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About Garden Court Chambers

The Beginning

Garden Court Chambers, located at Lincoln’s Inn Fields has come a long way from its origins in 1974. It was then that six barristers just out of pupillage set up, with the help of a loan, in three rooms in Lincoln's Inn. 

At the time, their aspirations were regarded as revolutionary if not subversive. 

They wanted 

· To provide socially useful legal services, supporting and complementing law centres. 

· To work in an environment that was democratic with a balance of sexes and races. 

· To train pupils and pay them. 

· To argue cases that made a difference; in particular, to engage in the struggle for human rights (at a time when the term was regarded with nothing less than ridicule) and for sexual and racial justice - if necessary, working for no reward. 

Such ambitions, they realised, could only be achieved by setting up a new set of their own. Indeed, today three of the founders are still members of Chambers. 

Over the years Chambers expanded, it moved; first to Farrar's Building in the Inner Temple and finally to our present home. By the year 2000 three floors of 2 Garden Court and one of 1 Garden Court were still not enough and so we acquired additional premises in Devereux Court, just outside the Judge's Gate. Following continued expansion, in the summer of 2005, we changed our name to Garden Court Chambers and moved to 4 newly renovated 17th century houses in Lincoln’s Inn Fields.
The aspirations of our founders are as integral to Chambers now as they were then. 
Through thick and thin the commitment of the members of Chambers and staff has not wavered and much of the founders original vision has been achieved. With some innovations being accepted by the Bar in general and some even becoming compulsory! Our casework has substantially contributed to the progress of the law and to social progress. Turn to the reported cases and you will find, in all our areas of practice, that counsel from Garden Court Chambers have argued in the defence of the rights of accused and in furtherance of the rights of individuals against the state in landmark decisions. Time and again the stance taken has been bold and inventive and, in the end, successful. 

And, as times move on, our belief in our motto Recte faciendo neminem timens (Do right, fear no-one!) and our commitment to principle and to the quality of our service to our clients remains as strong as ever. 

The Present

In 2004 we celebrated 30 years since Garden Court Chambers came into being. During this time Chambers has worked with literally thousands of campaigning organisations and individuals to fight injustice and inequality. We intend to continue this fight for another 30 years and beyond! 

Garden Court Chambers is a multi-disciplinary chambers offering cutting edge legal advice from a strongly client focused point of view.

We have specialist teams of barristers working in the following areas of law:

Crime

Family

Housing

Immigration

General civil work

Claims against the police and public authorities

Employment and discrimination

Inquests

Public and administrative law

Mental health

Community care

Planning & Environmental law

Gypsy and Traveller rights

Prison Law
Mediation
International Law

Leading multi-disciplinary chambers 

Our multi-disciplinary expertise has proved vital to clients where cases bridge a number of areas. This innovative approach to such cases has often resulted in positive developments in the law. 

We have an on-going history of ground-breaking cases 

We have been involved in many landmark cases and decisions, particularly in the areas of crime, immigration, claims against the police and public authorities, and inquests. We have acted in many of the recent anti-terrorism cases and have historically been involved in overturning great miscarriages of justice - such as the Birmingham Six and the case of Derek Bentley. 

A passionate belief in human rights and social justice 

Whilst preserving our duty of independence, our own strong ethics and a passionate belief in human rights and social justice affect all of the areas in which we practice. The work we attract often reflects this and we have advised and represented organisations such as JUSTICE, Liberty, Inquest, the Equal Opportunities Commission, Disability Rights Commission and Commission for Racial Equality and the new Equality and Human Rights Commission. 

It can also be seen in the fact that many of our barristers take on a substantial amount of pro-bono work, and Garden Court Chambers has been a winner of the Bar Pro Bono Award. 

A fearlessly progressive attitude 

We have recently  completed a three-year Legal Services Commission contract providing advice and representation in the fields of immigration, housing and employment law. We were the first chambers to stand forward to take on this Special Support Service role and we are the only chambers to have won a contract in three different areas. Although our contract has finished we are continuing some of the areas of work which began with the contract, e.g. circulating regular bulletins on these three areas of law.
We actively support others to encourage positive progress through all members of chambers contributing to a 'Special Fund', which, in turn, contributes to the work of smaller organisations doing legal, campaigning or charitable work in defence of civil liberties and social justice. 

Practice Areas

Criminal Law

What others say …..

Chambers UK 2011
"Renowned for its 'hard-hitting criminal advocates' and 'strong ethos that sets store by the rights of the individual', Garden Court is a multi-disciplinary set that proves strong in a number of areas. Solicitors particularly value the fact that 'you always get 100% effort from the members here', the majority of whom handle pro bono cases as part of their practice."
Co-head of chambers Courtenay Griffiths QC, is 'an exceptional advocate' who has recently branched out from his general practice to become involved in war crimes-related matters. So excellent is his reputation and expertise, that many solicitors view him as their primary counsel of choice. 

Equally sought after by solicitors is Henry Blaxland QC. 'A calm advocate that juries warm to and are convinced by', Blaxland has represented defendants in a number of high profile terrorism trials. 'His knowledge of recent case law is almost encyclopaedic', enthused one source.

 Michael Turner QC is 'tenacious, hard-working, and dedicated to providing excellent client care.' A true expert on shaken baby syndrome, he has recently achieved successes in a number of cases in this area. 

Adding to the set's impressive pool of silks this year is Judy Khan QC. She is applauded for her 'energy, intellect and exceptional client care', and sources are convinced her transition to silk will be a very natural and smooth one. She recently acted as leading defence counsel in a highly complicated murder case.

Of the set's juniors, Adrian Eissa is 'someone likely to be joining Khan in silk very soon.' He recently appeared in the first ever criminal trial in the UK in which a jury was not present."

Our criminal defence team is known for its fighting spirit, fearless commitment to clients and unwavering determination to be a voice for those disadvantaged by poverty, discrimination, racism and abuses of State power. The team is extremely diverse and is the largest in chambers consisting of almost 50 practitioners, including nine silks. We have defended in - and won - many of the landmark cases that have defined modern criminal law. Indeed the earliest case on lost evidence and abuse of process (R v Birmingham and Others) was an argument taken by members of the team. 

Historically, we have been instructed in all the major public order trials emanating from political and / or other beliefs, beginning with the Mangrove Nine trial in 1971 and continuing over the years with trials originating from the Balcombe Street Siege, the miners' strike (including the Orgreave Riot trial), anti-apartheid demonstrations, anti-poll-tax demonstrations, the Whitemoor prison escape, the uprising of the Yarslwood immigration detainees, GM crops protesting (in particular representing members of Greenpeace), the May Day demonstrations and animal rights protesting. We are proud to have played our part in developing the concept of community self-defence in trials arising out of racial tension such as the Bradford Twelve, the Newham Seven, the Newham Eight and more recently, the Burnley, Oldham and Bradford trials. Since the introduction of SOCPA 2005, we have been instructed in many of the first prosecutions under the Act (such as on behalf of the anti-war protestors Brian Haw and Milan Rai, and most recently in the first prosecution of animal rights protestors pursuant to s.145 of SOCPA, R v Kirtley and others). We also regularly represent arms trade protestors (see for example, R v Anwyn Jones & others). 

