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October 27, 2008
To:
Office of the Children’s Lawyer


Attention:  Lesley Barker-Thomas and Manjusha Pawagi


(T) 416-314-8000   


(F) 416-314-8050

Re:  Oversights for Psychiatric Assessments 
I am writing regarding the OCL letter that is to be provided to the psychiatrists that Sherry and I will see for our assessments.  If the intent of the assessment is truly to determine whether either of us might have a pathology underlying our behaviour would it not be appropriate for the qualified professional to receive all pertinent information in order to assist them in accurately diagnosing any ailment?  

More specifically, I have concerns that there are no pulled punches regarding my behaviour, alleged or otherwise, and no consideration whatsoever is given to this behaviour perhaps being situational (i.e.  as a natural fundamental aversion to being continually screwed over, can my behaviour be reasonably attributed to being in reaction to Sherry’s fraud, lies and ongoing financial, emotional and psychological abuse of me, even further exacerbated by the ongoing systemic bias, apathy and corruption that I have obviously been subjected to?).  
Although your letter mentioned some issues, it failed to emphasize Sherry’s historic and ongoing conduct that can not reasonably be dismissed or discredited as somehow attributable to anything having to do with me.  Is it not a severe bias against me to not quantify Sherry’s exploits in order to show the sheer magnitude of the anguish she has created?  The relevance of said behaviour should not be disregarded, minimized or trivialized in the letter to the psychiatrist by summing them up in sixteen sentences.  As such, perhaps your letter should be altered to reflect and elaborate upon each of the following oversights:
1) Safety – Despite even counsel Jason Fraser of the YRP testifying on June 6, 2008 that they had “no concern” with me knowing of Sherry’s specific whereabouts, Sherry continues to be allowed to hide, presumably under the guise of me being a threat to her safety.  Dr. Tewfik clearly stated in the past that I posed no threat to Sherry or the children.  Isn’t it pertinent to advise that Sherry testified at my trial that my worst “threat” and her worst fear was that I would publicly humiliate her?  This issue should be dealt with in a psychiatric assessment so Sherry is no longer permitted to hide behind this cloak of deception and use it as an opportunity to intentionally alienate me from my children both now and in the future.  In the absence of no safety risk, at minimum I deserve reasonable and normal access for a non-custodial parent.  

2) Deceit/Criminal Activities (i.e. fraud) - You acknowledged an alarming amount of deceit in all facets of Sherry’s life.  This can be elaborated upon for the psychiatrist by including the following:
-Sherry was a fraud artist before I knew her, during the time I was in a relationship with her and after her bogus claims had me physically and forcibly removed from her life after first attempting to reveal her crimes and bizarre actions.  

-stating that I claim Sherry stole “many thousands of dollars” neglects to put into perspective the reality that Sherry actually lightened my pocketbook by several hundred thousand dollars, as I have emphatically and repeatedly advised and have financial documentation to attest to.  
-your letter casually mentions that Sherry “listed herself as a “Doctor of Rehabilitative Medicine” … on the back of a medical appointment book.” This does not come even remotely close to informing anyone of her bizarre behaviour and the criminal offenses she committed.  Your letter entirely fails to mention that Sherry impersonated and practiced as an Rh.D. (Rehab Doctor) for five years!  

-Sherry admitted under oath in August 2008 that she continued to sell her medical journal and identify herself as Dr. Major to unsuspecting patrons as recently as this year – over five years after being chastised by my trial judge for impersonating a doctor!

-claiming that Sherry “presented herself as a physiotherapist to a client” is also misleading.  This statement overlooks the facts surrounding her ongoing illegal activities since leaving Ontario.  We clearly know that once in Nova Scotia, she impersonated a physiotherapist and R.M.T. (Registered Massage Therapist) for the next four years to numerous clients, not just “a client.”   (Sherry testified in August 2008 that she was not a physiotherapist and in fact was not necessarily what one would consider to be a Registered massage therapist.)  

