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Draconian Emergency Laws

will Remove Children from

their Parents
by Jeremy James

In the Soviet Union, the entire population lived in dread of a knock on the door in the

middle of the night. Someone may have reported a neighbor to the KGB, alleging that

they overheard him or her making an unpatriotic or disparaging remark about the way

the country was run. Such reports were commonplace, especially during the Stalinist

era. Innocent people could spend several years in a work camp for stepping out of line

or failing to make obeisance to the Communist authorities.

Those who felt they were likely to receive such a call would even have a bag packed and

ready in the hall, knowing that they would be hustled away so speedily that there would

be little opportunity to gather a few necessary items.

The system worked on fear. No-one felt secure. Even those who worked in privileged

positions were never allowed to feel above suspicion. There was nothing rational about

these arrests. Their seemingly random character made them all the more unsettling.

They left a nervous populace in a state of emotional paralysis, censoring their opinions

lest they be misconstrued, and taking care never to do anything that might attract the

attention of a party official. An idle word spoken in jest could have tragic

consequences.



2

The Planned Totalitarian System
The New World Order will be a totalitarian system. It too will run on fear and extreme

social control. What many do not yet realize is that the system will also make use of

random arrests, ‘re-education’ and prolonged detention. However, these gross

violations of our liberty will be disguised as necessary interventions by the state in

order to protect its citizens. The knock on the door will come in the daytime and the

person “detained” or “relocated” by the state could be one (or more) of your children.

This sounds absurd, doesn’t it? How could any modern democracy justify such

extreme behavior? It hardly seems possible.

Nevertheless, it is about to happen. How do we know? Because the state of Idaho

recently made changes to its childcare regulations which anticipate a huge increase in

the number of children who will be taken into state care.

Breaking up families – a goal of Communism
Before we present the evidence, we would urge those readers who have not yet done

so to read our paper #231 (Medical Tyranny as a Weapon to Break Up Families and

Harm Children). It sets out the background and dark rationale behind this coming

event and how much of what has already happened in 2020 is pointing toward

something far more sinister. We would be foolish to ignore the evidence that we’ve

already seen, which is strongly indicative of the plan the Elite are following, but we

would be insane to ignore the implications of the evidence we are about to present.
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We would like to thank Ammon Bundy for posting a video (2 June) on this topic and

alerting the public to what is happening. No other news outlet or online commentator

would appear to have addressed the dramatic implications of the legislative changes

made in Idaho or even drawn attention to the suspension of so many laws designed to

protect children. (The video, What are Governors Planning to do with our Children,

may be found at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9gomisbgGmg&authuser=0 )

Ammon Bundy

Governor’s Proclamation, 23 March
The Governor’s proclamation of 23 March 2020 suspended a large number of

regulations which protect children in the care of the state, as well as children in the

community. It is extremely difficult to imagine a scenario where so many protective

provisions, which are essential to ensure the well-being of vulnerable children across

the state, would need to be suspended. One could envisage circumstances where a

genuine viral epidemic might place stress on resources and slow the delivery of

services, but nothing that would require the suspension – the effective abolition – of

the entire suite of services.

Some of the changes are so outrageous that it is hard to understand how any rational

and well-intentioned public servant could even consider them.

For this reason we are convinced that the proclamation of 23 March is designed to

facilitate an enormous increase in the number of children in state care, to the point

where the continued delivery of even the most basic services cannot be guaranteed.

Furthermore, the expected collapse in standards will be so severe that parents must

be denied all knowledge of how their children are being treated.
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Extract from the Governor’s Proclamation

The proclamation also implies that children who are currently in the care of their own

parents, living in the family home, will be removed by the state and taken to a facility

to which the parents will not have access. It is, in effect, a license to break up families,

to repudiate the rights of the parents, and to transfer the rearing and education of their

children to a state-controlled institution.