Additionally we have strong appellate expertise, having being instructed in seminal miscarriage of justice cases / CCRC referrals such as the Guildford Four, Birmingham Six, Judith Ward, Carl Bridgewater, Derek Bentley, Johnson, Davis and Rowe, Hanratty and R v Pendleton (now the leading case in "fresh evidence" appeals). Our recent successful appeals include the fresh evidence case of Suzanne Holdsworth (the Teesside baby-sitter) and R v Altaf Hussain (the last in a long line of CCRC referrals from the 80s and 90s known as the Pakistani controlled delivery cases). Another aspect of our appellate work is pro bono death penalty appeals in the Privy Council arising mainly from convictions in the Caribbean. 

In recent times we have been instructed in the majority of the high profile terrorism trials including Ricin, Omagh, R v Khyam & Others (the "fertiliser bomb plot" trial), the "dirty bomb" trial and the "airlines plot" trial. We have also been involved in challenges to the terrorism legislation itself and the availability of defences in such cases (for example, R v Rowe) as well as challenges to the sentencing regimes (R v Bharot, Attorney General's References (Nos. 85, 86 & 87 of 2007) sub nom R v Tsouli, Mughal & Al-Daour). We have been instructed in the earliest prosecutions for breaches of control orders and continue to challenge the ambit of the law on "reasonable excuse" in this context. 

Whilst we have a strong presence at the Old Bailey and have defended in many high profile murder cases (for example, the much publicised 2002 Damilola Taylor trial; and more recently the murders of City lawyer Tom ap Rhys Pryce; the City banker John Monckton; PC Nasri and the Hammersmith school boy Kodjo Yenga), we are instructed in trials covering the spectrum of criminality all over England & Wales. Members of the team are regularly instructed in the whole range of fraud cases from carousel and white collar to VAT and housing benefit, as well as money laundering and confiscation cases. We have also challenged the sentencing regime under the CJA 2003, in particular IPP sentences, adding to the wealth of case law on the subject. 

The international dimension of the criminal defence work we do has grown considerably in recent times. Members of our team are currently instructed in war crimes cases in the Special Court of Sierra Leone and The Hague (representing the former President of Liberia, Charles Taylor). Other members of the team provide ECHR training to emerging states and are involved in conflict and post-conflict resolution around the world.

We share a multidisciplinary approach with others in Chambers and a number of us also practice in the fields of judicial review (in particular challenges to youth court practice and procedure), extradition, inquests into deaths in custody (as well as deaths in hospitals and army barracks), police actions, mental health review tribunals, and prison law. The expertise within Chambers means we are also able to call on other specialists in immigration and family law to assist in specific cases as appropriate. We also have a particular expertise in the now vast range of quasi-criminal orders (such as ASBOs) which are available both on a stand-alone and post-conviction basis. 

Another related area, in which we have played a part in exposing institutional racism, is in the field of public inquiries. Members of the team represented the CRE and Duwayne Brookes in the Stephen Lawrence Inquiry (which resulted in the publication of Macpherson Report, regarded by many as a defining moment in British race relations) and the family of Zahid Mubarek in the Mubarek Inquiry. 

Many of our team have written, lectured (both nationally and internationally), appeared on the television and spoken on the radio in relation to crime, the criminal justice system, youth justice, human rights and civil liberties. Some of the team are authors of text books and / or contributors to legal journals and criminal text books, including Blackstone's. 
Family law
What others say…..

Chambers UK 2011

"Maggie Jones of Garden Court Chambers is particularly admired for representing parents in care proceedings."

The Family Team are a well respected and highly committed team of family practitioners specialising in children's law. The team is best known for public law children work, acting for children, parents and local authorities in care and adoption proceedings, but we also do a wide range of other work, including private law children work and cases involving forced marriages, foreign adoptions, surrogacy and child abduction.

We come from a wide range of backgrounds, and some of our members were previously solicitors on the Children's Panel. Between us we have a unique range of skills, expertise and experience equipping us to face the increasingly complex challenges of family law.

We have been involved in some very high profile cases over the last few years and are regularly instructed in complex and serious cases, but are equally committed to cases in the lower courts where the outcome for the clients is equally significant. We consider that client care is extremely important, both in terms of going the extra mile for lay clients and working closely with solicitors on cases.

We are all members of Garden Court Chambers because of our commitment to social justice and civil liberties which lies at the heart of all children's law cases The inter-disciplinary expertise within Chambers is unrivalled. Having easy access to the expertise of colleagues specialising in immigration, housing, welfare benefits, mental health, community care and crime and being able to work closely with them in particular cases is an enormous advantage for us as a Family Team. Within Chambers there are top practitioners who are routinely consulted in cases that involve crossovers between family law and other areas of law, both as practitioners and as experts.

We are known for our warm, user friendly approach, as is our specialist team of clerks. Our aim is to work together to provide the best possible service to solicitors and lay clients alike.

Some of our specialisms

· Care proceedings 

· Family cases where the child who is the subject of the application seeks to participate directly in the court proceedings 

· Family cases involving mental health issues 

· Family cases where one or both partners are gay 

· Cases where parents have learning disabilities 

· Children's cases with an international or immigration aspect 

· Divorce and nullity 

· All section 8 applications including residence and contact 

· Domestic violence, harassment and committals adoption 

· Child abduction ancillary relief 

The team has members at all levels of seniority, including silks, recorders and District Judges as well as committed and able junior practitioners who manage to combine a busy practice with pro bono and voluntary work. Between us we undertake a broad range of work with individual specialisation in key areas.

We have counsel of first choice for NYAS (National Youth Advisory Service) and the Official Solicitor. 
Public Law

Our team is used to dealing with serious and complex cases. 

These include Behre v London Borough of Hillingdon [2003] EWHC 2075 Admin; and Haringey London Borough Council (2) Hackney London Borough Council V Mrs S & 7 Ors (2006) [2006] EWHC 2001 (Fam) Fam Div (Ryder J) 25/7/2006 Care Proceedings - Child Protection - Children - Non Accidental Injury - Care arrangements for child subjected to assault and willful neglect - Witchcraft - Ndoki - Kindoki where the court set out care arrangements made for children who had had a parent convicted of assault and willful neglect in respect of ritual harm associated with witchcraft to one of the children.

We have represented all parties in public law proceedings under the Children Act and Adoption Act - children, parents, extended family and local authorities. We can also advise on the effects of these Acts.

Our chambers experience in crime and immigration is often invaluable to these cases. We regularly represent unaccompanied asylum-seeking children, advising them, as well as their local authority.

Private Law

Where children are involved, we work hard to ensure that negotiations are sensitive and productive. Legal proceedings can be traumatic for everyone involved. But we won't shy away from recommending the most appropriate course of action, however difficult it may be. 

Domestic Violence

It is not unusual for a client to have already suffered years of emotional or physical abuse before protective proceedings are commenced. Our team understand the importance of being sensitive and sympathetic at all times. 

Child Abduction

Losing a child is one of the most harrowing experiences anyone can face. We're experienced at handling the legal and emotional complexities of child abductions.

Ancillary relief

Ancillary relief proceedings often involve substantial assets, worth a great deal. But for those with very few assets, suffering losses can be even more devastating. 

We'll do whatever we can to lessen financial hardship. Our experience in housing and property law often proves to be particularly valuable. We regularly handle property disputes between co-owners, cohabitants and family members - including Trusts of Land Act applications, occupation orders, transfers of tenancy and mortgage cases involving allegations of undue influence.