-although your letter mentions that Sherry is being sued by a former employee for unpaid wages, it neglects to mention the fact that she already has several court judgements against her for past unpaid bills.  It also fails to mention that she has six known aliases and has duped numerous people for money.  How can Sherry afford trips, a flight to Toronto, a one-month stay in a $200/night hotel room and a lawyer, yet not afford to pay rent and utility bills?  Would it not be useful for a psychiatrist to be aware of Sherry’s ongoing financial misdeeds, especially noting that over $200,000 in cash stolen from me remains unaccounted for to this very day?
3) Residential stability - This continues to be problematic for Sherry and my children.  Please address the recurring pattern of this behaviour and, as you acknowledged, this deceit surrounding her ability to pay for and maintain a normal household.  
-is it inaccurate to advise that “She is currently staying with a friend who is not charging her rent.”?  In fact, you advised me at our October 3rd meeting that Sherry was to be paying $600/month in rent but had not done so.  Furthermore, the woman (Wendy) she is staying with is a known business associate whom Sherry has likely befriended since Wendy can be used for her babysitting services and her home.  It is highly unlikely that Wendy is aware that Sherry has not paid rent to Paul Drake for 3-1/2 years.  I wonder if she would be willing to provide services and a residence if she was aware of Sherry’s true background, and that there was a strong likelihood for non-payment. 
4) Hostile Aggressive Parenting – Sherry continues to be permitted to viciously slander and libel me. She has openly and knowingly breached the current court order both before and after the teleconference with Justice Backhouse on October 7th.  She has not forwarded emails, permitted the court-ordered telephone conversations to always occur, or refrained from interfering with or editing the exchange of information between me and the children.  Why is this behaviour condoned or being tolerated at all?
5) Misinformation 

i) Never did I ever say that the police declined to press fraud charges against Sherry because my accounts could be deemed to be joint accounts.  In fact, I have trial transcripts where Sherry admits the fraud and tried to lie her way out of the situation.  She ultimately admitted she had acquired my account numbers and passwords from my files unbeknownst to me.  That clearly constitutes fraud whether one is married or not.  It is now quite well known that Sherry was having an “inappropriate relationship” with the very YRP officer that was “investigating” me and ensured that I was arrested and unjustly detained.  The YRP want to make me and my factual story disappear.  They do not want to be embarrassed or called out any more than they already have been.  They have never willingly cooperated with me and likely never will.  The York Regional Police never charged Sherry because of politics!  Their desire was clearly to have an open and shut case against me while disregarding the factual evidence that proved their case was not well-founded.  Their current desire, as is Sherry’s, is that I disappear once and for all so that they might evade accountability for their actions.    
ii)   “There is no indication that her actions have had a negative impact on the children to date.”

-I find this statement to be particularly outrageous given that the children have been continually moved from one address to another (once the landlord discovers that Sherry is a fraud artist), spend time in therapy, and have been prevented from having any relationship at all with me for many years.  As per the CAS files, Sherry and the CAS caseworker met and “strategized” to intentionally alienate the children from me and my entire family.  In light of the facts, I just don’t see how a competent and unbiased professional can possibly determine these actions do not negatively impact my children?
6) Mental health concerns - Sherry is masterful at garnering pity and benefit using her anecdotes of survival, including one of her favourites whereby she claims the admitted birth scar on her neck was allegedly where I tried to slit her throat.  Especially disturbing is her tale to the children stating they have a dead baby brother “burned” and worn on her necklace.  Why is this omitted from the information going to her psychiatrist?  What kind of deranged person tells such stories to her children?

