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“First of all, unsurprisingly, I pondered

on the voice of the child in family

proceedings. Is the child’s voice

sufficiently articulated in all types of

such proceedings? How is it best

articulated? Does the court listen to it

with sufficient care? Does the court

penetrate behind what the child says to

what the child means? Does it give due

weight to the child’s voice in its

appraisal of the child’s best interests?

Such was the first outline map of my

address; and, because my answer to

those questions was going to be “not

often enough”, my provisional title was

“The Conduct of Family Proceedings in

Relation to The Child: Hamlet without

the Prince?” Was my title neatly apt?

Or a barren cliché? It is now irrelevant.

For, as I thought more deeply, I decided

that my address, albeit occupying some

of the same ground, should have a

different emphasis. My title, ladies and

gentlemen, is “The Ears of the Child in

Family Proceedings”. I have decided to

make the focus of my presentation to

you not upon the need for the court to

understand the child. Rather it is upon

the need for the child to understand

the court.
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The crunch time has
come. The Legal
Services Commission,
with the blind backing
of the Ministry of
Justice, has announced
that it will implement
a fixed fee regime for
children’s proceedings
in October 2007. 

At the same time a different part of the
Ministry is behind plans to introduce a
new Public Law Protocol, promoted by
the judiciary, in April 2008. Initiatives are
already in effect in some areas.

All concerned know, except apparently
the Legal Services Commission and part
of the Ministry, that the two are inimical.
We have to continue to fight the fixed
fee regime down to the wire. Remember
HIPS – withdrawn at the last moment. It
is extraordinary that a Government,
which has in certain areas invested in the
welfare of children and families, can be
so blind to the consequences of a policy.
One is driven to think that it has been
misled as to those consequences by
juniors anxious to implement an overall
policy to restrict legal aid, which has not
been given enough attention by those
more senior with other policies on their
minds. Or is the reality that it wants
lawyers out of family work? 

There are three types of solicitor
practitioner in this field. The sole
practitioner who undertakes a high
degree of advocacy is inevitably reliant
on costs in individual cases, but obviously
the LSC wants to drive them out of
business. The middle sized family practice
will be vulnerable to the swings and
roundabouts arguments and will
inevitably have to tailor the volume of its
work to the fixed fee. The LSC may
reason that the larger firms can run the

risks, continue to subsidise the work in
the hope of balancing their books and
expand by taking on those whose
practices are closing. But why should
they take on that additional liability
when there is no obvious profit to be
made and the risks are high? 

Although Carter expressed concern
about the fragile supplier base, the LSC
seems disinterested in this. Its argument
that fixed fees will enable firms to
budget better, when firms do not
themselves believe that, is so patently
self advancing as to be risible. The LSC
itself is obviously not even ready for
implementation of its October proposals
and is quite prepared to put its own
reputation with the Government before
the well-being of practices. It appears to
base its thinking on its future vision of
supermarkets to provide cheap services,
a misguided interpretation of the cost of
running a practice and an admittedly
defective case cost analysis.

Meanwhile delay in proceedings, a
significant cause of increased cost, is
recognised to be as much of a problem
as ever for children and families. The
new Protocol is designed to address this
problem. But its authors are well aware
that it cannot work without the skilled
input of experienced solicitors. This was
made very clear at two recent
conferences on the future of care
proceedings, at both of which

Editorial
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authorship is acknowledged. It is not to be used for any commercial or profit-making purpose.
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representatives from the LSC chose to
absent themselves from crucial parts of
the discussion. [See the report on the
Michael Sieff Foundation conference at
www.michaelsieff-foundation.org.uk and
the Ministry of Justice conference in July
2007 yet to be published. At the latter
the organisers sought to exclude the
topic of legal aid from the discussions
but were prevented from doing so].

The fees regime creates (at least) two
problems for the Protocol. Will enough
practitioners remain to manage it? But
for those who do continue how will they
organise their work? Employ more low
paid clerks? Seek for the time being at
least to do more advocacy – to the
detriment of counsel and possibly the
client? It will certainly require the
solicitor to decide how to represent the
client within a limited budget, yet
another liability in an unprofitable field
and likely to lead to more dissatisfied
clients. It is all pretty unpalatable for a
conscientious solicitor concerned for the
rights and welfare of the client.

And now just before we go to press draft
regulations to give effect to the changes
have been laid – without consultation.
Keith Vaz, MP has put down an Early Day
Motion set out below.

On one level it might be thought that
the Government is bent on destroying
the practice of family law or at least
taking it back to the early 1970s. On
another it is merely doing to family
lawyers what it recently did to young
doctors. Given the recent changes of
political personnel it is not too late for
wiser counsel to prevail. Now is the time
to lobby at full strength and not to
assume that the fight is lost.

Richard White

That this House notes the Government's
intention imminently to lay The
Community Legal Service (Costs)
(Amendment) Regulations 2007, The
Community Legal Service (Funding)
(Counsel in Family Proceedings)
(Amendment) Order 2007, The
Community Legal Service (Financial)
(Amendment No. 2) Regulations 2007
and The Community Legal Service
(Funding) Order 2007; expresses deep
concern that, despite widespread anxiety
about the effect of the regulations on
the part of the legal profession, among
voluntary and not-for-profit providers
and across all sides of the House, they
are set to come into force on 1st
October and will therefore be laid
without any opportunity for Parliament
to debate them in advance; calls on the
Government to delay the coming into
force of the regulations to allow time for
Parliament, if it so desires, to debate the
regulations before they take effect; and
urges the Government to invite all
relevant  stakeholders to a meeting to
discuss an alternative approach to legal
aid, which continues to meet the
Government's requirements, but does
not threaten the sustainability of legal
aid nor access to justice for vulnerable
people.

Editorial (cont.)
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The voice and the ears are directly
connected. By the Eustachian tube, so my
daughter tells me. How can children
express views, in which I include, most
importantly, their wishes for the future,
save upon a platform of some
understanding of the nature of the
proceedings? But the need for them, to
an extent appropriate to their age, to
understand the proceedings surrounding
them goes far wider than a need to
provide them with a platform for the
effective expression of their views. We
who work in the family justice system
need to be more imaginative about the
nature and depth of the perplexities,
frustrations, worries and fears of children
who are the subject of family
proceedings. Of course we also need to
be imaginative about the situation of the
parents. Although, like doctors, we
judges need to develop a professional
skin which will protect us from being
drawn emotionally into their tribulations
in such a way as to compromise our
objectivity, we need, on an intellectual
basis, regularly to remind ourselves of the
strain which the system imposes upon the
parents. In court, however, we often have
only to look at their faces, to watch their
behaviour and to hear them speak in
order to receive that necessary reminder.

But what about the strain on the
children, of which the judges have no
such visible and aural reminder? What do
the children know about the
proceedings? About the way in which
they develop? About their time-scale?
About the nature of the issues? Or about
the range of possible results? Children’s

understanding of legal proceedings, if any,
may well be derived largely from criminal
trials on television or from information,
probably misinformation, from friends and
older siblings. They may ask themselves
questions like: “Will there be a jury? Will
Mum or Dad be sent to prison? Will it be
my fault? Who is this guardian? Will I
have to live with her? Will I be taken into
care? Will any one want to have me? Will
I ever see Mum and Dad again? Will they
split me from my sister? Can my Nan
adopt me?” Even such children as realise
that they do not face possible removal
from their family may ask themselves
questions like: “What will happen to the
parent I won’t be living with? Will I have
to move home? Will I have to change
school? Will I be able to see my friends?
Can I keep my cat? Will we have enough
money to live on?” As the proceedings
continue, further questions may arise,
such as: “Why is it all going on so long?
Why can’t it be decided today? What are
they up to? How can they do this to me?
Will they come for me in school in front
of everyone?” And then, at the end of the
proceedings, they may wonder: “What
have they decided? Why have they
decided it? Did they listen to what I told
the lady? Did I tell her the right thing?
Will Mum be furious with me? What
happens next? Can they make me?” 

I suggest that our system, of which in
general we have much to be proud, is
largely oblivious of the damaging
bewilderment of children caught up in
family proceedings. The stress upon their
fragile minds must in some cases be
awful; and it is by no means all necessary.

Quite independently of the burning
question whether children presently have
a sufficient voice in our proceedings,
there is an urgent need to devise a
system by which, not just in some but in
all types of family proceedings, we can
dispel such of the fears of children as can
honestly be dispelled, inform them to
some extent about the nature of the
proceedings raging above their heads and
answer some of the questions which are
likely to beset them. 

The report  submitted to the DCA by
Cardiff Law School in February 2006
upon the operation of Rule 9.5 suggested
that children caught up in family
proceedings should have what was well
described as a “passage agent” who
would help them to pass with minimum
stress through the proceedings into their
newly arranged life. The revised purpose
of my address is to call for more
professional support for children who are
the subject of family proceedings; to
endorse the demand for more systematic
provision of information to them about
the proceedings; to discern the situations
in which it is currently provided; and to
generate debate about the optimum way
to improve the situations in which it is
not currently provided. The situations in
which such information is – or can
reasonably be expected to be – currently
provided must primarily be those in which
a guardian and a solicitor are made
available to children; and so my
discussion needs to include some survey
of the extent to which they are made
available to them. You will realise that I
speak not in any judicial capacity; what I

“The Ears of the Child in Family
Proceedings” (cont.)
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will say is simply the private view,
conveyed rather impressionistically and
anecdotally, of someone who sat in the
Family Division for 12 years and who
continues to regard himself primarily as
part of the family justice system.