Our Members 

Practitioners within the team have written, broadcast and lectured extensively on matters relating to family rights and child care issues. Seminars have also been provided to Local Authority Legal Departments and family solicitors. Several members are regular contributors to legal journals or are the authors of textbooks on family law and related subjects. This supplements the ongoing voluntary work of members with charities, support and pressure groups.

Housing Law

What others say …..

Chambers UK 2011
"Best known for representing tenants, Garden Court is home to a wealth of intelligent and passionate barristers who are 'extremely committed to their work and always willing to go that extra mile.' Clients appreciate the set's strength and depth in a range of disciplines, such as immigration and civil liberties, which naturally complements its housing expertise. The full spectrum of housing law is catered for here, particularly homelessness, unlawful eviction and disrepair issues."

Jan Luba QC is hailed as the 'best appellant advocate in the field.' Peers admire the ease with which he 'commands the courtroom,' and instructing solicitors agree he is 'clearly in a different league from almost everyone else at the Housing Bar'. Luba is invariably seen at the forefront of cases concerning the relationship between housing and the Human Rights Act. 

He has been joined in silk this year by Stephen Knafler QC, which comes as no surprise to those experienced in instructing him: 'He just devours information and seizes on the killer points immediately, making his speed of turnaround unmatched,' say admiring solicitors.

Liz Davies receives outstanding praise for her expertise on homelessness and housing allocation work. Instructing solicitors turn to her for particularly tricky legal points, safe in the knowledge that 'she will always spot what has never been noticed before.' Davies is noted for her 'clarity of expression and probing cross-examination' in the courtroom. 

David Watkinson is very experienced in this sector and is renowned for putting up a 'brave and compassionate fight for the underdog.' 

Stephen Cottle also fights hard for his clients, and is commended by sources for being 'extremely driven and determined.' The increasingly popular

Edward Fitzpatrick attracts attention for his 'fantastic advocacy skills and tremendous enthusiasm for the subject,' whilst 

Beatrice Prevatt is praised for being 'personable and thorough.'

Finally, Bethan Harris makes her debut in the tables this year, praised for her 'accurate and meticulous approach,' and her 'fantastic rapport with clients'."

A dedicated and professional team of experts

Garden Court Chambers has one of the largest specialist housing law teams in the country and a reputation for excellence in this area. We cover all aspects of housing law including security of tenure, unlawful eviction, homelessness, allocation of social housing, disrepair and housing benefit. We’re particularly committed to representing tenants, other occupiers and homeless people. 

We also advise on other issues related to housing : Gypsies and Travellers; disability issues; welfare benefits; ASBOs and ASBIs; community care; unfair terms in tenancy agreements; general town and country planning matters; grants; licensing of houses in multiple occupation; housing standards; and the housing health and safety rating system. We represent squatters. 

The team advises on the full range of accommodation and support issues concerning migrant welfare and asylum support. We are able to offer a complete service in NASS, Social Services, homelessness and connected Children Act matters.

A housing case can include aspects of immigration, family law, welfare benefits, disability, and criminal law. Thanks to our multidisciplinary approach, we can draw on the wisdom and experience of our colleagues in chambers who specialise in these areas.

The housing law team provides a full service, covering cases from the lowest to the highest courts, as well as undertaking advisory work.

Our work isn’t confined to the courtroom. We also spend time training, advising and writing on housing issues. We were the first chambers to serve as an LSC Specialist Support Service provider in Housing Law, and from 2004 to 2008 we offered specialist support and training under contract direct from the Legal Services Commission.

We regularly contribute articles and case reports to professional publications such as Legal Action, All England Legal Opinion, Solicitors Journal, Landlord and Tenant Review and New Law Journal. 

We have also written or co-written the authoritative books: Defending Possession Proceedings (2006, LAG); Housing Allocation and Homelessness (2006, Jordans), Repairs: Tenants' Rights (LAG); Remedies for Disrepair and Other Building Defects (Sweet & Maxwell), Support for Asylum Seekers (LAG,2009) , Using the Housing Act 2004 (2005, Jordans) and Housing Law Handbook ( Law Society,2009). We have also written The Homelessness Act 2002: A Special Bulletin (2002, Jordans) and Housing and the Human Rights Act: A Special Bulletin (2000, Jordans).

Over many years, we have supported the HLPA (Housing Law Practitioners' Association) as both ordinary and executive members, and by giving talks and attending meetings. We have also taken part in numerous training courses provided by or in association with the Legal Action Group, the Law Society, Liberty and others. We are proud of the professional, approachable and up-to-date housing law service that we provide. 
Notable Cases
We have taken part in many of the leading housing cases of recent years. A brief selection of recent reported cases from the House of Lords and Court of Appeal in which members of the team appeared includes:

· Birmingham City Council v Paul Walker [2007] UKHL 22.
· Price v Leeds City Council and Kay v Lambeth LBC [2006] UKHL 10; [2006] 2 WLR 570
· Kay v Lambeth LBC and London & Quadrant Housing Trust [2006] UKHL 10 
· Birmingham City Council v Walker [2006] EWCA Civ 815 
· Conville (R on the application of) v London Borough of Richmond Upon Thames [2006] EWCA Civ 718
· Bristol City Council v Hasan & Anor [2006] EWCA Civ 656
· R (M) v Slough BC [2006] EWCA Civ 655
· Barnet LBC v Ismail and Abdi [2006] EWCA Civ 383
· Regina v. Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte Limbuela (FC) (2005). 
· Al-Ameri v Kensington & Chelsea RLBC [2004] 2 AC 159, HL
· Council of the City of Manchester v Romano (Sharon):Council of the City of Manchester v Samari (Yvonne) (2004) [2004] EWCA Civ 834
· London Borough of Newham v Khatun (2) Zeb (3) Iqbal & The Office of Fair Trading (Interested Party) [2004] EWCA Civ 55
· Michalak v Wandsworth London Borough Council [2003] 1 WLR 617 

· Qazi v Harrow London Borough Council [2003] 3 WLR 792 

· South Buckinghamshire District Council v Porter [2003] 2 AC 558 
· R (on the application of Q) v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2003] 2 All ER 905 
· R (on the application of T) v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2003] EWCA Civ 1285 (previously R (on the application S, D & T) v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2003] EWHC 1941 Admin) 

· R (on the application of W) v Lambeth London Borough Council [2002] 2 All ER 901
· Donoghue v Poplar Housing Action & Regeneration Community Association [2002] QB 48 
· Gallagher v Castle Vale Housing Action Trust [2001] 33 HLR 72 
Immigration Law

What others say …..

Chambers UK 2011
"When it comes to immigration law this set remains the number-one choice, largely because of its 'plentiful array of excellent barristers at every level of seniority.' Sources are keen to praise the fantastic training at the set, where the 'juniors really do learn from the best.'

Undoubtedly the jewel in the set's crown is the 'absolutely marvellous' Laurie Fransman QC, whose 'depth of knowledge on nationality law remains unmatched.' He is widely sought out for his opinions on highly sensitive matters because of his pre-eminence and his depth of experience in the field. 

Another admired silk at the set is Ian Macdonald QC , who remains a widely recognised authority, having authored a leading textbook on immigration. Sources say that he is 'the godfather of immigration law.'

