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was in an agitated state and BANGING HIS HEAD ON THE FLOOR.

The pathetic state of this young boy in the care of his mother was also
reflected in Zachary’s disagreeable attitude at school, schootl
attendance {(missing 17 days during one term; whereas has has not missed
a single day since he has been the custodial care of his father?>,
persistence of allegedly sewvere health issues, severely restrictive
health diet, constant subjection to medical testing, and brainwashing
by his mother to hate his father, me and other family members whom he
KiMNEW toved him, and whom he ioved very much. THIS I8 A TRAGEDY!

Zachary, just six months after being removed from his mother’s care
“was recently described in the Aprilt 192, 1993 guardian ad litem‘s report
to the Minnesota Court:

"My observations and discussions with those involved, reveal: two
happy children (Zachary and Jennifer Collins’ who have adjusted
very well to the change in custody.”

Zachary’s teacher describes him as "more relaxed than earlier

in the school year. She finds he ltaughs and smiles more. She
states he used to act out when angry> {(while in Holly’s care) but
now acts much more appropriatel>".

Even Dr. Blum, who had diaagnosed the childrengas being "the most
allergic he haxd ever ceen” has indicated that the children are

now doing well, and foods to which Hally alleged had caused the
children deathly allergies, have been added back to the children‘s
diet without any adverse effects. {Previous Dr. Blum reported that
the children had incredible reaction to foods when skin tested,
however, physicians did not Know the adverse conditions in which the
chiltdren lived which are too lengthy to describe here).

There now exists irrefutable evidence from Child Custody Evaluators,
Guardian Ad Litem, the children’s doctors, school! teachers,
psychiatrists, and family members that Zachary and Jennifer are happy,
heal thy, and thriving ever since they were removed from their mother-‘s
care and placed in a stable environment with their father and his wife,
Rena.

I can only conclude that Dr. Newberger apparentl» has pre—ordained
views of child abuse and the causes and effects relating to same. His
views are utilized with patients regardless of the actual facts. Dr.
Newberger seems to include allegations that tend to substantiate his
pre—ordained views and disregards and excludes or even conceals facts
and evidence that would show a different cause or result. This
predjudice and lack of objectivity must be considered as being done
Knowingly since Dr. Newberger’s views have been redected by so many
appellate courts as "inherently prejudicial® regarding profiles in
battered child syndrome {Commonweal th v. Day, 40% Mass 718 (1991). In
a case where a Court took children from the mother based on Dr.
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Newberger”s medical report, which was not even shown to the mother,

the case was reversed as prejudicial noting "fundamental fairness,
as well as due process COnNCernsS, requires that a parent be given the
opportunity effectively to rebut aduerse zallegations of his or her child

rearing capabitities® (Custady of Two Minors 19 Mass App. Ct 552, at
5587 <1985 .

Yet Dr. Newberger would listen oniy» ta Hoall>»’s attegations, would

hot seek additional information that did not fit his prejudicial beliefs
and in ¥act rejected my efforts to provide critical information. Gther
health care professlonals at Children’s Hospital were more objective,

professional and responsibie.

i beliewve Dr. Newberger’ s treatment of my grandchildren was grossl>

negligent if not a wilful and wanton disregard of information and
evidence which I and health professionals soughtit to bring to his
attention. He =s=eems only interested in espousing his pre—~ordained
views regardless of ‘the facts. In the process he has maligned and
defamed myself, my son—in—law, and placed my» grandchildren at great
risk. He has also contributed to the deferral of necessary> counselling
for my» daughter Holly because she cannot get past his erred assesements
and accept the recommendation of more Knowledgeable professionals. I+

Holly had received the proper counseling during her stay
Massachusetts, much of this could have been muoided. In addition, Hol iy
has had another baby, out of wedlock, and the father of the child has

retained an attorney as indicated by Judge Davis’ letter to Heolly s
Minnesota attorney (document attached).

in

I aon hopeful some action can be takKen to prevent Dr. Newberger From
harming other unknowing and innocent people.

I aliso request a copy» of Dr.

Newberager s response to my ietter of
February» 24,

1993 submitted to the review committee.

Sincerelty,

Eleancor Gallagher
c Michael F. Epstein, M.D.

Aalan Wang, M.D.

Barbara Burrc, M.D.

Charles Louden, M.D.

David Cline, M.D.