Sadly, no mention is made that because of Sherry’s (now admitted) lies I was arrested numerous times.  I rotted in a maximum-security detention center and lived either on house arrest or with extremely restrictive bail conditions for 33 months in order to clear my name through the courts when I could easily have copped a plea and been free much earlier.  The OCL letter fails to note what has already been proven in a criminal court of law – Sherry’s claims of abuse only came forward after she bilked me of several hundred thousand dollars and I had threatened to go to the police to have her criminally charged.  Her means, motive and opportunity were clearly shown at my trial.  Also, your letter misleads the reader to believe I actually did utter a death threat since it implies a comment of “would have been better off if she was dead” was made at the time Sherry alleged I had uttered a death threat.  In fact, it is well known that this comment was made four years later and was knowingly made while being recorded on tape in the presence of a Justice of the Peace.  The comment was merely a statement, and not a threat, as my clear Criminal Clearance Letter will readily attest.  In your own words and those of Justice Backhouse, it was deemed dangerous to take things out of context (referring to some of my transcripts) by not having the full story.  My hope is that what is preached will also be practiced.  

Your letter has several other points taken out of context and therefore also subject to considerable misinterpretation.  For example, no mention whatsoever is made of the fact that my psychiatric visits to Dr. Tewfik regarding a “major depressive disorder” were virtually entirely because of situations caused by Sherry.  It is a known fact that I went to Dr. Tewfik in an attempt to salvage my troubled marriage at the behest of Sherry.  While seeing Dr. Tewfik in the summer of 2001, Sherry was able to extract additional tens of thousands of dollars from me with her lies (details upon request).  My problems were largely due to the fraud and misrepresentation Sherry had perpetrated upon me just prior to seeing Dr. Tewfik, thereby causing me to lose my house, my entire retirement savings and ultimately my children as well (as she had threatened to do).  

Your letter also notes that I used the terms “manipulative” and “liar” while describing Mira, yet it intentionally neglects to mention I informed you that she is a “wonderful child,” albeit one that has some issues.  Why am I condemned for acknowledging the obvious?  I dearly love my children but this does not mean that I am to overlook and never comment on troubling behavioural issues, or does it?  Am I not permitted to make statements of opinion that are well supported by factual evidence?

Where is the accountability for the “experts” that have seemingly glazed over Sherry’s crimes and ongoing dysfunctional behaviour each time I have attempted to garner intervention over the past several years?  Up until recently, the truths I have presented have been entirely disregarded, hence culminating with the untenable situation we now have.  I am not the cause of these problems, but rather, I am a predictable side effect as one of many victims of Sherry’s known crimes and deliberate ongoing behaviour.  Despite portraying herself as being reasonably intelligent, Sherry has never applied herself in a consistent and legitimate manner.  At some time it is reasonable to expect that this will lead to her being held accountable for her ongoing criminal activities.  What happens then?  

In closing, I simply wish to express my dismay in the OCL letter and my hope that it will be altered in such a manner as to provide the psychiatrists with a portrait that is far more indicative of the real Sherry Major.  Knowing first-hand how conniving, manipulative and convincing Sherry can be leads me to believe that the current OCL letter she is to provide to her psychiatrist is something that she will readily talk her way around.  Unless given more factual background information, the psychiatrist will not be able to make an accurate assessment of her.  Sherry will simply once again be permitted to lie her way out of the situation and I will once again bear the brunt of the side effects of her troubling behaviour.  This is an unappealing, unjust and unnecessary scenario that I would prefer not being subjected to.

To add credence to my suppositions, kindly note that in the York Region CAS files that are now in my possession (thanks to another court order), they wrote that Sherry claimed to know the difference between right and wrong and accounted for her impersonation of a doctor for five years as an act of “silliness.”  Such a flippant remark indicates that no consideration whatsoever was given to the many victims strewn along the roadside during her tumultuous journey.  I graciously ask that more be done in this matter to ensure that Sherry receives a precise psychiatric assessment and I finally be allowed to once again live the life that I previously had with my children prior to Sherry’s crimes.  

Sincerely,

Dan Major

“To ignore the facts does not change the facts.”

-faxed from D’s workplace 4:05 pm, duration 2:39