Kathryn Cronin attracts a wealth of praise from market commentators for her expertise in immigration cases with a family or childcare element. Her performances in court are 'simply top-notch' and she is 'able to handle the most complicated and challenging matters with confidence and ease.' Sources also commend her generosity with her time and exceptional client manner: 'Clients adore her and would trust her with anything.' 

Duran Seddon also maintains a broad immigration practice. Sources are eager to praise his wealth of enviable attributes: 'Responsive, commercial, thorough, personable and intelligent - an absolute star.' One instructing solicitor enthused: 'He gives me everything I need, I cannot get enough of him.' He has been involved in numerous complex cases involving the interplay between asylum and extradition law. 

Also popular is David Jones, who is praised for his 'fantastic advocacy skills and charming manner.' Sources commend his 'ability to tackle challenging and complex legal arguments' and his energy when it comes to 'wrestling with guidance that is constantly changing.' ]

Peter Jorro has 'absolutely superb knowledge' on asylum and human rights. Instructing solicitors are keen to praise his 'generosity in sharing his knowledge and his willingness to take the time to explain the most complex legal issues.'

Patrick Lewis 'never gives up and takes cases as far as they can go.' He is particularly commended for his exceptional manner with clients: 'He is able to simplify and explain complex procedures and put clients at ease no matter how difficult and stressful the situation.' 
He shares a set with the 'energetic and inspiring' Navtej Singh Ahluwalia, who is said to be a 'really passionate fighter.' Sources praise him for his 'impressively fluid prose and advocacy style that always gets results.' He provides advice on a whole range of immigration and asylum law, but is particularly praised for his expertise on individuals seeking indefinite leave to remain. 
Nadine Finch's best work is done on immigration matters with a family crossover, including trafficked and vulnerable children. 
Stephanie Harrison is commended for her specialist knowledge on immigration-related national security cases. She is said to be 'very impressive and clear on her feet.' 
Ronan Toal is best known for his expertise in cases involving Somali nationals and is said to be 'extremely innovative in his legal thought and always challenging of the legal environment.' 
He is recommended along with Navita Atreya, who is commended for her work on trafficking cases. Sources were keen to applaud her 'fantastic ability in dealing with distressed clients'.
Others who impress at the set include Adrian Berry, who has an extensive British nationality law practice but is also an 'EU whiz-kid' who manages to 'unscramble the EU and social security minefield with ease.'
 His stablemate Sonali Naik is praised for her broad immigration, asylum and nationality practice and has recently been building an enviable reputation as a result of her involvement in judicial review cases. 
The 'enthusiastic and positive' Sadat Sayeed is a popular choice amongst instructing solicitors, who say he is 'always prepared to take on a challenge and never gives up on it when he does.' 
Another 'enthusiastic fighter' to join the rankings this year is Michelle Brewer, who has a growing reputation for her work in this field. She has a 'strong intellect, good business acumen and is extremely approachable'."

Over the last 30 years we have built up an unrivalled reputation for the quality of service our immigration team provide in both advocacy and written work, and for the depth of our commitment to the civil and human rights of our lay clients.

We cover all areas and levels of work, from first-instance immigration judges to the House of Lords and beyond to the European Court of Justice in Luxembourg and the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg. 

Individual members of the team have different specialisms, and we offer the highest level of expertise in all aspects of immigration, asylum and nationality law. 

Refugee Law

We have been at the forefront of attempts to protect and develop key concepts of refugee law including gender-based persecution and particular social groups, exclusion on national security grounds and to safeguard fairness at all stages of the refugee determination procedure. Key cases in which team members have participated have included: 

· Fornah v Secretary of State for the Home Department (2006)
The criteria for classifying women as members of a particular social group were accurately provided by the UNHCR Guidelines on International Protection.
[2006] UKHL 46 18/10/2006. Reported at (2007) 1 AC 412.
Frances Webber and Kathryn Cronin
· Januzi v SSHD (2006)
Internal relocation and refugee status
[2006] UKHL 5 15/2/06. Reported at (2006) 2 AC 426
Stephanie Harrison & Frances Webber
· J v SSHD (2006)
Regarding the application of the refugee convention to feared persecution on homosexuality grounds 
[2006] EWCA Civ 1238 26/7/06 
Femi Omere
· Re B: R v Special Adjudictor ex parte Hoxha (2005)
Regarding cessation provisions of the Refugee Convention and the claim to refugee status based on past persecution.
[2005] UKHL 19 10/3/2005. Reported at (2005) 1 WLR 1063.
Femi Omere
· Sepet and Bulbul v SSHD (2003)
Refugees and conscientious objection to the performance of military service
[2003] UKHL 15 20/3/03. Reported at (2003) 1 WLR 856.
Ian MacDonald QC, Rick Scannell, Nadine Finch
· ZL (1) VL (2) v SSHD and LCD (2003)
Fast-track refugee determination procedures
[2003] EWCA Civ 25 24/1/03. Reported at (2003) 1 All ER 1062
Frances Webber and Louise Hooper Ian MacDonald QC, Rick Scannell, Nadine Finch

· Saad, Diriye and Osorio v SSHD (2001)
Jurisdiction of Immigration Appellate Authority to determine entitlement to refugee status
[2001] EWCA Civ 2008 19/12/01. Reported at (2002) ACD 59.
Ronan Toal, Rick Scannell


Human Rights

What others say …..

Chambers UK 2011

"This long-established set is dedicated to fighting injustice and inequality across a wide range of areas. It acts for individuals and organisations in the areas of crime, immigration, housing, family law prison law, police law, employment and discrimination."

Senior barrister Mark Muller QC has an established reputation in public international law, terrorism and criminal defence. He frequently appears in the ECHR, and recently appeared on behalf of an Armenian national bringing a human rights claim against the Armenian government for unlawfully detaining him on account of his political opinions and beliefs. 

Like Muller, Dexter Dias QC is 'tremendously committed to human rights'. He is something of an expert on inquests and has recently been seen in a number of terrorism-related human rights cases.

New silk Stephen Knafler QC recently appeared in the test case of UE (Nigeria) as to whether community benefits provided by an individual could be a factor in deciding whether their removal from the UK would be a breach of the Article 8 right to private life. Solicitors say that 'his long list of reported cases speaks for itself.'

Stephanie Harrison's strength lies in discrimination cases, particularly those relating to asylum and immigration. Examples of her work include a successful challenge to the Home Office age assessment policy, under which children wrongly detained as adults were being prosecuted for immigration-related offences. 

Nadine Finch is highly regarded for her 'extremely useful combination of childcare and immigration law expertise'.

Edward Grieves is sought out for his human rights expertise in terrorism matters. He recently achieved success for a Tamil appellant in the newly formed Charity Tribunal's first case, with the tribunal finding no improper terrorist links to the appellant and reversing a decision of the Charity Commission to remove him as trustee to a charity. 

Stephen Simblet's practice focuses on claims against the police, prison authorities and psychiatric hospitals. He has a wealth of experience of dealing with judicial reviews and inquests into deaths in custody. One recent work highlight for him was acting in the inquest into the police restraint-related death in custody of Faisal Al-Ani.

Similarly, Leslie Thomas focuses on claims against the police and public authorities. He recently acted for families in a number of high-profile death in custody inquests."