We start with that most widely ratified
international instrument of all time, the
UN Convention on the Rights of the
Child, which came into force in 1990 and
which the U.K. ratified in 1991. We are
thus committed by its Article 9.2 to
providing children with an opportunity to
“participate” in family proceedings and
by its Article 12.2 to providing such
children as are capable of forming views
with the opportunity to “be heard” in
proceedings which affect them. Although
it would have been preferable for the
children’s right to receive information
about such proceedings to be specifically
addressed in the U.N. Convention, there
is, as I have already suggested, no
sensible opportunity for children to
“participate” or “be heard” in
proceedings until they have been
appropriately informed about them. The
language of both paragraphs more
naturally conjures the idea of active
representation of children in the
proceedings than of the mere
transmission of their views to the court by
the report of a neutral professional; but
my view is that, in some but certainly not
all cases, a report of the views of children
under s.7 of the Children Act 1989
probably suffices to meet our obligations
under that instrument. 

Then, however, we must note the
intended development of the obligations
under the UN Convention for EU states,
all of which have ratified it, in the
European Convention on the Exercise of

Children’s Rights 1996. When we learn
that the UK has not signed, still less
ratified, the European Convention, our
suspicions arise that, no doubt for
economic reasons, we are not committing
ourselves to acceptable procedures for
enabling children to exercise their rights.
Such scepticism is born of dispiriting
experience of the failure of our
governments to give reasonable priority
to family justice; but in this respect it may
be misplaced. Other EU states, including
France, have also failed to ratify the
European Convention and, in the words
of one commentator, it has “gathered
nothing but dust”

2

. For it is, on analysis,
an ambiguous document which does not
amount to much. At least, by Article 3, it
spells out the right of children with
sufficient understanding to receive all
relevant information about family
proceedings in relation to them as well as
to be consulted and express their views
upon them. It also requires each state, by
Article 9, to afford the court the power to
appoint a special representative for a child
in family proceedings and, by Article 4, to
afford a child a “right to apply” for such
a representative. In a corruscating critique
of the European Convention  Caroline
Sawyer suggested that it is unclear
whether, upon application by the child,
Article 4 provides that a special
representative must be granted. In my
view the absence of an express duty to
grant the child’s application must mean
that no such duty is intended. In short I
am not convinced that our refusal to
ratify the European Convention

3

betrays
disinclination on our part to adhere in
principle to the limited standards which it
has set. 

I turn to consider the circumstances in
which our system presently provides an
appropriate vehicle for the

communication of information to the
child about the proceedings as well, of
course, as to the court about the child’s
views, wishes and feelings. There is so
much to like about the Act of 1989 but,
even after 14 years of heavy use on my
part, the reference in s.1(3)(a) to
“feelings”

4

as well as to “wishes” always
pleases me. While in other areas the law
has been chary of attaching significance
to mere “feelings” , here in the family
jurisdiction we boldly put them at the
forefront of matters which must be
considered in every case; and my only
surprise is that, probably because a child’s
communication of wishes is effected
verbally, a perception seems to have
arisen that it is only feelings
communicated verbally, and thus feelings
only of children able to communicate
verbally, which the subsection requires to
be taken into account. Feelings
discernible for example in the manner in
which young children relate to parents are
surely just as significant as – indeed
arguably more significant than – those
which they manage to express verbally.

Our system often, by default, leaves it to
parents to communicate information to
children about the proceedings but it is
surely usually inappropriate that it should
expect them to do so. Many parents will
themselves have an inadequate
understanding of aspects of the
proceedings, such as its likely course and
the procedure likely to be followed; and,
even if their understanding of the
procedure is adequate, their likely
emotional investment in a particular result
makes it profoundly difficult for them to
give to the children any explanation of
the issues and of the parameters of the
possible results with the necessary
objectivity. Indeed, if the parents are
themselves in conflict, each is likely to be

1 “Research into the Operation of Rule 9.5 of the Family Proceedings Rules 1991.” Final Report to the DCA, by Douglas, Murch, Miles and Scanlan, Cardiff Law School. 
ISBN  1 84099 071 6

2 www.crin.org/docs/Right_to_Expression_Geary.doc
3 “International Developments: One Step Forward, Two Steps Back …” (1999) 11 CFLQ 151
4 Addis v. Gramophone Co [1909] AC 488
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motivated to give it with the different
spin reflective of their conflicting
positions. All the more are parents
motivated not to explain such matters
neutrally if they know that the views of
the children are professionally to be
collected and may well have a crucial
bearing on the result. So, although I
accept that no doubt some parents may
in combination summon the necessary
reserves of wise dispassion in their
explanation of the proceedings to the
children, we surely need to look
elsewhere, indeed to the professionals,
for the better discharge of this duty.
Apart from that rare bird, the solicitor
instructed directly by the competent
adolescent, those best placed to shoulder
the duty are, surely, the guardian and the
solicitor for the child, where they are in
post; or, I suppose, the maker of a report
under s.7, although an officer of the local
authority would be less likely to be able
to impart information in this regard than
a CAFCASS officer and even the latter,
probably seeing the child alone only once
or twice, would scarcely have an
adequate opportunity to do so; or the
judge; or a combination of them.

Another of the achievements of the Act
of 1989 must be the provision, by s.41, of
a Children’s Guardian in all public law
proceedings, now replicated placement
for adoption proceedings . Until preparing
this address I had assumed, particularly in
the light of the way in which so much of
the Act of 1989 was crafted in order to
comply with what was then only the
U.K.’s treaty obligation to observe the
principles of the European Convention on
Human Rights 1950, that the right of
children under Article 8 to respect for
their private and family life necessitated
the provision of a guardian in public law
and adoption proceedings

5

. I took it as

read that the court in Strasbourg would
have held that, in circumstances in which
the potential interference with their right
was as profound as their prospective
removal from their biological family,
including into an adoptive placement, the
only proportionate discharge of the state’s
positive obligations under the Article
would be, as we do, to make the children
parties to the proceedings and to cause
them to be represented by qualified
independent people. To my surprise I find
that the Strasbourg court has not so held.
Nor, on the other hand, has it held
otherwise. Surely it is only a question of
time before that fairly obvious
construction of Article 8 is reached. NYAS
tells me that such was certainly Allan
Levy’s construction of it.

In public law proceedings the role of the
children’s guardian, in tandem with their
lawyer, can perhaps be summarised under
four headings: to support the children, in
particular by enabling them, in a manner
apt to their age, to understand the
proceedings and thus to cope with them
less uncomfortably; to collect their
wishes, discern their feelings and report
thereon; to test in court the evidence said
to justify the drastic course suggested by
the local authority and, equally, the
evidence marshalled against it; and to
offer a neutral, professional overview of
all matters relevant to the court’s
determination of where the children’s best
interests lie. My subject tonight relates
directly only to the first of those four
functions. I would add, however, that in
my experience the wishes and feelings of
children in care proceedings – the
reporting of which is the subject of the
second suggested function – tend to carry
less weight than they do in private law
proceedings. There may be two main
reasons for this: first that a care order can

be granted only upon proof of significant
harm suffered or likely to be suffered by
the children, with the result that
considerations referable to their
protection must often, sadly, override the
significance which can be attached to
their wishes and feelings; second that
care proceedings usually relate to children
much younger than those who are the
subject of private law proceedings. Sixty
percent of care proceedings relate to
children under the age of six and,
although I lack a comparative statistic, I
am confident that the average age of
children who are the subject of private
law proceedings is much higher.

The issue in relation to the procedural
rights of children in public law
proceedings relates not to their position in
legal theory but largely to the problems
encountered by CAFCASS in appointing a
Children’s Guardian at a sufficiently early
stage. The longer I conducted the
substantive hearing of care cases in the
Division, the more I came to realise the
crucial importance, for the entire result of
the case and thus for the whole shape of
the child’s likely future life, of the first
hearing, which had taken place at least
several months previously, usually in the
family proceedings court or the county
court, at which the decision had been
made whether to make an interim care
order upon a plan that the child be taken
into short-term foster care. I often
considered that that court had faced a far
more difficult decision than I did. But is
the guardian in place by the time of that
hearing? If so, has the guardian had
sufficient time to meet the child and to
conduct necessary research, by interview
and investigation, into the circumstances
and history? Where a guardian is
appointed, it is for him or her to appoint
a solicitor for the child. Where no

5 Rule 59, Family Procedure (Adoption) Rules 2005.
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guardian is appointed, the court can
appoint a solicitor from the approved
panel. But, where a solicitor alone is in
position on behalf of the child at the
interim hearing, how satisfactory is it for
him to be required to make submissions
about the child’s best interests without
instruction from a guardian and without
the benefit of the guardian’s prior
investigation? Although panel solicitors
have far greater insights into the needs of
children than I ever had as a young
barrister, I am reminded of the
instructions in briefs to me from the
Official Solicitor in the early 1970s:
“Counsel will make such submissions on
behalf of the child as appear to counsel
to be in the child’s best interests”. One
tended to make it up as one went along.
District Judge Crichton tells me that the
family proceedings court in Wells Street
operates a scheme designed to mitigate
some of these difficulties, namely one
which ensures the presence on duty at
court every day of a CAFCASS officer,
whom the children’s solicitor who lacks a
guardian can at least consult. But he says
that the scheme, though useful, is a stop-
gap and no substitute for a guardian who
is properly in post and has done the
work. Under the direction of Anthony
Douglas the performance of CAFCASS in
the prompt appointment of Children’s
Guardians has recently improved. In the
year to March 2007 the allocation of a
CAFCASS officer to act as guardian in
care proceedings within two days of
reference from the court took place in
55% of cases across the country; but in

London the percentage was only 20%.
Within 28 days the guardian will almost
always now have been allocated,
including in London; but even if, which I
fear is a naïve assumption, the date of
allocation to a guardian is the date when
she or he starts work, a delay of 28 days
makes it usually too late for effective
participation at the interim hearing.
Anthony tells me that the target for the
current year is that all cases be allocated
within two days, even if the constraints of
resources upon CAFCASS remain such
that the downside of such front-loading
were to be some extra delay at a later
stage. If such swift allocation can be
reflected in the ability of the guardian
actually to do the work in time for that
hearing, then in my view such is
unfortunately a price worth paying.