5

For people who have difficulty believing that the government of the United States has

been taken over by an organized cabal who are determined to bring the country to its

knees, the proclamation of 23 March should be a wake-up call. It goes far beyond the

realm of a conspiracy, where some measure of doubt may still be justified, into a full-

blown exercise in totalitarian power.

As you read the regulations and provisions which the Governor has suspended, you

may need to pause and ask yourself whether the proclamation was extracted from a

dystopian Marxist tract and given a veneer of respectability by attaching the state seal.

We doubt whether many readers will get to the end without groaning in astonishment

– or anger.

Summary of the changes made by the Governor
In the following table we summarize the main features of the changes made by the

Governor. Specific information in relation to all of the changes is set out in

Appendices A and B. Readers requiring additional confirmation may consult the

original documentation at the official state website, adminrules.idaho.gov

No state guarantee of child care standards

In essence, the state will no longer guarantee a minimum standard for

children in its care. If it is known that a child care facility, licensed by

the state, is no longer acting in conformity with state law, the matter

will not be pursued. Even where it is known that children may be

endangered as a result, the state will no longer be obliged to intervene.

No staff training in child care

The state may employ child care staff who have no training whatever.

Staff will receive no specific instruction in how to deal with child safety,

child abuse (including sexual abuse), child neglect or abandonment.

No guaranteed minimum staffing level

The state can operate a facility with child-staff ratios that fall far below

the existing minimum standard. For example, instead of having one

member of staff for every 8 children in a daytime situation, the state

could employ one per every 50 or 60 children, or even more. There is

literally no minimum staff-child ratio to ensure the safety of children in

state care. Furthermore, the state is not obliged to have additional staff

on call should an emergency arise.
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No fire safety standards

Fire safety regulations will not have to be observed in state-run

facilities. (It is well known that, if allowed to develop for only a few

minutes beyond the point where a smoke detector would have raised

the alarm, a fire could sweep rapidly through a dormitory and claim

dozens of lives.)

No minimum standard of accommodation

Even in the matter of bedrooms and bathroom facilities, the most basic

standards are set aside. Girls may have to share sleeping

accommodation with boys, or even staff members; large numbers of

children could be crowded into rooms that are much too small to

accommodate them safely and comfortably; and basic amenities such

as adequate lighting and ventilation may not be provided. The state will

not even guarantee that children in its care will have access to clean

drinking water.

Children may be required to sleep on the floor or on makeshift beds

with inadequate bedding. When the state refuses to guarantee that a

child in its care will have a suitable bed to sleep in, we know something

is seriously wrong.

High risk of sexual abuse

The state could also compel girls to share bathroom facilities with boys,

and staff could use the same bathroom as the children. The scope for

sexual abuse and pedophilia under these circumstances is all too

apparent.

No visitation by or communication with parents

The state will no longer guarantee visitation rights to parents whose

children are in state care. Parents will have no right of appeal. The state

will not guarantee that the child in its care will be able to contact his or

her parents by phone, online, or even in writing.

Where formerly the state claimed to encourage “frequent and regular

contact between the child and parents and other family members,”

under the proclamation of 23 March it won’t even guarantee that a child

will be able to write to his or her parents. Neither will it assure parents

that it has procedures in place to detect the abuse or neglect of children

in its care. In a crisis situation a parent would normally be entitled to

know exactly what kind of treatment their child is receiving from the

state. This will no longer be possible.
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No guaranteed health assessment

Institutions will no longer have procedures in place at the time of

admission to identify children with a serious underlying health

condition such as asthma, cystic fibrosis, or harmful food allergies.

Such problems may not receive attention unless or until the child

becomes ill.

No emergency community response

On top of all this, the state will no longer respond immediately if a child

in the community is in a life-threatening or emergency situation, even

if the authorities know that a child is being sexually abused.

The proclamation applies only to the state of Idaho, but there is no doubt that other

states, all of whom are marching in step with the New World Order, will introduce

similar provisions, if they have not done so already.