Our cases before the domestic courts frequently raise human rights issues with wide-ranging  implications. 
Notable Cases
· Saadi and others v SSHD (2008)

Article 5 ECHR legality of detention of asylum seekers at Oakington Reception Centre
ECHR Application No. 13229/03 Grand Chamber Judgment 29/1/08. 
Rick Scannell and Duran Seddon 
· Hafizullah Alymedi & 25 Afghan appellants (IAA) and R (SSHD) v IAT (2006)

Afghan Stansted hi-jacked aircraft passenger asylum claims before appellate authority and Divisional Court
[2006] EWCA 1157 4/8/06. Reported at Times, Oct 9, 2006.
Duran Seddon & Patrick Lewis
· R (Baiai v Secretary of State for the Home Department (2006)

Whether a certificate of approval for marriage can be refused to an illegal entrant who asserts the right to marry under Article 12 ECHR 
[2006] EWHC 1454 16/6/06. Reported at (2006) 4 All ER 555
Adrian Berry
· N v SSHD (2005)

Article 3 ECHR and AIDS - whether AIDs victim should be returned to Uganda and thus deprived of life-saving treatment in UK.
[2005] UKHL 31 5/5/05. Reported at (2005) 2 AC 296.
Ian MacDonald QC, Rick Scannell, Femi Omere 
· R (Limbuela) v SSHD (2005)

Breach of Article 3 not to support destitute asylum-seeker
[2005] UKHL 66 3/11/05. Reported at [2006] 1 AC 396. 
Stephen Knafler
· Secretary of State for the Home department v Akaeke (2005)

On administrative delay by the Home Office rendering a decision to remove a person from the UK a disproportionate interference in her right to respect for her family life in the UK
[2005] EWCA Civ 947 27/7/05. Reported at [2005] Imm AR 701
Peter Jorro
· ZT (2005)

Whether the removal of the appellant a Zimbabwean national suffering with HIV/AIDS , would breach article 3 and/or 8 of the ECHR 
[2005] EWCA Civ 1421 24/11/05. Reported at [2006] INLR 256 
Femi Omere
· A v SSHD (2004)

Re. the indefinite detention of foreign nationals and breaches of Articles 14 and 5 ECHR.
[2004] UKHL 56 16/12/04. Reported at [2005) UKHRR 175
Stephanie Harrison
· R (Mambakasa) v SSHD (2003) 

Principles relating to damages for breaches of human rights, in particular Article 8 ECHR outstanding before Court of Appeal, 
[2003] EWHC (Admin) 319 3/3/03 
Duran Seddon
· Hilal v UK (2001)

Applicant's deportation to Tanzania would breach Article 3 of ECHR.
ECHR App. No. 00045276/99 6/3/2001. Reported at 33 EHRR 2.

EC Law

Team members have done significant and important work on the scope of free movement rights for EEA nationals, their family members and for nationals of ‘Association Agreement’ states. Notable cases include: 

· The Queen, on the app of Veli Tum, Mehmet Dari v SSHD (2007)
Re. EC-Turkey Association Agreement and the standstill rules of establishment. Judgment stated that these should be applicable to rules regarding entry and restrictions could not be used against failed asylum-seekers wishing to enter UK to start a business..
ECJ Case C-16/05 20/9/07. Reported at Immigration Law Update Vol 11 (1) pp.1
Nicola Rogers
· Baumbast and R v SSHD, ECJ (2002)
Free movement rights and rights of children of migrant workers
ECJ C-413/99 17/9/02. Reported at [2003] INLR 1 
Stephanie Harrison
· The Queen v SSHD, ex parte (1) Julius Barkoci (2) Marcel Malik (2001)
Freedom of movement and rights of Czech nationals in the UK
Case C-257/99 27/9/01. Reported at [2002] INLR 152 
Laurie Fransman QC

Nationality  

Cases include 

· The Queen v SSHD ex parte Kaur (2001)
Who is British for EC purposes
European Court of Justice 20/2/01 C-192/99
· R v SSHD ex parte Ullah (2001)
Power for British citizens by descent to naturalise as British citizens otherwise than by descent
[2001] EWCA Civ 659 10/5/01
Laurie Fransman QC
· R v SSHD ex parte Montana (2000)
Illegitimate children and Secretary of State's policy to register
[2000] EWHC Admin 421 23/11/00. Reported at (2001) 1 WLR 552


National Security

We have acted in many or most of the national security cases arising before SIAC (the Special Immigration Appeals Commission established under SIAC Act 1997), raising important human rights and civil liberties concerns. We also act for controlled persons under the Prevention of Terrorism Act 2005. Notable cases include:

· SSHD v JJ & ors (2006)
Restrictive control orders and Article 5 ECHR
[2006] EWCA Civ 1141 1/8/06. Reported at (2006) 3 WLR 866
Ian MacDonald QC, Ronan Toal, Stephanie Harrison
· A and Others v the Secretary of State for the Home Department, SIAC and CA (2004)
Anti-terrorism Crime and Security Act 2001; internment of foreign nationals and derogation from Article 5
[2004] UKHL 56 16/12/04. Reported at (2005) 2 AC 68
Stephanie Harrison

Deportation and Removal

The team has been involved in important cases concerning the exercise of enforcement powers and Home Office liability for illegal use of those powers, including:

· N (Kenya) v SSHD (2004)
Weight to be attached to gravity of offence when deciding to deport applicant
[2004] EWCA Civ 1094 5/8/04. Reported at Times, September 13, 2004 
Frances Webber
· M v Home Office (1993)
Secretary of State's liability in contempt of court for removal in breach of undertaking.
[1993] UKHL 5 27/7/1993. Reported at (1993) 3 WLR 433.
Rick Scannell

Asylum Support (Community Care and Welfare Benefits)
Team members have been concerned to ensure that those subject to immigration control are not deprived of basic socio-economic rights. Key cases in this field in which the team has been involved include:

· R (on the app of A) v West Middlesex University Hospital NHS Trust (2008)
Guidance to charge failed asylum seekers for NHS treatment declared unlawful.
[2008] EWHC 855 11/4/2008
Stephen Knafler
· Szoma v Secretary of State for Department of Work and Pensions (2005)
The meaning of 'lawful presence' for social security purposes
[2005] UKHL 64 27/10/05. Reported at (2006) 1 AC 564.
Duran Seddon
· R (Mani) v Lambeth LBC (2003)
Local authority and not NASS responsible for disabled asylum seekers
[2003] EWCA Civ 836 9/7/03. Reported at Times, July 23, 2003.
Stephen Knafler
· O, Bhikha v Secretary of State for the Home Department (2000) (no link)
Immigration status and welfare entitlement
[2000] EWCA 22/6/2000. Reported at (2000) 1 WLR 2539
Stephen Knafler

Detention and False Imprisonment

Team members are concerned to protect the right to liberty and to ensure that those unlawfully deprived of their liberty are compensated. The team is developing a private law practice in claims against the Home Office. Notable cases on detention include:

· Saadi and others v SSHD (2008) 
Article 5 ECHR legality of detention of asylum seekers at Oakington Reception Centre
ECHR Application No. 13229/03 Grand Chamber Judgment 29/1/08. 
Rick Scannell and Duran Seddon 
· R (on the app. of D) v SSHD (2006)
Unlawful detention of minors
[2006] EWHC Admin 980 22/5/06
Stephanie Harrison
· I,D & ors v Home Office (2005)
Damages for unlawful detention
[2005] EWCA Civ 38 27/1/05. Reported at (2006) 1 WLR 1003
Nadine Finch
· A v SSHD (2004)