Note from the Editor

A full copy of Sir Nicholas Wilson’s lecture is
available on the ALC website
(www.alc.org.uk) under latest news.  
The Hershman/Levy Memorial Lecture was
a huge success, bringing together a wide
range of professionals.  The event was
opened with Sir Nicholas Wilson’s lecture
and there was then an opportunity for
delegates to put questions to a
distinguished panel, comprised of Sir
Nicholas, District Judge Nicholas Crichton,
Piers Pressdee, Richard White, Caroline
Little (Co-Chair ALC), Professor Jane Fortin
and Liz Goldthorpe together with Judge
Altman, the newly appointed Family Liaison
Judge at the Royal Courts of Justice and
was chaired by Alistair Macdonald (Co-
Chair ALC).

Sir Nicholas Wilson and Sophia Khan, 
winner of the ALC Newcomer Award 2007

The distinguished panel at the Hershman &
Levy Memorial Lecture
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Twelve Positive Steps for
Improving Contact 
Contact arrangements
for children with their
non-resident parents
or carers are one of
the most problematic
areas of family
litigation. 

For many different reasons, parties
involved in private or public law
proceedings may at best feel dissatisfied or
at worst may experience serious difficulty
in agreeing and implementing contact
arrangements which appropriately meet
the needs of the child and are also
satisfactory for the adults concerned.

The family courts often face an uphill
task – by the time parties arrive at
court, they may be already stressed and
attitudes may have polarised, with
inevitable conflict. They are in no mood
to listen to each other, to understand
each other’s needs, or to negotiate. In
conflicted cases, particularly in private
law where there has been no social
work assistance, parties may have
focussed on their own problems and
given very little specific consideration to
their child’s needs or wishes. Lawyers
and the courts are busy. Time is limited
and also expensive. What can be done
to help?

The courts and the Legal Services
Commission may be persuaded to use any
available resources including in-court
conciliation, CAFCASS dispute resolution,
family mediation, or specialist assessment
services such as the one that we recently
piloted in cases where mediation had been
attempted and failed, or had been
refused.  

These interventions and assessments can
potentially remove contact issues from the
court arena, avoiding repeated litigation,
thereby saving court time and legal
expense in the longer term.  Their success
will depend, at least in part, upon the
willingness and motivation of the parties

to engage with the process and to
negotiate and ‘road test’ possible
solutions. It is here that courts and lawyers
can be helpful, both in supporting the
process and in ensuring that sufficient time
is allowed within the court proceedings for
possible solutions to be tried out, and if
necessary adjusted, so that they are
established and working in practice before
the case finishes.For the past year, we
have been involved in a new project
providing forensic assessments using a
joint practitioner approach in conflicted
contact cases, funded by the Legal Services
Commission. The cases with which we
were involved were highly conflicted and
‘stuck’ but have provided some insights
that we hope may prove useful.

(1) Acknowledge the high levels of
stress for the parties and child in
the court proceedings.

Family proceedings are potentially highly
emotionally stressful, because the court
is an arena in which family conflict is
brought out into the open. Parties may
be feeling judgmental, critical, judged,
criticised, guilty or shamed. As a result,
they may be behaving in accusing or
defensive ways and not listening to
each other or to their legal advisors.  An
open acknowledgment of the stress can
help to defuse and calm the situation,
providing a better chance of creating
opportunities to reflect on the needs of
the child.

(2) Is contact really the problem
/main issue between the
parties?

Contact is frequently a ‘scapegoat’ issue
in family proceedings. It becomes a focus
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for the parties’ generalised conflict and
stress. Contact may not be the main
issue. Explore whether the parties might
be in conflict because:

• They still have feelings for each
other and it is a way of holding
on to their relationship

• They have unresolved issues
between themselves

• They are seeing the child as yet
another possession to be fought
over

• The withholding of contact is a
means of punishing the other

• Allegations regarding contact form
a weapon to attack the other

(3) Focus the parties firmly on the
needs of the child.

The parties may have become so
entrenched in their own issues and their
adult-to-adult conflict that they
overlook or marginalise the needs of
their child. Focussing them on the needs
of their child helps to:

• Shift the focus from adult concerns

• Reduce the adult-adult conflict by
introducing a different aspect upon
which the parties can concentrate
their attention

• Place appropriate emphasis on the
child’s welfare

(4) Use the principles of the
Children Act 1989 Welfare
Checklist to reflect on the needs
of the child.

Once the parties have agreed to focus
on the child’s needs, they can begin to
consider how their proposals for contact
might affect the welfare of their child.
The Welfare Checklist, because it
implements the statutory requirement of
prioritising the welfare of the child,
provides a useful means for requiring
the parties to reflect on the impact of
their proposals on the welfare of the
child, and guidance on the relevant
issues which the court will consider.

(5) Try to organise (and if necessary
facilitate) at least one meeting
between the parties. If necessary
and appropriate, this can
happen at court. 

The parties in conflicted family cases may
not have met for some time, perhaps
years.  Their conflict may have been
carried on at a distance, fuelled by
memories of old issues and events in the
relationship. They have long lost currency
with each other and therefore have not
seen changes in each other since they
parted.  They have news of each other
perhaps only through relatives,
neighbours or friends, and through their
children.  Such ‘news’ is likely to be
partisan, and may be received or
interpreted in critical or dismissive ways.  

Meeting together provides a reality check,
and an opportunity to update
information and perhaps to change long
held prejudices, myths and stereotypes.
Difficult behaviours may be challenged,
fears about the effects of proposals made
can be acknowledged and discussed and
wishes and preferences explored. 

The parties may at first be unwilling to
speak with each other face to face, even
with support and facilitation.  If they have
unresolved issues from their past
relationship, this avoidance of meeting
together may perpetuate their conflict or
obstruct movement towards a mutual
understanding.  

Parties should never be forced to meet.
Domestic violence or high levels of other
power imbalances in their relationship
may make meeting together
uncomfortable and may render discussion
or negotiations on a footing of equality
impossible. The primary concern for the
parties and the child is emotional and
physical safety, both on court premises
and in the longer term after the parties
have returned home.

However, in many other instances of
conflict where the parties have not met
together, the parties’ attendance at a
court hearing provides an opportunity for

helpful legal advisers to encourage their
clients to meet together, perhaps in a side
room, with others present to ensure that
the boundaries of safety are kept and, if
necessary, to facilitate their discussion.
The court is sometimes the only situation
in which the parties are both necessarily
present, and therefore provides an
opportunity not to be lost. In our
experience, those courts which are willing
to adjourn for the necessary time, to
provide a room, and enable the
opportunity for discussion between the
parties find that this can be highly
productive. 

(6) Don’t under-estimate the effect
of social and family pressures.

The impact of the wider family and
friends on the dynamics of family conflict
is potentially immense, and often hidden.
The conflict may be fuelled and
perpetuated by community, social, peer
or family pressures.  The major players in
some of our contact cases are family
feuds and warring grandparents.  In one
case, the parties initially refused to meet
together and the young father bet us a
million pounds that his parents would
never agree to ‘breathe the same air’
with those of the mother.

The secret of success in these situations is
active listening and preparation of the
conflicting parties before they are
brought together. The advantages to the
child of the cessation of the conflict and
the benefits to the parents and the family
of a peaceful situation need first to be
accepted.  Preferably, some
understanding and empathy with the
situation of the other family or party
should also be established. It took several
preparatory individual meetings with the
respective families before we won the
bet, and the warring grannies even
eventually acknowledged that they had
much in common!

(7) Utilise the power of the 
wider family to help to 
resolve conflicts.

The power of the wider family, friends
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and community can be harnessed for
good, to work towards a resolution of
the parental conflict and can have a
significant positive impact on the progress
of negotiations between the parties.  

The family may provide ideas for new
ways forward, and the parties may
welcome offers of help from family
members.

Lawyers need to find ways in which to
engage family members in discussions
and in generating ideas which can be
considered by the parties and put before
the courts.  

The family can be both protective and
supportive to the children of parents in
conflict, and children need the support of
their wider family.

Under the United Nations Convention on
the Rights of the Child, and the European
Convention on Human Rights, and
subject always to child protection issues,
children have the right to contact not
only with parents but with significant
family members including siblings,
grandparents and wider family, and this
should be borne in mind when
considering the Welfare Checklist and the
wishes and feelings of the child.

(8) Identify the problem clearly with
each of the parties from their
point of view, and then the
needs that underpin their
respective positions.

Ask the parties in general terms what
they see as the main problem in
implementing contact?  

Pinpoint the difficulty that they perceive,
and establish a clear understanding of
their needs which underpin their present
position on the contact issue. 

If the parties stay focussed on their own
needs and with totally polarised positions,
e.g. ‘I will never…’, I will only…’ , ‘I
cannot…’ they are unlikely to move away
easily from this fixed position.
Understanding the personal needs that
led them to make this statement helps to

generate both an understanding of the
rationale for their position, and may
provide an opening for negotiation.

