
 

 
 

Dear Mr Buchanan 

Thank you for your letter of 9 July. Your request has been considered under the 
terms of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA). 
 
Your request  

1) In 2008 the CSA reported that it knew of 1,200 cases of attempted paternity fraud 
by its clients, i.e. women who'd claimed particular men were the biological fathers 
of individual children, while subsequent paternity tests subsequently proved the 
claims were false. 
What is the current sum total of false claims made by your clients? 

 
2) Given that paternity fraud - attempted or achieved - is a criminal offence in the UK, 

what is the CSA's policy with respect to informing the relevant authorities to enable 
them to take legal action against women suspected of paternity fraud? 

 
3) Are there any circumstances under which the CSA would require a man to 

financially support a child who isn't biologically his own, and if so, what are they? 
 

Our response 
 
The Department for Work and Pensions is responsible for the child maintenance 
service in Great Britain, including the work of the Child Support Agency (the 
Agency). 
 
1) The FOIA provides for a general right of access to recorded information held by 

public authorities.  It does not extend to creating new information, forming opinions, 
providing explanations or commenting on statements.  Information on DNA testing 
is provided below.   

 
In 2012/13 there were 2,975 DNA tests undertaken through the Agency and, of 
these, 510 did not provide a positive result. A positive result would have proved 
that the person named as the alleged non-resident parent was the parent of the 
child(ren). 
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We do not, however, record data showing how many DNA tests (if any) failed to 
produce a positive result because of fraud as opposed to other reasons. 

 
2) In those cases where a parent with care wrongly names a non-resident parent as the 

father, the Agency will act accordingly to recoup any money paid by the alleged father 
to the parent with care, and make a refund as appropriate. 

 
However, prosecution can be very difficult. Although Section 14A of the Child Support 
Act does allow the Agency to prosecute anyone for failing to provide information or 
knowingly providing false information in order to consider prosecuting the parent with 
care, the Agency would have to be confident that it could provide evidence, in court, 
that the parent with care “knowingly” named the wrong non-resident parent. Short of 
an admission – or some evidence from the wrongly accused – this is in fact extremely 
difficult. 
 
Furthermore, any prosecution (in any circumstances) must be done in the “public 
interest”, and the Agency has an overriding responsibility to consider the welfare of 
any child, affected by a decision to prosecute or to recover maintenance already paid 
and spent on the child concerned. 

 
3) Child support legislation provides that a named person can be presumed to be the 

father of a child, where the child has not subsequently been legally adopted if; they 
were married to the mother at any time between the date the child was conceived 
and the date the child was born or they have been named as the father of the child 
on the birth certificate.  Parentage may also be assumed where a DNA test has 
indicated that there is no reason to doubt that the non-resident parent is the 
biological parent of the child, or the non-resident parent has either refused to take a 
DNA test or has legally adopted the child. 

 
Regardless of whether the Agency has assumed parentage, it will still accept 
conclusive evidence that the non-resident parent is not the parent of the child. Such 
evidence must be in the form of either a DNA test result or a court order indicating 
that the non-resident parent is not the parent of the child.  However if parentage is 
assumed or is not denied before the Agency makes a maintenance calculation, the 
non-resident parent is liable to pay maintenance unless and until non-parentage has 
been established by one of those forms of evidence.  
 

If you have any queries about this letter please contact us quoting the reference 
number above.   
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Freedom of Information Act Focal Point  
Department for Work and Pensions – Child Maintenance 
 
-------------------------------------------------------------- 



 

Your right to complain under the Freedom of Information Act 
 
If you are not happy with this response you may request an internal review by e-mailing 
FOI.FocalPoint@childmaintenance.gsi.gov.uk or by writing to Department for Work and Pensions - Child 
Maintenance, Freedom of Information Act Focal Point, PO Box 61791, London, SW1P 9NT.  Any review request 
should be submitted within two months of the date of this letter.  
 
If you are not content with the outcome of the internal review you may apply to the Information Commissioner’s 
Office for a decision. Generally, the Commissioner prefers you to try and resolve your complaint with the 
Department using our own complaints procedures before referring the matter to his office. The Information 
Commissioner can be contacted at: The Information Commissioner’s Office, Wycliffe House, Water Lane, 
Wilmslow, Cheshire, SK9 5AF www.ico.gov.uk. 