Internment of foreign nationals. Articles 14 and 5 ECHR
[2004] UKHL 56 16/12/04. Reported at [2005) UKHRR 175
Stephanie Harrison
Immigration Crime

Team expertise covers immigration-related criminal law. Together with members of chambers’ criminal team, we helped set up the foreign national criminal prisoners network in 2006. Notable cases include: 

· R v Makuwa (2006)
Arrival with false documents.
[2006] EWCA Crim 175 23/2/2006. Reported at (2006) 1 WLR 2755
Ian MacDonald QC
· R v Navabi and Embaye (2005)
Arrival with no documents and Article 31.
[2005] EWCA Crim 2865 11/11/2005. Reported at Times, Dec 5 2005
· R v Adimi (1999)
False documentation offences and Article 31 of the Refugee Convention.
[1999] EWHC 29/7/1999. Reported at (2001) QB 667
Frances Webber and Stephanie Harrison

Other Areas

The team covers all areas of general immigration law including business and labour immigration, migration for study and family reunion. Members advise children’s guardians and local authorities on immigration-related aspects of Children Act proceedings. Important cases include:

· Singh v Entry Clearance Officer New Delhi (2004)
Adoption and immigration
[2004] EWCA Civ 1075 30/7/04
Stephanie Harrison
· Miftari Secretary of State for the Home Department (2005)
Jurisdiction of IAT to interfere with first-instance decision.
[2005] EWCA Civ 481 18/5/2005
Femi Omere
· R v Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte Arman Ali (2000)

Family reunion and recourse to public funds.
[1999] EWHC 28/10/1999. Reported at (2000) Imm AR 134
Stephanie Harrison
A number of team members have also been involved in the high-profile ECHR and UK litigation concerning Khodorkovsky, Berezovsky etc. We have also been involved in areas of constitutional and international law. Notable cases include:

· M v Home Office (1993)
Secretary of State's liability in contempt of court for removal in breach of undertaking.
[1993] UKHL 5 27/7/1993. Reported at (1993) 3 WLR 433.
Rick Scannell
· R v Secretary of State for the Foreign & Commonwealth, ex parte Bancoult (2000)
Removal of Chagos Islanders from island.
[2000] EWHC 3/11/2000. Reported at (2001) QB 1067 
Laurie Fransman QC
· Re. Pinochet (1999)
Extradition, diplomatic immunity, crimes against humanity.
[1999] UKHL 52 15/1/1999. Reported at (2000) 1 AC 119
Owen Davies QC

Publications and Training

We are committed to maintaining high standards of legal expertise at the Bar and in the other branches of the profession, and aim to achieve this through publications and through training. The team is involved in many of the leading publications in the field. Our publications include:

· Macdonald’s Immigration Law and Practice 

· Fransman’s Nationality Law and Practice 

· Halsbury’s Laws (British Nationality, Immigration and Asylum) 

· Blackstone’s Criminal Practice 2007 (Immigration Offences) 

· JCWI Handbook on Immigration, Nationality and Refugee Law 2006 

· Free Movement of Persons in the Enlarged European Union 

· Asylum Law and Practice 

Team members also contribute to Butterworths’ Immigration Law Service and the Immigration and Nationality Law Reports. 
We see training as an important part of our role. Over the years, publishers such as Butterworths have published some of our highly regarded seminars as books. We regularly teach courses and give papers and seminars; in particular, many of us provide ILPA and LAG training. In addition, we have run training days with Liberty and for legal service providers outside London in Manchester, Liverpool, Birmingham and Leeds. Some members have served on Law Society and Bar Council committees, and have made interventions on policy and law reform.

Civil Litigation

Garden Court Chambers civil law team provides an extensive and comprehensive service with specific expertise in the following areas:

General Civil 

Our general civil litigation work builds on a long tradition of providing advice and representation relating to the protection of civil and human rights. 
The civil work in Chambers is divided across a number of practice areas. These include family, immigration, housing, claims against the police, inquests, employment and discrimination, community care, environmental law, Gypsy and Traveller rights, welfare benefits law and mental health. Our team represents our clients in many different types of court and are also involved in applications for judicial review. 

 

Some of our barristers in the civil litigation team use their experience in civil courts to extend their work into other areas, such as contract disputes, negligence claims (including education negligence, clinical negligence and claims against professionals) and other civil claims. 

 

Our multi-disciplinary chambers enables specialists in one practice area to call on the expertise of others. We can also refer specialist counsel to clients with multi-faceted legal problems. 

Claims Against the Police and Public Authorities

What others say …..
Chambers UK 2011

"Garden Court Chambers parlays its excellence in civil liberties and human rights work into a host of police law cases. It handles all manner of actions, including false imprisonment, malicious prosecution, assault and misfeasance in public office. The team's collective judicial review experience comes in for particular praise, and it remains a go-to group for a number of instructing solicitors as it has 'straightforward, down-to-earth advocates who really understand the law and fight for their clients'."

Colin Hutchinson receives tremendous acclaim for his experience with inquests concerning police custody issues. He is 'a gritty fighter who gets straight to the point and cuts out all the legal jargon in a case.'

 His reputation is matched by that of Stephen Simblet, a lawyer who possesses particular strength in judicial review work. Simblet has devoted years to his practice and has in-depth knowledge of false imprisonment, assault, malicious prosecution and misfeasance in public office issues. Commentators say that 'he takes more of an interest in his work than almost anyone else and is simply superb on the paperwork.'

 Also recommended, Leslie Thomas stands out in particular for his fantastic jury trial skills and for the fact that 'he never gives up until every last avenue has been explored.' Police law fits in well with his civil liberties and human rights practice."

Garden Court Chambers is one of the most highly-experienced of any Chambers in this complex area with an excellent reputation across the UK. 

We conduct civil actions against the police and other institutional bodies for false imprisonment, assault, malicious prosecution, misfeasance in public office and other abuses of power. Several of our practitioners form the core of their practice on claims against the police, and many are acknowledged and highly-rated in the ‘Chambers and Partners’ legal guide. 

Garden Court barristers have extensive experience of conducting jury trials in claims against the police. There are several members of Garden Court whose main practice area is claims against the police. Our specialisation and expertise in police claims is almost unique at the Bar. 

Members of Chambers are actively involved in the Police Actions Lawyers' Group and regularly contribute to police law issues to legal periodicals. The multi-disciplinary specialist expertise within Chambers has also given us a lead in claims for damages from unlawful immigration detention and false imprisonment by psychiatric hospitals and other state institutions. 

Notable Cases

· Earl Hill v Commissioner of Police, Goswell v Commissioner of Police (4/11/98, CCRTF97/1558/2). This case is an important authority on damages. 

· R (Saadi) v Secretary of State for Home Department [2002] 1 WLR 356. This case concerned the legality of detention at the Oakington asylum centre.

· R v Governor of Brockhill Prison ex parte Evans (no. 2) [2001] 2 AC 19. Establishes that any unlawful detention gives rise to a damages claim. 

· Farah v Home Office (Times LR 28/1/2000). Established the potential liability of the Home Office for negligence in interfering with the travel arrangements of refugees.

· Jason Paul v Chief Constable of Humberside [2004] EWCA Civ 308, [2004] 1 Pol LR 179. Establishes that claims for damages against the police will often involve drawing inferences against the police evidence.