An example is an anxious parent who
insists that they will never allow the other
parent to have the child for staying
contact. The rationale for this may be a
fear of abduction, or of low standards of
child care, of some form of abuse or even
of abandonment by their child in favour
of their other parent. These fears may
then be checked out, reality tested and
assessed if necessary. Facilities or family
members may be able to support and
help to make staying contact a safe
situation and so more acceptable.

(9) Identify and consider the needs,
wishes and feelings of the child.

Ask the parties what they see as the
needs, wishes and feelings of the child?
All too often, awareness of the needs of
the child are lost somewhere in the heat
of parental battles, and simple actions
such as bringing a photograph of the
child and talking individually (and then
hopefully, together), about the child as a
person with individual needs and wishes
may make a significant shift in conflictual
situations.

These perceptions of the needs of the
child can then be reality checked. It is at
this stage that allegations and fears can
be discussed and if there are child
protection concerns, if necessary an
expert assessment may be requested.  

If there are no child protection concerns,
the parties’ focus in discussion on the
needs of the child places the emphasis
where it should be, firmly on meeting the
needs and welfare of the child, and not
on the battle between the parents.

Moving the parties forward, it is then
possible to explore with the parents what
needs to change before the child’s
contact needs can be met.  

Looking at possible changes in present
ways of doing things can once again shift
the focus, this time moving away from
the negative perspective of what is not

working now and what went wrong in
the past to address questions about what
works, what might work in the future,
and how can we harness the good things
– i.e. what went right in the past?  If the
parties can potentially harness those
good parts of their relationship and
actions which worked for them in the
past, it not only puts them in a more
positive frame of mind to address contact
issues, but it moves them further forward
to identifying specific positive attitudes
and actions towards solving their contact
problems.

(10) Explore, identify and prioritise
possible solutions and the
resources required to
implement them.

Once the problem is clear, and the
underlying needs are identified, there is
an arena for exploring possible solutions.
In our experience, it works best if these
ideas come from the parties themselves
and the child. In this way they own the
ideas, and since they have thought of
them, the parties feel empowered and
more willing to implement them.

No ideas should be dismissed completely
out of hand unless they carry adverse
child protection implications or are
unworkable. Sometimes parents come up
with ideas that are unusual, but that
work for them as a family, for example,
one family agreed on contact handovers
in the car park of a local superstore,
because it has surveillance cameras and
therefore felt safer.

Solutions should meet the ‘SMART’ target
used in the business world, i.e. be
specific, measurable, achievable, realistic
and with clear timings. Possible solutions
can be prioritised and tested over a
period of time, and can be revised or
adjusted if they do not work.

If solutions are to be achievable they may
require additional social, physical,
financial or expert resources. Family
support may be available for handovers,
child minding, protection, emotional
support, respite breaks, supervision, day
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care, provision of transport, facilitation of
contact by a neutral third party and much
more to make contact work.
Consideration may be given to the use of
local resources including counselling,
mediation services, advice and guidance,
local clubs and self-help or peer support
groups, contact centres, etc. Expert
assistance may be required from the local
Department of Children’s Services,
CAFCASS, the NHS or private
organisations or practitioners in seriously
conflicted situations or cases with a
specialist or child protection issue.   

(11) Courts need to allow time to
explore and ‘road test’ possible
contact solutions, before
embodying them in a court
order, or agreeing that no order
is necessary.

It is very tempting to take a possible
solution which seems to meet the
problem whilst everyone is at court, and
to make a court order whilst it looks as
though there is some level of agreement.
In the best interests of the child, further
litigation should be avoided and therefore
solutions need to be durable.

The secret of success is to allow sufficient
time (with adjournments where
necessary) to try out possible solutions
before they are embodied in a final court
order which then can only be altered with
difficulty. Some ideas seem excellent
whilst everyone is at court, but when
tried out in practice, they fail because of
unforeseen difficulties. Many contact
arrangements have fallen apart because
of transport failures, geographical
problems because of house moves, cost
implications, and other unforeseen
difficulties.

(12) Build into contact planning a
means of communication
between the parties and ways in
which to deal with unforeseen
future difficulties.

One certain thing in contact planning is
that everything will change over time as
children grow and develop. This means

that whatever plans are made, and
however carefully the parties try to cover
all eventualities, there will be unforeseen
issues arising in the future.

If future litigation is to be avoided and
contact taken out of the court arena,
thought has to be given to a general
method of maintaining communication
between the parties, and of dealing with
unforeseen events in the future without
conflict or with the least hassle. Examples
may be illness, job changes, house moves,
holidays, lifestyle changes, child changing
school, parents entering new relationships,
birth of other children in the family, or the
child having competing social events, etc.

If parents are willing to meet and discuss
contact issues with the help of family,
mediators or other support, this is the best
solution. If they are not willing to meet
face to face, then they need to establish
some form of communication acceptable
to both.  

Solutions to contact also need to address a
series of ‘What if…’ questions, for
example ‘What would you agree to do’ if:

• Child is not happy with the contact
arrangements

• Either parent is not happy with the
contact arrangements

• Unexpected events prevent contact
happening as planned

If the parties cannot agree generally on a
way of dealing with unforeseen events
between themselves, then perhaps they
can agree on a person or organisation
who may be able to help with this, within
their family or their community.

Conclusion

We realise that it may not be possible, or
appropriate for solicitors in litigated contact
cases to engage in work with their clients
to the full extent of the potential family
work described here. However, solicitors
can be immensely helpful to their clients by
encouraging non-conflictual attitudes,
identifying blocks, and working towards
mutually acceptable solutions. Awareness
of these guidelines may be helpful in

discussion with clients and, where
necessary, in guiding them towards
obtaining appropriate help in seriously
conflicted cases. 

Further Reading and Resources
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30 (615) 1 September 2000

Children, Young People and Family
Mediation: Policy and practice guidelines
UK College of Family Mediators, 2002.

CAFCASS Domestic Violence Toolkit and
Risk Assessment Forms 2006.

The Advisory Board on Family Law Children
Act Sub-committee: Consultation Paper
Making Contact Work
www.dca.gov.uk/family/abfla/mcwrep.pdf

Hansard Debates 13 June 2006 Column
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Written Answers on 3 July 2006

C, Re Contact: Grandfather [2004] NI Fam
5 (06 February 2004)

In re W. (A Child) (Parental Contact:
Prohibition) [2000]  CA 2 W.L.R. 1276

In re G (A Minor) (Interim Care Order:
Residential Assessment) - [2005] 3 WLR
1166 

Mabon v Mabon and Others [2005] CA
Appointment of a S 9(1) Guardian ad litem
in a contact matter
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Barbara Mitchels and Helen James 

Helen James is a Children’s Guardian and
Independent Social Worker.

Barbara Mitchels is a Psychotherapist and
Children Panel Solicitor. 
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Do you often find
yourself feeling angry,
anxious or irritable at
work? Like many
within the legal
system, work may be
the major contributory
factor. Recent research
in the United States
suggests, the type of
work one does is
important, with child
law considered to be
one of the most
stressful of all
jurisdictions. 

The effect of work on our wellbeing is of
particular relevance to members of the
Association of Lawyers for Children.  It is
however not clear whether lawyers in the
UK suffer from stress or are particularly
resilient.

It is becoming increasingly apparent that
judges, lawyers and mental health
professionals working in the legal system
develop symptoms of vicarious trauma.
Vicarious trauma refers to the
experience of professionals developing
their own trauma symptoms in response
to working closely and intensively with
victims. Vicarious trauma is parallel to the
symptoms of PTSD (post traumatic stress
disorder) and aside from the causal
stressor — hearing about the trauma of
others versus experiencing it first hand —
the two conditions are identical. 

In the short-term, vicarious trauma
symptoms include anger, flashbacks of
traumatic events or their descriptions,
sadness or depression, feelings of
helplessness, anxiety, withdrawal, and
disrupted sleep. In the long-term,
symptoms also include cynicism, general
fearfulness, loss of faith in humanity,
alcohol and drug abuse, and difficulties in
intimate relationships. 

Some quotes from professionals help to
illustrate the problem; one judge noted: 

“Cases of horrible, sexual predatory
exploitation of children haunt me. I keep
my balance and my job as a judge by
profoundly guarding myself against being
swept away by the gruesome evidence I
have to confront”. Another noted, “I
wasn’t prepared for this position. It slowly
overtakes you, and then you realise
indeed how alone often you are, despite
your friends and family”. 

Lawyers are not routinely trained or
warned about the existence of vicarious
trauma and therefore they might find it
more difficult to identify its presence and
know how to cope with such difficult
issues. Lawyers are traditionally very hard
working professionals who have close
contact with their clients and indeed
often have more face-to-face contact in
very complex cases. Hours are spent
interviewing clients and preparing cases in
order to represent the clients’ best
interests in court, but unlike therapists,
little time is given to process one’s own
emotional response to working with
disturbed or severely abused individuals.
Lawyers may be particularly prone to such
pressure because of the sensitive and
confidential nature of the information
they handle; this blocks them from
debriefing and consultation that might
reduce their vulnerability to subsequent
development of symptoms.  In other
disciplines such as social work or
psychology services a more formalised
process of debriefing and peer support
has been set up.

Vicarious Trauma 
in Lawyers
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Although vicarious trauma is common -
there are actions that professionals can
take to protect themselves and still
function effectively in their jobs. The ABCs
of successful coping have been
highlighted as follows: 

Awareness of needs, limits,
emotions, and resources

Balance of activities
between work, play, and
rest

Connecting oneself to
others and to a broader
perspective

By knowing one’s limits, taking care of
ourselves-both physically through diet,
exercise, and rest and emotionally by
spending time with friends and family
and talking about our reactions to trauma
with people we trust — professionals can
continue our productive careers helping
families in the legal system. In more
severe cases that might require
professional help and benefit from more
organized support. 