Honorable Michael J. Davis
Honaorable Mary McCauler Manzi
Michael Loandon

Mark Collins




Elcanor Gallagher
P.O.Box 1652

Southern Pines, NC 28388
(910) 693-3493

Stuart J. Novick August 21, 2008
General Counsel

Children’s Hospital

300 Longwood Avenuc

Bosion, MA 02115

RE: Eli Newberger, MDD
Dear Mr. Novick:

Well, Dr. Newberger has done it again; “shot from the hip” and made comments in letter to Cigy-
Pages of the Minneapolis Star Tribune dated August 20, 2008 based on one-sided information:

Doctor haunted by case

I can't thank you enough for this article. I've worried about this family for years and think about them every time the Munchausen
diagnosis is used as a cudgel against women trying to protect their children in family court. May I ask you plcasc to transmit my
warm grectings to Holly, with my respect for her courage and values, and my congratulations on raising such wonderful children?

Eli Newberger, M.D. Brookiine, Massachisetis

In 1993, I requested that there be an internal inquiry of Dr. Eli Newberger with respect to his in-
volvement in two court matters regarding Holly Ann Collins and her two children, Jennifer and Zachary.
Apparently the evidence I set forth in discussion with the medical review committee on July 29, 1993 had
no impact on Dr. Newberger’s flagrant disregard for truth. Iam now requesting the result of that inquiry.

After an extensive, three year investigation by twelve psychiatrists and physicians, two guardians ad
litem, numerous depositions, and publicized trial, the Minnesoia Appellate Court upheld a January 26,
1993 lower court decision that found “there is overwhelming cvidence that the children were at great
physical and emotional risk if they remained in Holly’s care”. Holly’s adverse influence on the children
was so severe, that the court ordered strict, supervised visitations. Even then, Holly was caught medicating
her children.

During that time, Dr. Newberger refused to meet with me (I had court certified documents allowing
me to obtain the children's medical records) and flagrantly disregarded information provided him by his
own colleagues, i.e., Dr. Alan Wang, Immunologist in phone conversation on June 3, 1992, and Dr. Burr,
Psychiatrist, both of whom were treating Zachary and Jennifer at The Children’s Hospital at that time. Dr.
Newberber wrote four letters to Holly’s attorney stating: 1. that the Minnesota Findings of Fact were
“flimsy hypothesizing”. 2. that Holly’s care of the children was “appropriate and excellent”, and 3. “ the
children would be at considerable psychological risk if allowed to visit their matcrnal grandmother or their
father”.

In 1993, Holly kidnapped her children and fled the country. A warrant was issued for her arrest
which is still outstanding. After 14 years in hiding, Holly was found by the FBI to be living in The Neth-
erlands with 7 of her children, fathered by three ( 3) different men. She apparently is the first American
citizen ever to be granted “asylum” in The Nctherlands which has now caused an international uproar be-
cause such status should not have been permitted. It is now known that Holly used the above cited letters




written by ‘“‘the renown™ Dr. Newberger from The Boston Children’s Hospital { who in reality had seen the
children only four times) to obtain a rcsidence permit from the Haguc.

Holly is now seeking to retum to the country and has stirred up battered women’s groups in the United
States and requested others to conduct a letter writing campaign to Steny Hoyer, Majority Whip. in an ai-
tempt to create a “media circus™ and intimidatce the district attorney handling her case.

Mr Novick, the media circus has begun, and Dr. Newberger continues to contribute to this media night-
mare.

Holly is all over the Internet...blogs, videos, talk show inlerviews, all with the intention of creating enough
publicity so that she will be viewed as the victim often refoerencing to thosc now famous letters writlen by Dr.
Newherger from The Children®s Hospital. It would be advantagcous for you to read reccent commeoents posted
on the Ciry pages and other sites, some of which are included in this communication. Read them carefully.

Holly has emailed mic numcrous times over the past year. My son visited with her in The Netherlands
a few months ago and it is obvious to both of us that Holly is a sick, dosperate, woman who could have been
helped if only Dr. Newberger bad not felt so omnipotent, and took into account information supplied him by
reputable care givers before making defamatory statements which have causes others so much pain.

1f Dr. Newberger does not rescind his comments, we will take action o defend our good name, and protect
our other children and family members from unwanted public scrutiny.

Hopefully. 1 will hear (rom you in the very near future. Detailed records of the information presented  to
the review committee in 1993 are availablc upon rcqucst.

Singercly, 4

pe /;/{”/ /////

FEleanor Gallaghert”

Enclosed:

Letter dated May 30, 1993

Letter dated June &, 1993

Comnent from Cifypages (unkanown author)