· R (application of Wilkinson) v Chief Constable of Merseyside Police [2004] 1 Pol LR 189 Quashes a police force’s refusal to conduct an investigation into a complaint.

· R (application Clare) v Independent Police Complaints Commission [2005] 1 Pol LR 185. Establishes that IPCC is permitted to withdraw a dispensation from a requirement to investigate a complaint.

· Morrison v Chief Constable of West Midlands [2003] EWCA Civ 271. Relates to the directions to be given to divided juries.

· Chief Constable of Merseyside v Ali Daar [2005] EWCA 1774, [2005] 1 Pol LR 376. Prevents the police striking out a claim against the police on the basis that the claimant had received an ASBO, 

· Keegan v Chief Constable of Merseyside [2003] 1 WLR 2187. An appeal raising the ambit of tort of malicious procurement of a search warrant.

· Keegan v United Kingdom (App 28867/03).  Obtaining compensation in the European Court of Human Rights for breach of Article 8 and Article 13 following a police search.

Community Care
Members of the community care team edit the Community Care Law Reports and have been involved in virtually every test case in the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords relating to duties under s 17 of the Children Act 1989 and under s 21 National Assistance Act 1948. We advise in relation to community care and asylum support for persons from abroad on a daily basis. 

Over the past year, we have advised extensively across the whole spectrum of community care. This has included the closure of residential care homes and hospitals, charging issues, local authority funding and grant issues, human rights and community care, disputes between social services authorities and health authorities, the formulation of local authority policy and eligibility criteria, executive arrangements and community care, Fair Access to Care Services and Fairer Charging Policies for Home Care, the registration of adult and children's homes under the Standards Act 2000 and issues arising out of the Health and Social Care Act 2001, the Carers and Disabled Children Act 2000 and the Children Leaving Care Act 2000.
Employment, Discrimination and Professional Regulation
Garden Court Chambers Employment, Discrimination and Professional Regulation Team has a long and well-established history. In the past, members of the team provided free advice on employment and discrimination matters direct to advisers when Chambers held the LSC contract 'Call Counsel'. This demanded expertise across the whole range of employment legislation including the discrimination statutes, employment law and its application to real-life situations.

Members of the team have worked in law centres, solicitors firms, trade unions, CABs and disability rights organisations before joining Chambers.

The team is able to draw upon this collective experience to meet the current challenges facing workers and marginalised groups in today's economically straitened times.

Employment

Members of our team provide a high quality, effective and approachable service, geared particularly to the needs of claimants and their advisers. We are proud of our commitment to workers' rights, and are well aware of the difficulties faced by individuals who seek redress in a jurisdiction that does not provide public funding for claims. Our fee structure is highly competitive and our clerking team helpful and efficient.

Team members have expertise across the entire range of employment cases from straightforward unfair dismissal claims to the more complex equal pay claims, transfer of undertakings, whistleblower and discrimination claims. The team benefits from being part of a multi-disciplinary set and has close working relationships with other teams, such as the Immigration Team. As such we are able to draw upon the considerable knowledge provided by other teams where necessary. The team, with its members drawn from diverse backgrounds, is able to provide realistic advice delivered with empathy.

We are regularly instructed by leading firms, law centres, CABs and Trade Unions.

Professional Regulation

Members appear regularly in proceedings before Regulatory and Disciplinary tribunals such as the General Teaching Council, Nursing and Midwifery Council, Health Professions Council, disciplinary proceedings for regulated immigration advisers (OISC) and on occasion act on behalf of solicitors.

Discrimination

The team's expertise covers all aspects of discrimination law whether it be discrimination or harassment in the workplace or in access to goods and services on the grounds of sex, equal pay, sexual orientation, gender reassignment, race, disability, religion or belief, or age.

Members of the Team are uniquely well-placed to advise on discrimination in a range of contexts. The multi-disciplinary nature of our work, and the variety of clients we represent, mean that members have the expertise and imagination to deal with all types of equality issues. Our recent groundbreaking work in this field covers areas as diverse as the land rights of Roma people, and discrimination against transsexuals. Our experience of litigating against public authorities means that we are the first choice for cases involving breaches of the equality legislation by state agents.

Numerous members of the team were approved counsel for the Equal Opportunities Commission, Commission for Racial Equality and Disability Rights Commission prior to their merger into the Commission for Equality and Human Rights.

Planning and Environmental Law

Planning Law

Members of the team undertake planning and enforcement notice appeals and those relating to compulsory purchase order and are experienced in dealing with cases concerned with nature conservation, habitats, low impact development, sustainability and climate change, waste, historic landscapes and listed buildings. In addition members have considerable experience in defending enforcement proceedings in both criminal and civil courts and for challenging planning and enforcement decisions in the Administrative Court.

In recent years members have represented developers seeking permission for housing, marinas, waste management sites, garden centres and mobile homes parks, as well community and interest groups concerned with the preservation of the environment and they have been involved in a number of high profile cases, including the challenge to the compulsory purchase order made in respect of the Olympics site.

In addition a number of our team have a particular expertise in representing Gypsies and Travellers seeking planning permission for caravan sites and defending planning enforcement action taken against them.

Environmental Law

Members of the team also provide expert environmental litigation advice and representation, covering all aspects of environmental law, and undertake nuisance actions of all types, toxic tort actions, complex multi-party actions, planning inquiries and regulatory challenges.

Members have been involved in much high profile litigation. They have appeared at many important public inquiries, representing environmental pressure groups and aggrieved individuals. For instance, members were involved in the inquiry involving the THORP reprocessing plant inquiry and the NIREX inquiry which concerned the siting of a nuclear waste dump. They have also defended GM crop protesters and climate camp protesters in criminal proceedings.

We provide expert environmental litigation services and undertake nuisance actions of all types, toxic tort actions, complex multi-party actions, planning inquiries and regulatory challenges. We have also been involved in much high-profile litigation, and many important public inquiries, representing environmental pressure groups and aggrieved individuals. Members have been involved in the Thorp Reprocessing Inquiry and Nirex Inquiry into the citing of a nuclear waste dump. 

We are active in the Environmental Law Foundation and the United Kingdom Environmental Law Association, Earthrights Steering Committee and the Foundation for International Law and Development.

Gypsy and Traveller Rights

At Garden Court Chambers we have an experienced and dedicated team of experts covering all aspects of the law relating to Gypsy and Traveller rights.

Chambers probably fields the largest team of barristers in the UK. Our team offers representation in all areas of the law relating to Gypsies and Travellers, including:

·  Planning inquiries following the refusal of planning permission or the service of enforcement notices, 

· Statutory appeals to the High Court under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, 

· Enforcement of the provisions of the same Act in the Magistrates’ and Crown Court, 

· Removal directions issued under the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994,

· Possession proceedings,

· Injunction and committal proceedings relating to the breach of planning control,

· Judicial review of decisions relating to the enforcement of planning control and the eviction of Gypsies and Travellers from land by other means,

· The provision of health and education and other services to members of the Gypsy and Traveller community, and 
· Discrimination. 

Members of the team regularly speak at conferences on Law Reform and provide training on the various aspects of the subject in both the United Kingdom and Europe. Marc Willers is joint editor of the main textbook on the subject, Gypsy and Traveller Law (LAG 2007) and two further members are also contributors. 