In conclusion, despite the increasing
knowledge in the field of trauma, we do
not yet know which factors increase
vulnerability or help protect professionals
from “vicarious” trauma in lawyers. 

Dr Petros Lekkos 
Researcher at Royal Free and 
University College Medical School
Rowland Hill Street
London NW3 2PF
e-mail: p.lekkos@ucl.ac.uk

Note from the Editor
Dr Lekkos is undertaking research at
The Royal Free and University College
Medical School to help improve
understanding in this area. If you wish
to help with this research, please
contact admin@alc.org.uk and we will
be able to send you a link to further
information.

Solicitors supervising other staff may
want to consider carefully their
responsibilities for debriefing those
involved in lengthy and / or traumatic
cases.
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‘STOP, LISTEN, LEARN
Understanding Good Practice from
Children and Young People’

“Every person or organisation whose
activity affects children and young people
directly or indirectly has a responsibility to
ensure their views are listened to and
acted upon”

The Participation Charter

On a cold but bright December day last
year, a diverse group including judges,
lawyers, social workers, civil servants,
guardians and independent reviewing
officers came together to ‘Stop, Listen
and Learn’ from children and young
people who wanted to share their
experiences and to help professionals
improve their practice. 

Although most children’s lawyers are
comfortable with the principles of
listening to children and involving them in
decision making (as set out in the
Children Act 1989, United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child
and elsewhere) there is perhaps
something of a gap between the theory
and the reality. Children and young
people are perhaps best placed to tell us
whether our practice really does deliver
and to help us think about strategies and
ways of working that will improve their
participation, our practice and overall
outcomes. 

The Children and Young People’s Sub-
Committee of the ALC worked with a
wide range of children and young people,
advocacy and support agencies exploring

these issues, culminating in the ‘Stop,
Listen, Learn’ conference. Young people
travelled from all over England to the
event at Kings College, London. This was
an event where the young people were
definitely centre stage and they not only
ran workshops but also chaired the day’s
proceedings. Workshops included:

• Looked After Children – Young People

from NYAS

• The Children of Separating Parents -

Ear4u Project (NCH)

• Disability and Special Educational

Needs – RAPP (Rights and Participation

Project, Hull) 

• Asylum and Unaccompanied Minors –

The Medical Foundation for the Care

of Victims of Torture

In addition, the CAFCASS Young People’s
Board did a presentation on opening up
the family courts and District Judge Nick
Crichton gave a judicial perspective on
the benefits that can flow from involving
children and young people at court.

The young people had worked incredibly
hard preparing for the day and it was
rewarding to see both front line
professionals and some very senior
decision makers (including the President
of the Family Division, the Right
Honourable Sir Mark Potter) not only

getting fully involved in the workshops
but also networking with the young
people during the breaks. 

Amongst others, we heard from a group of
young people in the north east who had
made a film about their experiences of
parental separation and from Lucy Hurst of
RAPP, a group that helps young people in
Hull make their voices heard and find ways
to take control and change their lives. Lucy
is an inspirational 14 year old with cerebral
palsy and a tracheostomy who spoke with
humour and candour about her
experiences of dealing with professionals
and gave an invaluable ‘Top Tips‘ for
working with children and young people
with disabilities.

This was a truly multi-disciplinary event in
which the voices of the young people
were the most powerful and influential.
Many of the delegates found the young
people’s stories to be both humbling and
illuminating and it is hoped that having
listened to their advice we have all been
able to put at least some of the good
practice into effect.

Resources
www.participationworks.org.uk
www.torturecare.org.uk
www.itsnotyourfault.org
www.nyas.net

William Simmonds
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Alcohol goes to the Hair 
not just the Head
DETECT YOUR CLIENT’S
ALCOHOL LEVELS FOR UP
TO 12 MONTHS

The ability to test your client’s hair alcohol
levels and gain a snapshot of their
alcoholic past is now made possible
through the introduction of Hair Alcohol
Testing in the UK. 

Recently launched by Trimega Laboratories
Ltd in April 2007, this new method of
testing has been adopted by numerous
courts and legal and family advocates across
the UK. For the first time ever, there is a non-
invasive method of establishing long-term
excessive drinking for up to 12 months. 

ALCOHOL ABUSE – THE FACTS 

It is difficult to quantify the impact that
substance misuse has on families. The use
of drugs and alcohol is often one of many
factors that places stress on family
relationships. Substance misuse is associated
with domestic violence, marital break-up,
unemployment, and parenting problems. 

“Researchers have observed high levels of
mental health problems among relatives of
people who misuse alcohol and drugs1.
Further, children of problem drinkers are
more likely to have behavioural problems,
school related problems, and to use alcohol
and drugs in a problematic way than
children of non-problem drinkers.

Current estimates indicate that 780,000 to
1.3 million children are affected by parental
alcohol problems2 and between 250,000
and 350,000 children of problem drug users
in the UK3.

There are an estimated 1.3 million parents
with alcohol misuse problems in the UK
and 350,000 parents who have serious
drug problems in England and Wales4. Of
these parents who misuse drugs it is
estimated that only 37 percent of fathers
and 64 percent of mothers still live with
their children5.

Childline, a free 24 hour helpline for
children and young people across the UK
received calls from just under 140,000
children in 2004/2005. Analysis of these
calls suggests that more children are
affected by parental/carer alcohol misuse
than drug misuse. In 2004/2005 the
number of callers who spoke to Childline
about significant other’s alcohol misuse
was over double the number who called
primarily to talk about significant other’s
drug misuse (3,442 compared to 1,600).

It is therefore not surprising that
substance misuse (particularly alcohol) is a
problem for a large proportion of children
and families on social work caseloads in
the UK. A 2002 Nuffield Foundation study
reviewed the cases of 290 children
allocated for social work cases across four
London boroughs. Sixty two percent of

the children involved were subject to care
proceedings and 40 percent were on the
child protection register. The study found
that the parental substance abuse
affected 100 families, 34 percent of the
total sample. 41 percent involved alcohol
misuse, and 27 percent involved alcohol
and drug misuse. Only 29 percent of the
families involved had received support
from substance misuse professionals6.”

Furthermore, alcohol has just been
classified as the fifth most seriously
harming drug, after only heroin, cocaine,
barbiturates and street methadone. Even
more shocking is the fact that liver
disease is the fifth highest cause of death
in Britain and that alcoholics are just as
prevalent in society as diabetics. 

So it is not surprising that many legal,
medical and HR professionals have been
looking for a reliable test that tracks an
individual’s history of alcohol misuse. 

ALCOHOL ABUSE 
TESTING EXPLAINED

Traditionally, excessive alcohol
consumption has been monitored using
the Liver Function Test (LFT), which
indicates the degree of inflammation
present in the liver, and the Carbohydrate
Deficient Transferrin (CDT), which shows
excessive alcohol consumption by looking
at a specific biological marker in the
blood.  While useful in showing excessive

1 L Templeton, S Zohhadi, S Galvani, and R Velleman, Substance Misuse Research Programme, ‘Looking Beyond Risk’ Parental Substance Misuse: Scoping Study, The 
Mental Health Foundation and The Scottish Executive, January 2006.

2 The Prime Minister’s Strategy Unit, Interim Report for the Prime Minister’s Strategy Unit Alcohol Harm Reduction Project, 2003.
3 Advisory Council on the Misuse of Drugs, Hidden Harm: Responding to the Needs of Children of Problem Drug Users, June 2003.
4 The Young Foundation, Mapping Britain’s Unmet Needs: A report prepared for the Commission on Unclaimed Assets, June 2006.
5 Grandparents Plus and Adfam, Forgotten Families, November 2006.
6 J Newman, ‘Hidden Harm’, Children Now, September 2005, pp 20-21.
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alcohol consumption over the past three –
four week period, the major limitation is
the window of detection. There is still a
valuable place for these tests, not least
because they provide a fuller picture of
alcohol abuse over a two – four week
period. Hair alcohol testing extends that
history significantly by providing a reliable
and historical record of alcohol
consumption for periods of up to one year. 

The alternative provider in the Medico-
Legal market for hair drug testing,
Trimega Laboratories, have a patent-
pending process of hair extraction for
these markers, followed by interpretation
of results against controls set with clinical
data from alcohol users that allows them
to distinguish teetotalers or social drinkers
from alcoholics or individuals drinking at
harmful levels. 

When hair grows it absorbs a range of
chemical markers that are locked in the
hair in just the same way that the rings on
a tree can tell us about the climate year
by year. These markers, including fatty
acid ethyl esters (FAEE’s) only occur when
ethanol (‘alcohol’) is consumed. The more
alcohol an individual consumes, the
greater the concentration of these
markers in the hair. 

Unlike hair drug testing, it is currently not
possible to segment samples to give a
month-by-month pattern, unless the
donor has abstained from drinking for the
most recent 3 months or more. The
reason for this is that fatty acid derivatives
measured are carried into the hair via
sebum from the scalp and then down the
hair shaft. So past periods of abstinence
when followed by excessive alcohol
consumption cannot be accurately tested.

ALCOHOL ABUSE 
TESTING EXPLAINED

Already the feedback and interest in this
medical application since the launch has
been remarkable. This latest technology is
a beginning of a new era in substance
misuse prevention insofar as early

identification of individuals that could
place children at risk and families at risk. 

