"rhetoric" about the Danish municipal and state authorities.
The petitioner protests seriously against the way the Danish municipalities, courts and state 
authorities treat children and their parents and she asks the European Parliament to intervene 

Recommendations

– Declare admissible;
– ask the Commission for information;
– consider with other petitions concerning international child custody issues in Denmark, 

including 0965/2011, 1078/2012, 0939/2013, 0944/2013, 1089/2013, 1235/2013, 
1398/2013 and 1547/2013.