The ‘emergency’ may change but the Proclamation will not
The ‘emergency’ situation that prevails at present under Covid-19 may not necessarily

be the same emergency situation under which these draconian provisions will operate.

They may be invoked in response to a new type of pandemic, or where social unrest –

from ‘race’ riots for example – reaches such a pitch that homes are burnt down and

utilities sabotaged. It could even arise on foot of a major false flag attack on a large

urban area, similar to the one discussed in our paper #206.
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Whichever it proves to be, one thing is clear: The Elite are planning to do this fairly

soon, possibly by end-2020. The obliteration of basic standards of care for children is

so extreme and so inhumane that the public will likely be given little time to study

them and assess the real agenda behind them.

Please warn all who will listen. This is cast iron proof that the ‘conspiracy’ is far

advanced and that millions of Americans will shortly be blindsided by a catastrophe

so severe that they will have no time to take evasive action.

Trust in Jesus. Pray for his guidance and protection. Ask him to watch over your

children. If you are an unbeliever, ask him with all sincerity to open your

understanding and show you who he really is. Don’t delay. Don’t make excuses. Time

is running out.

***

“…seek righteousness, seek meekness: it may be ye shall be

hid in the day of the LORD'S anger.” – Zephaniah 2:3

________________________

Jeremy James

Ireland

June 18, 2020
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- SPECIAL REQUEST -

Regular readers are encouraged to download the papers on this

website for safekeeping and future reference. They may not always

be available. Papers for each year from 2009 to 2019 may also be

downloaded in a single file, or possibly two, from www.archive.org

(Use search term ‘Jeremy James’).

We are rapidly moving into an era where material of this kind may

be obtained only via email. Readers who wish to be included on a

future mailing list are welcome to contact me at the following email

address:- jeremypauljames@gmail.com.

For further information visit www.zephaniah.eu

Copyright Jeremy James 2020



10

APPENDIX A

List of changes made by Governor Little, 23 March 2020

Relevant Documents – titles below – may be obtined at adminrules.idaho.gov

Changes authorized by Governor Brad Little on 23 March

2020, to hold during the state of emergency declared on 13

March 2020 on foot of Covid-19. The table below, which

accompanied the Governor’s proclamation, lists the various

elements of the child care protection regulations which are

suspended during the emergency. These would normally

apply to all children under the care of the state in Idaho. [We

have added numerals in red to make it easier to locate the

relevant regulation, as set out in Appendix B.]

screenshot
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screenshot
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APPENDIX B

Details of the Child Care Regulations

suspended on 23 March 2020

Screenshots of each regulation are provided as proof of their authenticity. If in doubt

in any instance, please check the relevant documents on the official state website,

adminrules.idaho.gov

We include comments below each provision which explain plainly the implications of

what the Governor authorised on 23 March.

1

Comment: The term “out of conformity with Idaho law” covers ANY law in the state

of Idaho affecting the well-being and protection of children. Thus, if circumstances

arise which cause the state child care service to no longer comply with any of these

laws, there is no redress. The facility can continue to function. Even though it is known

that children may be endangered as a result, there is no obligation on the state to

intervene.

2

Comment: The state may employ child care staff who have no training whatever.

Provision 552 sets a minimum standard, yet even that standard is suspended. Staff

working at a child care facility will receive no specific instruction in how to deal with

child safety, child abuse (including sexual abuse), child neglect or abandonment.
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3

Comment: Staff who work in child care will confirm that these provisions, before

they were suspended, represented the minimum level of resources that are needed to

supervise and protect children in a large facility. They have all been set aside. The state

can operate a facility with child-staff ratios that fall far below this minimum standard.

For example, instead of having one member of staff for every 8 children in a daytime

situation, the state could employ one per every 50 or 60 children, or even more. There

is literally no minimum staff-child ratio to ensure the safety of children in state care.