For further information in relation to 
this testing. Visit www.trimegalabs.com
Or contact 0845 388 0124

ALCOHOL ABUSE 
TESTING EXPLAINED

How is Hair Alcohol Testing done?

As the hair grows, it absorbs special markers
called fatty acid ethyl esters (FAEE’s) and
ethyl glucuronide (EtG) into its structure,
which remain in the hair indefinitely.  These
patented markers are only produced when
there is alcohol in the bloodstream, and the
more markers there are, the more alcohol
has been consumed. 

How can your client benefit?

If your client insists they have abstained
from excessive drinking in the past three
months, then no markers would be present
in the 0-3cm section of hair from the scalp,
and their results would show as a negative.    

How does it differ from the current
methods of testing for alcohol?

This new method differs from the current
traditional methods of Liver Function Tests
(LFT) and Carbohydrate Deficient Transferrin
(CDT) where it provides a longer window of
detection of alcohol abuse.  

Can I recognise a pattern of abuse?

No, because we do not section the hair
month by month and carry out periodic
analysis. Our research has shown this is
unsound scientific practice because the
markers can migrate along the hair shaft. 

Can relapse drinking be detected after
long periods of abstinence (e.g. in
rehabilitation)?

Yes, after 2 to 4 weeks of excessive
consumption. (It takes 6 – 9 days for the
metabolites in the hair to reach the surface
of the scalp).

Can I use body hair? 

Yes, but the rate of growth is more difficult
to predict, and we cannot give a timescale
for the sample. 

What if my shampoo or hair product
has alcohol within it?

Products containing alcohol will not affect
the result. We look for the alcohol
metabolites which can only be produced by
alcohol that was in the blood. Blood alcohol
also combines with fatty acids in a special
way and we look for those. We will only
report a positive result when these
independent markers are detected in their
correct ratios. So the analysis is foolproof.
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How much hair do you need?

We require about 100 mg of hair. That is a
tuft of hair a bit bigger than the size of a
pencil diameter. The hair can be taken from
more than one location, and the sampling
site us usually unnoticeable.

How do I take the hair sample?

We have trained collectors to do that for
you, or we can train someone at your firm
to do the collection. Collection is an
important part of the process and nearly
always needs to be done under strict ‘chain
of custody’ rules so that everyone involved
can be certain that the sample relates to the
correct person. 

What are the limitations?

Obviously, we need hair. Occasionally drug
screening companies encounter someone
who has shaved from head to foot, with
not a single hair on their body, but that
does obviously raise suspicions. 

What information will the report have?

It will include the identity details for the
sample that you sent us, and then a result
for the alcohol level if it is above our cut off
level which indicates alcohol consumption is
excessive. In that case we will report an
actual figure for the result. 

Results can also be provided in a standard
Section 9 legal statement where requested.

Can you determine how much alcohol a
person has had monthly?

No. Although we will give a value in our
report, we can only say that the value
exceeds our interpretation of the cut off
level we have set, which is 60 grams of
alcohol per day over a protracted period.
We cannot interpret how much alcohol was
actually consumed. To do so would be
scientifically unsound because alcohol is
metabolised in slightly different ways by
different people. 

How does alcohol in hair chart against
alcohol units?

The alcohol markers relate to actual units
because our cut off level is equivalent to
60 grams per day over a period of time.

One U.K. unit is 8 grams or 10 ml of pure
alcohol. The amount of drink that
equates to 60 grams depends on how
strong the drink is. So on average we can
assume about seven units daily could
result in a positive. 

Why would I use hair instead of blood?

Only hair will give a history. Blood is used
for drivers who are actually intoxicated,
but alcohol in blood decays at the rate of
about one unit per hour, so is lost quickly.
However while the blood is feeding the
hair root, minute traces of alcohol
metabolite become trapped in the hair to
give an alcohol history which we detect
when we analyse the hair.

What is the difference between LFT and
CDT tests?

These two current tests are based on a
sample of blood. LFT tests are a suite of
liver function tests and they detect
markers that indicate whether the liver is
damaged or inflamed. However these
markers require specialised interpretation.
The CDT test is a carbohydrate deficient
transferrin marker that becomes elevated
when alcohol is consumed to excess. But
neither of these tests is a substitute for
hair testing because only hair tests will go
back in history. 

Will this stand up in court if a court has
never used it before?

Yes. The method has been fully validated,
although until the courts accept values
without question it may be necessary to
provide expert witness evidence to
support results. We have forensic experts
who would be happy to support this
evidence in court.

Jim Campell
I was trained as an analytical chemist in
criminalities and toxicology at a Home
Office Forensic Laboratory, where part of
my duties involved examination and
analysis of drugs and drug paraphernalia.
Subsequently I have worked for over 15
years in private practice in drug analysis
including the detection of drugs in hair. I
have also received specialised toxicology
training at the largest hair testing
laboratory in America. I have dealt with a
large number of forensic investigations,
including a variety of drug related cases
requiring court appearances to present
evidence as an expert. I have provided
over 300 expert witness statements and
reports to the UK courts in the last 
12 months'
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On 15 June 2007 the
Government launched
a review into the
practical consequences
of the changes to the
law brought about by
section 58 of the
Children Act 2004 and
seeking the views of
parents on physical
punishment.

Section 58 of the Chilldren Act 2004,
which came into force in January 2005,
allows parents to claim a defence of
reasonable chastisement but limited the
availability of this defence.  Whilst
smacking remained legal, where
smacking leaves visible bruising, grazing
or swelling parents can face up to five
years in jail. 

The law is unclear; violence against a
child is illegal but not if it is a reasonable
punishment of the child.  In reality this
can cause confusion for parents with
regard to what level of physical
punishment is acceptable. 

Does smacking only become
unacceptable if it leaves a mark?  As a
man of African descent I find that my
skin hardly ever shows bruising or
reddenning, and it is certainly not as
obvious as caucasians.  During my
childhood it was often unclear if I had

bruised myself as the result of a slip or
fall and on occasions even I didn’t know.  

Cultural issues are also important.  During
my upbringing I was smacked by my
parents as a result of misbehaviour.  I also
had many friends from different cultural
backgrounds who said the same and
gave examples where there parents had
used a belt to discipline them.  Were
these methods of punishment
unnacceptable?  Only if it they left a
mark?  Does this open up a loophole for
violent parents who take care to inflict
pain that does not leave a mark?

Overall, this throws the inevitable
question of whether or not smacking
should be banned.  From my own
personal experience I believe that
smacking was a form of discipline used
by my parents for my own good.  There
are other methods but it was the one
that they chose. 

In contrast many believe children should
not be smacked. Charities such as
Barnardo’s and Save the Children are
both huge campaigners of this view and
want a total ban.  Barnardo’s say that
children are the only section of the
population whom it is legal to assault.  
A sentiment which is echoed by The
Children Are Unbeatable! Alliance.  The
Alliance believes that it is unjust and
dangerous to try and define acceptable
ways of hitting children and believes that
any physical punishment of children is
violent behaviour. That is banned
between adults, and children should be
offered the same protection.

Of course the United Nations Convention
on the Rights of the Child requires that
children should have the same protection
as adults under the law on assault.  
The UN Committee on the Rights of the
Child has twice recommended equal
protection to the UK and in considering
the reforms contained in the Children Act
2004, in its 2002 report, the Committee
stated: “...governmental proposals to limit
rather than to remove the ‘reasonable
chastisement’ defence do not comply
with the principles and provisions of the
Convention..., particularly since they
constitute a serious violation of the dignity
of the child.” 

Sixteen European countries have legislated
to satisfy human rights obligations by
giving children equal protection from
assault, including Germany, Sweden,
Greece, Finland and Holland.

Whatever view is taken, it is a topic that
clearly raises difficult questions and I look
forward to the results of the consultation
and the decision as to whether there will
be further reform.  

Kwame Dapaah 
Kwame has just completed his LPC
with the College of Law and has a
particular interest in pursuing a career
in child law.

Note from the Editor
The consultation is available online at
www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations and
closes on10th August 2007 

Should there be a ban 
on smacking?
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The Department for
Children, Schools and
Families (DCSF) is one
of three new
government
departments set up by
the Prime Minister on
28 June 2007; the
others are the
Department for
Innovation,
Universities and Skills
(DIUS) and the
Department for
Business, Enterprise
and Regulatory
Reform (DBERR).  

The DCSF has broad responsibilities with
the intention that it will form a strong
lead in securing children’s integrated
services and educational excellence and
will bring together all policy relating to
children and young people.  The DCSF
will have a co-ordinating role on
children’s health, well-being, welfare,
child poverty, education and anti-social
behaviour.

The DCSF will have responsibility for all
education, except apprenticeships, up to
the age of nineteen.  It will take over the
‘respect’ agenda, tackling anti-social
behaviour and its causes, from the Home
Office.  It will share responsibility for
youth justice with the Ministry of Justice,
child poverty with the Department for
Work and Pensions and Her Majesty’s
Treasury, children’s health with the
Department of Health and youth sport
with the Department for Culture, Media
and Sport.

However, it appears that the most radical
changes are occurring in relation to
education and skills where it is unclear as
to how the changes will affect the
provision of education to fourteen to
nineteen year olds.  The DCSF will be
responsible for setting the education
policy for those under the age of
nineteen but will have to work with the
DIUS in relation to those aged between
fourteen and nineteen.  School pupils and
it would appear those who are in sixth
form colleges will be the responsibility of
the DCSF.  Those in further education
colleges will be the responsibility of the
DIUS and the institution will be
accountable to the DIUS.  

