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Response of the Association of Lawyers for Children 
 
 

1.  Introduction 
 

1.1 The ALC is a national association of lawyers working primarily in the area 

of public child care law. It has over 1200 members, mainly solicitors and 

family law barristers who represent children, parents and other adult 

parties, or local authorities. Associate members include legal practitioners, 

students and academics, Children's Guardians, social workers and other 

professionals such as medical experts.   Its Executive Committee 

members are drawn from a wide range of experienced practitioners 

practising in different areas of England and Wales, including London, 

Birmingham, Manchester and Leeds, as well as in shire counties and 

small rural areas.   Several leading members are specialists who have 

over 20 years experience in child law, including local government legal 

services, and several hold judicial office. 

 

1.2 The Association is not an organisation representing children’s lawyers or 

arguing for the interests of lawyers, but an organisation of lawyers 

representing children.   It exists to promote access to justice for children 

and young people within the legal system in England and Wales. Within 

that framework, its aim is to develop and improve the practice of lawyers 

in meeting the needs of children who become involved in legal processes 

by promoting standards of best practice and interdisciplinary training. 
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2.  Questionnaire 
 
 
Your Name: 
 
ASSOCIATION OF LAWYERS FOR CHILDREN  
(PREPARED BY MARTINA LONGWORTH, ALC NATIONAL EXECUTIVE) 
 
Organisation:  
 
ASSOCIATION OF LAWYERS FOR CHILDREN 
 
 
 
Question 1:  

Is there any other key information that you think should be on the front page? 

 
The details of the Cafcass office informed would be useful.  
 
Also a simple question about the number of children and others about the 
number of respondents and persons to be notified of the proceedings would 
help administratively for the courts, the local authorities and the parties. (As 
well as helping with the suggestions below) 
 
 
 
 
Question 2:  

Do you think the draft C110 form contains all the necessary information? 

 
Generally yes because it is a brief summary of the case which should be 
provided in greater detail within the supporting documents. 
 
But see comments below. (Especially re: timetable and exclusion orders.) 
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Question 3:  

Do you think the draft C110 form is clear to understand and easy to complete? 

 
The form is generally an improvement generally easy to complete. It is also 
important to ask whether the form is easy to read and understand from the 
point of view of parents and older children. 
 
The problems with the form are similar to those of the C100 which has been in 
use for some time. There are however some elements of the C100 which 
have been usefully incorporated into this new for, 
 
In s31 proceedings there can be almost any number of children. It would 
perhaps be better to have a question (say on page one) about the number of 
children and a provision to complete one page for each child in section 2. The 
filing and printing of additional blank pages is not environmentally friendly, is 
unnecessary and causes frustration.  
 
More importantly each child has equal status and setting an arbitrary number 
of 4 for the expected number of children at the start of such important and 
sensitive proceedings may have an affect a child’s’ perception of the size of 
his or her family and their position in it. 
 
It would also be sensible to apply the same logic to the number of 
respondents and persons to be notified.  
 
It is very common in s31 proceedings to have a number of fathers and other 
persons who are either caring for a child or having Parental Responsibility by 
virtue of a PR agreement or other court order. Maybe similar amendments 
could be made to incorporate these parties into the main form without wasting 
paper or seeing them as “add on”. 
 
It is not clear how the boxes would expand or how this may affect the page 
numbering and no doubt some consideration will be given to this. For example 
section 8 in relation the timetable for the child has a small box for such an 
important issue (see below) 
 
 
 
 
Question 4:  

 Please provide any general feedback you have about the draft C110 form? 
The development of the new form is welcome especially since it is devised to 
align with the PLO and reduces the need for the need for the additional PLO1. 
While it is based on the C100 there are a number of difficulties with that form 
which should be avoided. Maybe that form could also be reviewed.  
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Section 2: The child’s date of birth is a vital piece of information which should 
be included after his or her name 
 
Section 8: The timetable for the child starts before formal court proceedings 
begin and continues after the final hearing.  
 
The relevant dates for each child of the family may be different. Dates which 
are relevant to the timetable for the child will include the date on which, for 
example, social care were first notified of concerns, when they first intervened 
in the family, the date on which the child moved to live with a person other 
than his or her parents (either foster carer or some other person), the date of 
any significant change in the child’s health, the date by which any important 
medical procedure needs to be completed, the date a child is due to start 
school or change schools and for some children religious, cultural or family 
events may be relevant.  
 
It is important to make this clear so that the correct decision can be made as 
to the urgency required, avoiding delay for the child or conversely to anticipate 
where a planned purposeful delay may be appropriate in the child’s interest. 
(It also helps as a tool for monitoring the real delays from the point of view of 
the interest of the particular child.) 
 
Section 7: It is presumed that the question in relation to conditions associated 
with supervision orders should read Schedule 3 Part 1. 
 
It might be appropriate to include explicitly here whether the court will be 
invited to make exclusion order is to be considered under s38A. CA1989.  
 
 From the child’s point of view it may often be preferable to remove the 
perpetrator of harm than to remove the child from their home. By including this 
on the form the parties and the court are reminded of this important provision. 
It also has the benefit of giving all parties notice. 
 
Section 11: The details of previous addresses is very useful to Children’s 
Guardians/Cafcass who use this information as part of their initial enquiries 
into the family history, safeguarding checks and in particular obtaining 
information from police records.  
 
Section 14: The three questions are taken straight from the private law form. 
Part 1 and 2 should delete “you or” and simply refer to any parties. 
The third part. Should perhaps read “Please state whether the court needs to 
make any special arrangements (e.g. is any party in custody or are any 
particular security arrangements required)” 
 