Furthermore, the state is not obliged to have additional staff on call should an

emergency arise.
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4

Comment: As we examine each provision in turn, we can only stare in amazement at

the wanton disregard for child welfare in the Governor’s proclamation of 23 March.

Fire safety, especially where young children are concerned, is always a major

consideration in the design and management of a care facility. It is well known that a

fire, if allowed to develop for only a few minutes beyond the point where a smoke

detector would have raised the alarm, can sweep rapidly through a building and claim

dozens of lives.

5

Comment: The state will not even bother to ensure that children in its care will
always have access to clean drinking water.
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6

Comment: The suspension of this provision will allow the state to compel girls to

share the same bathroom facilities with boys. It will even be possible for staff to use

the same bathroom as the children. The scope for sexual abuse and pedophilia under

these circumstances is all too apparent.

7

Comment: If these simple regulations are disregarded, then serious abuses are

possible. Girls may have to share sleeping accommodation with boys, or even members

of staff; large numbers of children can be crowded into rooms that are much too small

to accommodate them safely and comfortably; and basic amenities such as adequate

lighting and ventilation may not be provided.
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8

Comment: Children may be required to sleep on the floor or on makeshift beds with

inadequate bedding. When the most basic standards are suspended in this way, one

must ask whether the proclamation of 23 March was deliberately designed to provoke

parental anxiety and social unrest. When the state refuses to guarantee that a child in

its care will have a suitable bed to sleep in, we know the system is broken. Even

impoverished, under-developed countries would be ashamed to treat their childen like

this.

9

10

11
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Comment: The suspension of these provisions (9-11) is truly alarming. The state will

no longer guarantee visitation rights to parents whose children are in state care. They

won’t even have a right of appeal. When, if ever, will the parents get to see their child?

As we noted earlier, the proclamation of 23 March would appear to have been designed

to increase parental anxiety, and even cause harm to families. If one factors in

provision #14 below, which removes any guarantee that the child will be able to contact

his or her parents by phone or online – or even in writing – we know we are dealing

with something that is intentionally callous and inhumane.

12

Comment: The state will no longer assure parents that it has procedures in place to

detect the abuse or neglect of children in its care. This is deeply troubling.

13

14

Comment: See our comment at #11 above. The state is flipping from a position where

it encourages “frequent and regular contact between the child and parents and other

family members” to one where it cannot even guarantee that a child will be allowed to

write to his or her parents.
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15

Comment: The state will no longer facilitate adoptions. The withdrawal or suspension

of the above services is tantamount to the cessation of adoptive placements.

16

Comment: In a crisis situation a parent would normally be entitled to know exactly

what kind of treatment their child is receiving from the state. This will no longer be

possible.

17

Comment: As we have already seen, the state will no longer prepare reports on the

possible abuse or neglect of children in its care. This provision would normally require

it to do so in respect of children in the community, but these too will cease. And even

if a report is prepared it will not be followed up.
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18

Comment: The state will no longer respond immediately if a child in the community

is in a life-threatening or emergency situation, even if it is known that a child is being

sexually abused. What can one say of a proclamation that suspends such a provision?

(As I worked through this appalling document, I was continually reminded of Daniel’s

statement about the End Time: “…the wicked shall do wickedly… [Daniel 12:10])

19

Comment: A child who shows signs of ill health will not be assessed by a medical

professional and, by implication, may not receive suitable medical treatment. This

means children with serious underlying health conditions such as asthma, cystic

fibrosis, or harmful food allergies, may not receive proper attention.

20

See attached Annexe for details

Comment: The suspension of these provisions effectively abolishes the child care

system within the community. No facility or daycare center can operate without a

license. If a license cannot be renewed, the facility must close.
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21

Comment: The state will no longer inspect child care facilities in the community to

ensure they are meeting the standards required.

22

Comment: This is a duplicate of #1 above.
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ANNEXE

Disposition of Applications

– regulation 20 in our sequence –
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