There will be changes to the funding for
students in both sixth form colleges and
further education colleges, with the
responsibility moving from the Learning
Skills Council to Local Education
Authorities.  The Learning Skills Council
will retain responsibility for the delivery
and funding of apprenticeships.
The changes reflect the emphasise which
is now being placed on the holistic
approach of Every Child Matters to
improve outcomes for children and
families and echoes the changes in local
government where education and social
services are already merged in children’s
services departments.  However it
remains to be seen how all the
uncertainties surrounding the delivery of
fourteen to nineteen reform and
vocational training for young people and
adults will be resolved.   

Claire O’Rourke
Child Law Partnership

Department for Children,
Schools and Families
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The winner of the ‘Outstanding
Newcomer in the Field of Child Law
Award’ was announced at Hershman/Levy
Memorial Lecture on Thursday 28 June 2007
at London South Bank University.  The
award, which is now in its third year, was
launched in memory of David Hershman QC
and aims to recognise the contributions of
newcomers to the field of child law and to
encourage them to continue to play an
active role in shaping the future.  

To be eligible for the award nominees must
be solicitors, barristers, trainees, pupils or
students and have been working in the field
of child law for 5 years or less.  The
nomination has to demonstrate that the
nominee has made a contribution to good
practice, facilitating children’s voices or the
development of the field of child law.

There was tough competition for the 2007
award.  The panel eventually settled on
Sophia Khan as they felt that as a newcomer
she had achieved a great deal in a short
space of time within an organisation that
works hard to promote access to justice for
children.  Sophia also received two separate
nominations and there was a great deal of
support for her nomination.

Congratulations Sophia Khan! 

The winning nomination:

SOPHIA KHAN 
NYAS Solicitor
Admitted December 2004
Sophia has been employed by NYAS since
January 2005, having qualified in December
2004.  Sophia’s training contract was
completed in private practice where she
focused on family, mental health and
immigration and this gave her a sound

basis for the variety of advice and
challenges in representation of many of the
young people who contact the Charity.

Sophia has, as we anticipated matured
into a competent and highly valued
member of the NYAS legal team. She
commands a high level of respect from
colleagues, other professionals and the
children and young people she advises
and represents as a result of her
commitment and dedication. 

Sophia has been instrumental in the
advocacy support offered to young people
by NYAS. She has worked alongside NYAS
sessional staff, Coordinators and Senior
Advocates who have remarked on her
tenacity and ability to get to grips with
complex situations involving young people
and their families/carers.
Sophia has always shown a high level of
sensitivity, compassion and
professionalism towards every young
person she has come into contact with
and this has been particularly important in
the work of NYAS in providing advocacy
services to looked after children and
young people.  Sophia is always accessible
and approachable and is willing to go the

extra mile to gain a better outcome for a
young person.

Sophia’s work in representing children
who are the subject of private law
proceedings where NYAS have been
appointed as a 9.5 Guardian involve the
most difficult and intractable of cases
where litigation may have been ongoing
for many years.  Sophia has an
outstanding ability to conduct these cases
in a child centred and child focused way,
ensuring that the children are central to
the proceedings and are clearly heard. Her
work in this field has been the subject of
positive comment by those she has
worked with.

We are delighted and proud to put Sophia
forward for this award in recognition of
her hard work and commitment to
ensuring that children and young people
are given a voice. It is an endorsement of
the popularity and respect commanded by
Sophia as a newcomer in the field of
Child Law.

Debbie Singleton/Mary Mullin
National Youth Advocacy Service

Sophia also received a second nomination
from Neil Bullock of Coram Chambers and
her nomination was supported by a
number of other professionals.

Outstanding Newcomer in the
Field of Child Law
HERSHMAN AWARD 2007

Sophia Khan - proud winner of the ALC
Newcomer Award 2007

Sophia Khan and the NYAS team photos
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Ashford, M, Chard, A, and
Redhouse, N (2006) 

Defending Young People.  

London, LAG. 

930 pages
Paperback
ISBN 978-1-903307-34-1 (paperback)

For all those readers whose practice
covers both child care law and practice
and a criminal defence service, this
book is invaluable. Written by solicitors,
Mark Ashford and Naomi Redhouse,
and Alex Chard who is Director of
YCTCS Ltd, a company which provides
services for young offenders and socially
excluded children, it is practical,
informed and very comprehensive.

Chapters include: young people and
crime, youth justice, local authority
duties under the CA 1989, police
powers, decisions to prosecute,
reprimands and warnings, court powers
and procedure, modes of trial, bail,
remands, sentencing, reports, secure
accommodation, children and young
people as witnesses, and several
chapters on specific sentences for
example community orders, discharges,
financial orders custody, referrals and
breach of orders.

The book also includes chapters on
prevention of youth crime, parental
involvement, and mentally disordered
young offenders.
There are many useful additional items
in the appendices, and the text is

backed by case law, statute, subsidiary
legislation, and guidance. 

This book is very clearly written, and it
carries authority, making it useful for all
practitioners and academics who work
with young offenders.

Sikand, Maya (2006) 

ASBOs

London, LAG. 

454 pages
Paperback
ISBN 978-1-903307-41-4 (paperback)

This book is written by Maya Sikand, a
barrister at Garden Court Chambers in
London. She specialises in criminal
defence work and crime-related civil
work. The book evidences the
combination of her clear thinking,
knowledge and her expertise. Edward
Fitzgerald, in his foreword says that ‘I
came to the issue with little prior
knowledge of ASBOs. Having read it, I
feel equipped to represent people on
ASBOs, at all levels, and sufficiently
informed to engage in the wider debate
as to the fair and civilised legal response
to the real life issues of anti-social
behaviour.’ If the book can do that for
him, then it promises much for us too!

The ‘stand alone’ Anti Social Behaviour
Orders (ASBOs) began in April 1999,
created by Section 1 of the Crime and
Disorder Act 1998.  In 2002, ‘post
conviction’ ASBOs came into being under
the same Act section 1C, accompanied by

‘county court ASBOs’ in section 1B in the
same year. These orders are complex, and
they are radically different in their
procedure, therefore the book devotes a
separate chapter to each. 

The use of ASBOs has been criticised in
some quarters as much or more than it
is applauded.  Brought into control anti
social behaviour, the orders can be
triggered by a ‘frighteningly wide’
range of behaviours, the contents of
the orders can be ‘frighteningly wide’ in
their prohibitions, and the range of
punishments draconian.  Interestingly, in
2003, statistics show that 42% of
ASBOs were breached, 55% of
breaches were punished with a
custodial term, and 46% of young
people received an immediate custodial
sentence for breach of an ASBO.

Rayden and Jackson  (2007) 

on Divorce and Family
Matters (18th Edition)   

London, Lexis Nexis. 

2 Looseleaf binders and Four bound
volumes: 
Vol 1(1) Historical Introduction to Status, Vol
1(2) Children to forms and Precedents,
Vols 2(1) and 2(2) Statutory Materials.
ISBN 0-406-94823-2 (complete set)
Cost £510 (complete set)

Edited by Mark Everall, Nigel Dyer, Philip
Waller and Rebecca Bailey-Harris, with
the Rt Hon Sir Mathew Thorpe and GJ
Maple as Consulting Editors, and a
formidable list of well known specialist

Book Reviews
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contributors, this new, updated, 18th
Edition addresses the many recent
changes in Family Law, including the
reform of Adoption law and procedure.

The last edition had anticipated a major
reform of divorce law but this has not
materialised, so the present situation of
heterosexual married or cohabiting
couples is little improved. However, the
Civil Partnership and the Gender
Recognition Acts of 2004 have
improved the situation for people in
same sex relationships and the status of
transsexual persons.

The new edition focuses throughout on
the impact of the Human Rights Act on
the implementation of family law in the
family courts in England and Wales,
including the rights of children in public
law proceedings, non-discrimination on
the grounds of gender and sexual
orientation. Other major legal and
procedural changes are included, for
example, adoption reform and the
growing impact of mediation in the
family courts.
The bound volumes are all up to date as
at 1 January 2005, and the loose leaf
volumes are regularly updated, keeping
the whole set relevant and accurate.

Family Law practitioners often deal
with a mixture in practice of divorce,
matrimonial property, ancillary relief,
contact, and child protection matters
and they value the comprehensive
information on all these topics included
in Rayden and Jackson. This new
edition maintains the high standards of
authority and accuracy set in the past,
and makes busy practitioners’ lives
easier by locating necessary
information:  statutes, statutory
instruments, case law, precedents and
legal discussion all in one place.  

Clarke Hall and Morrison

on Children

London, Lexis Nexis 

454 pages
6 Loose Leaf Binders 
(including Bulletins, Index and Tables).
ISBN 0406996628 and
9780406996626 (complete set)

General Editor, Richard White. Editors
include Paul Carr, Stephen Cobb, Nigel
Lowe, Susan Maidment, Angela M Nield,
and His Honour Judge David Pearl. The
Bulletin Editor is Jonathan Montgomery
and Consultant Editors are The Rt Hon
Baroness Hale of Richmond, and the Hon
Mr Justice Ryder.

This well known and authoritative work
needs no introduction to experienced
child and family lawyers, but just because
it is so well known, it is not often
reviewed.  It is a pleasure, therefore, to
bring it now to the attention of ALC
members, particularly new practitioners
or those who may be making decisions
on how best to spend their reference
library budget.

The major advantage of Clarke Hall and
Morrison on Children is its undoubted
authority and its comprehensive cover of
all aspects of child law. The first five
volumes cover – Volume 1: The Children
Act 1989 and other Family Proceedings,
the court’s powers, wardship and the
inherent jurisdiction, care proceedings,
investigation, assessment and emergency
protection, procedural matters, local
authority statutory functions and 
data protection. 
Volume 2: Care standards, child abduction
and adoption. Volume 3: financial
provision for children, family protection,
education, and special needs. Volume 4:
youth justice, sentencing, children’s rights

and the role of the Children’s
Commissioner. Volume 5: Materials from
the Home Office, Department of Health,
Department of Education, Lord
Chancellor’s Department, Law Society and
European Union.

The whole of the publication is updated
regularly to ensure its continued accuracy.

It is easy to find your way around Clarke
Hall and Morrison on Children when
hunting for a specific point. The index at
the end of each volume is clear. The
statutes and Statutory Instruments
relevant for each topic are included in that
volume for ease of reference, for example,
a quick hunt in the index to check the
admissibility in evidence of statements
made by a child during psychotherapy
alleging past sexual abuse, provided the
page number, paragraph, leading to
useful information, including case law and
a discussion of the tensions between
provision of clinical therapy and the needs
of the courts in legal proceedings.

Barbara Mitchels
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Your Shout Too!
On July 10, the  NSPCC
published 'Your Shout
Too!-a survey of the
views of children and
young people involved
in court proceedings
when their parents
divorce or separate'.  

The research which has been carried out

with the assistance of CAFCASS  by Judith

Timms, Sue Bailey and June Thoburn

addressed four key aspects of the young

peoples experiences: their understanding

of the court processes: 

• Their satisfaction or
otherwise with their level
of involvement in the
decision making
processes. 

• Their satisfaction or
otherwise with the
professional services
provided before and
during the court
proceedings. 

• Their satisfaction or
otherwise with the
residence and contact
arrangements made.

All the children in the survey were aged

between 11 and 18 and had either been

the subject of a section 7 welfare report

prepared by a CAFCASS family court

advisor or had been separately

represented under the provisions of the

Family Proceedings Rule 9.5.

The research findings will make a timely

contribution to current debates about the

need to open up the family courts to

greater public scrutiny and the

consultation about the separate

representation of the views and interests

of the children at the centre of the

proceedings.

Barbara Esam 
Lawyer Public Policy 
Child Protection Awareness
Department 
NSPCC 
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What is a Child Care
Solicitor?

A child care solicitor
was asked by her
young child, “Mummy,
what is a child care
solicitor?”  She found
it hard to answer the
question, although
she could think of
plenty of things that
she was not…

NOT A DOCTOR, but she must
understand, evaluate and question the
opinions of the most eminent experts in
paediatrics, psychiatry, radiology and
many other fields;

NOT A SOCIAL WORKER, but she must
keep up to date with the latest
developments and research in social work,
understand in detail how the social care
system operates and be able to use that
knowledge for the benefit of her client;

NOT A POLICE OFFICER, but she must
understand the laws and procedures that
govern some of the most complex police
investigations;

NOT AN ENGINEER, but she must
analyse mechanisms of injury and relate
them to the medical and other evidence
in the case;

NOT A PSYCHOLOGIST, but she must
know about a whole range of
psychological issues, such as development
and attachment;

NOT A MANAGER, but she must manage
a situation, plan a strategy, utilise resources
and manpower available to achieve the
required outcome efficiently;

NOT A DIPLOMAT, but she must
negotiate with professional and lay people,
often intense and emotionally-charged
situations, achieving the best for a client
who may not know or want what is in
their own best interests;

NOT A PHYSIOLOGIST, but she must
understand the complex effects of drugs
and alcohol on the human body, both
adult and child;

NOT A RACING DRIVER OR
CHAUFFEUR, but she is often required to
be at several different courts in one day,
getting quickly but safely between them;

NOT A BARRISTER, but she is required to
conduct advocacy in all levels of court in
some of the most complex and contentious
cases;

NOT A COMEDIAN OR ENTERTAINER,
but she must be able to relax her clients
and improve the way they feel, without
causing them to feel that she is making
fun of the situation; and place young
children at ease and gain their trust,
often whilst discussing matters that will
cause profound distress;

NOT A ROBOT, but able to put emotions
temporarily aside, continue working in all
situations and scenarios, even if they are
of a threatening or distressing nature. Be
able to give 100% effort even at the end
of a long busy day, regardless of her
physical, emotional or mental state. 

She eventually concluded that a child care
solicitor has to be both a Jack-of-all-
trades and a master of one!

George Eddon
based on “What is an
Ambulanceman”, by Paul Medland,
published at

http://mysite.wanadoo-

members.co.uk/paul-

medland/CRM_0.htm#what%20is

Note from the Editor
And one might add 

NOT A BANK MANAGER, but …..



July 2007 Issue 4026

Dates for your Diary

FURTHER DETAILS AVAILABLE FROM:  NAGALRO, PO BOX 264, ESHER, SURREY, KT10 OWA
TEL NO: 01372 818504, FAX NO: 01372 818505, EMAIL: NAGALRO@GLOBALNET.CO.UK

LETTERBOX CONTACT: NEGOTIATING LONG TERM SOLUTIONS

Research indicates that letterbox contact is often viewed as a plea-bargained outcome for disputed contact matters in

adoption. Increasingly, contact is anticipated in planned adoption placements. This conference aims to explore the complexity of

letterbox contact, viewing it as an outcome in its own right. New research findings will be presented within the context of the

current legal and social work policy and practice.

Date:  Tuesday 11 September 2007

Time: 8.45AM for 9.15AM START – 4.30PM

Venue: Leeds Metropolitan University Civic 
Quarter Campus

Cost:  £100.00 If booked before 28/08/07

£110.00 If booked after 28/08/07

£45.00  For Families / Carers

Discount: 10% Discount to Groups of 3 or More
from the Same Organisation. (Made at 
same time of booking).

CPD
Accreditation: For Solicitors & Social Workers

Keynote Speakers:

Julie Selwyn, Director of the Hadley Centre for Adoption and
Foster Care Studies, at the University of Bristol. 

Mary Lane B.A Hons. [Psychology], Master in Social Work [CQSW],
and LL.B, Solicitor in Private Practice and Chair of BAAF Legal
Advisory Group Committee.  

Edwina Brocklesby PhD BSc (Econ) CQSW Director, Parents for
Children

To book a place on this conference contact Charlotte Lindsell
on 020 7520 2880 or by 

E-mail: charlotte@parentsforchildren.org.uk 
Web: www.parentsforchildren.org.uk  By 05/09/07

ASSESSING ADULT ATTACHMENT FOR FAMILY COURTS

This course will give practitioners the tools to use knowledge of adult attachment to extend their understanding of the adults whom
they assess, and see how this impacts upon dependent children.

London, Thursday, 22 November 2007 Plymouth, Wednesday, 23 January 2008
Exeter, Thursday, 24 January 2008 London, Thursday, 24 April 2008

ADOPTION AND CHILDREN ACT

This course will look at recent legislation and the accompanying guidance and will introduce practitioners to the new way of
practising and the new legal framework.  The course is an essential introduction to developments in adoption and permanency

London: Friday, 28 September 2007 London, Tuesday, 25 September 2007 
for experienced practitioners for practitioners new to the field 
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Dates for your Diary

NAGALRO Autumn Conference on 8 October 2007 in Central London

"SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP - UNFORESEEN CONSEQUENCES?
This Conference will address the impact of the new Special Guardianship Order on family welfare and legal practice across the
country. Attending will provide you with a national perspective at this formative stage to apply to practice in your locality.
Speakers will link Special Guardianship to other ways of achieving permanence and appraise what works best. This timely
Conference is designed to build practice expertise and understanding across disciplines. 

Speakers from the law, government, voluntary agencies and research will look at how this new order is changing the landscape
for children.  Topics will include:

• The place of Special Guardianship in the menu or 

orders, and the developing case law 

• Variations of interpretation and implementation 

across the country

• Children:  the effect on permanence options - will 

adoption survive? 

• Perspectives of adult carers:  what suits different 

families, support needs and pressures from local

authorities

Speakers to be advised

The conference will be of interest to academics, barristers, solicitors, social workers, family court reporters, guardians, family mediators, judges,

administrators, magistrates and researchers in social policy.  It  will attract 6 hours CPD Credit from the Law Society. The Conference is

approved by the Lord Chancellor under and for the purposes of Section 63 of the Justices of the Peace Act 1979. 
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Start the CPD year with 11+ hours of valuable points

ASSOCIATION OF LAWYERS 
FOR CHILDREN 

18th ANNUAL CONFERENCE

PUSH ME – PULL YOU
THE FUTURE OF JUSTICE FOR CHILDREN?

MIDDAY THURSDAY, 15 NOVEMBER – 
MIDDAY SATURDAY, 17 NOVEMBER 2007

Midland Hotel
Manchester

Keynote Speaker

Mr Justice McFarlane

Register to receive the Programme 
in September by e-mailing the 

conference administrator: 

karen.goldthorpe@btinternet.com
Waverley House, 

Park Lane, 
Melton Mowbray

Leics. LE13 0PT  
Tel: 01664 569134

Sponsored by Jordan Publishing Ltd

l CHILD LAW UPDATE 

l ADOPTION UPDATE  

l PUBLIC LAW OUTLINE 

l IMPACT OF DOMESTIC

VIOLENCE ON

CHILDREN 

l PAEDIATRIC

OVERVIEW ON 

CHILD ABUSE 

l ADOPTION/SPECIAL

GUARDIANSHIP 

l PSYCHOLOGICAL

TESTING  

CPD accredited by 

Bar Council, Law Society

and ILEX.

 