Our barristers have appeared in many of the leading cases in this area, including:

 

· R v Lincolnshire CC ex parte Atkinson (1995) 8 Admin LR 529. A case concerning the need for local authorities to take account of considerations of common humanity and to carry out welfare enquiries before deciding whether to evict Gypsies and Travellers from their land. 

· Coster v United Kingdom [2001] 33 EHRR 20. One of four Gypsy cases that were heard together with the lead case of Chapman v UK. The ECtHR decided that planning enforcement action did not breach the human rights of the Gypsy families concerned, but that the State had a positive obligation to facilitate the Gypsy way of life.

· Clarke v SSETR [2002] JPL 552. This case held that when a Gypsy sought planning permission for a caravan site, due to a cultural aversion to bricks and mortar, it would breach his human rights to take account of an offer of conventional housing that had been made to him.

· South Bucks DC v Porter (No.1) [2003] 2 AC 558. It was decided that a court determining an application for an injunction to stop Gypsies and Travellers living in caravans on their land, without planning permission, should take account of a variety of considerations, including the personal circumstances and human rights of the defendants.

· R (Margaret Price) v Carmarthenshire CC [2003] EWHC 42 Admin. The court quashed a decision to evict an Irish Traveller from her land. She had made a homelessness application and the council had failed to consider whether she had a cultural aversion to bricks and mortar and, if so, whether there was any other suitable accommodation.

· South Bucks DC v Porter (No.2)[2004] 1 WLR 1953. This is the second HL case concerning the Porter family. The Judges upheld the decision to grant the family planning permission and gave guidance to planning inspectors on the extent to which they needed to give reasons for their decisions.

· First Secretary of State, Grant Doe and Others v Chichester DC [2004] EWCA Civ 1248. A case in which the CA upheld a planning inspector’s decision to grant Gypsies planning permission. The judge concluded that to refuse them permission would breach their human rights.

· Codona v Mid-Bedfordshire DC [2005] HLR 1. A homelessness case where the CA upheld the offer of bricks and mortar accommodation as temporary housing to a Gypsy when there were no sites available.
· Smith v First Secretary of State and Mid Beds DC [2006] JPL 386. A case where the Court quashed a planning inspector’s decision to refuse a Gypsy family planning permission because he had wrongly considered the local residents’ ‘fear of crime’ when there was no evidential basis for the existence of such a fear.

· Leeds City Council v Price [2006] UKHL 10. The HL concluded that the eviction of Gypsies and Travellers from public land did not breach their human rights. It held that in a case where there was an inconsistency between a judgment of the HL and a judgment of the ECtHR, domestic courts were bound to follow the HL decision.

· R (Lisa Smith) v London Development Agency and SSTI [2007] EWHC 1013 (Admin). A statutory challenge to the Compulsory Purchase Order of land used as a Gypsy site for the purposes of the Olympics. The challenge was dismissed. 

· R (McCarthy and Others) v Basildon DC and the Equality and Human Rights Commission [2008] EWHC 987. A judicial review challenge to a decision to take direct action to evict a large encampment of Irish Travellers. The decision was quashed.

Inquests

Garden Court Chambers has long been among the most committed at the Bar offering representation for families at inquest. We cover deaths in police, prison and immigration custody, as well as deaths at institutions for the mentally ill. We have a particular expertise in police restraint and shooting cases. The team has a strong reputation across the UK in this difficult and sensitive area.

We are active members of INQUEST, the campaigning group which supports families of people who have died, especially while in the custody of the state. We also undertake inquests into deaths associated with medical negligence and accidents at work.

 The civil team also has extensive experience in cases involving unlawful killing and neglect and our barristers have appeared in nearly all of the leading cases in this area. We strive to ensure that inquests are rigorous investigations of the circumstances surrounding deaths. 

 Inquest law has been significantly affected by the incorporation of the Human Rights Act, most notably by the investigative obligation under Article 2 of the European Convention on Human Rights. The civil team members regularly appear in cases which engage Article 2.

We also publish books and articles in this area, including the ‘Legal Action’ book and ‘Inquests: A Practitioner’s Guide’ co-written by Leslie Thomas. Team members regularly contribute to the ‘Inquest Law’ journal. 

Mental Health

The difficulties in the law for the mentally vulnerable affect the conduct of many cases by criminal practitioners. Garden Court also provides a specialist service in other areas of mental health law. 
Our expertise includes representation at difficult Mental Health Review Tribunals (MHRT), including restricted patient applications; judicial review of MHRT decisions; guardianship, and proceedings involving displacement of the nearest relative – in which we have several experienced practitioners. We also have wide experience in conducting claims for damages for those improperly detained or treated by psychiatric institutions. 

The mental health team participates in the activities of many practitioner groups: our barristers edit the Community Care Law Reports and two of our team members sit as part-time presidents of the Mental Health Review Tribunal. 

Our notable cases include:

· R (C ) v Mental Health Review Tribunal [2002] 1 WLR 176 (CA). This case overturned a practice where patients had to wait excessive times for a Mental Health Review Tribunal hearing.

· R (DR) v Mersey Care NHS Trust [2002] EWHC 1810 Admin. A challenge to whether someone was in fact lawfully detained for purposes of treatment. 

· R (application of S S G) v Liverpool City Council & Secretary of State (2002) 5 CCLR 639. This case established the equality for same-sex couples in mental health law in relation to consultation with nearest relatives. 

· R (H) v Ashworth Hospital Authority [2002] EWCA Civ 923; [2003] 1 WLR 127. Relates to the lawfulness of second section by ASW. 

· R (von Brandenburg) v Tower Hamlets LBC [2003] UKHL 58, [2004] 2 AC 280. Relates to the legality of a second admission under MHA 1983 after previous discharge.

Public & Administrative Law

What others say …..

Chambers UK 2011
"This set is home to a strong selection of fiercely committed lawyers who handle a huge range of claimant work. Inquests, prison law, mental health, community care and claims against the police are just a few of the many areas in which the set excels."

The respected public law practice of Jan Luba QC is centred on housing law, where he is seen as being firmly at the forefront of the market. 'A phenomenal appellant counsel, he takes ambitious points whilst adopting a natural, easy-going manner.' 

New silk Stephen Knafler QC is widely admired as a 'brilliant advocate' who 'works extremely hard and to a very demanding standard.' He has appeared in a host of leading public law cases in the areas of community care, discrimination, mental health, immigration and prisons. According to one source, before his appointment he was 'the best social welfare public law junior in the business'.

Stephanie Harrison is building a solid reputation for her civil liberties and discrimination expertise, and does particularly well on immigration and asylum law matters. 

She is recommended along with Stephen Simblet, whose practice is centred on civil claims against the police, inquests and mental health. He is described as 'an excellent advocate who is quick on his feet.'"

Garden Court has a long and distinguished history in making public law challenges to the decisions of a wide range of public authorities including courts and tribunals; the Home Office; hospitals; schools and prisons. Public and administrative law challenges arise in nearly all of Chambers' specialist areas and our team is made up of practitioners from each of these areas, at all levels of seniority.
Our well known expertise in human rights jurisprudence means that we are fully prepared to deal with public law cases involving alleged violations of ECHR rights (recently in the context of the detention of suspected terrorists without charge and the use of control orders against such suspects). We also bring this experience to bear on the question of the proper test for judicial review and in relation to damages claims under the Human Rights Act 1998. 

The following are some examples of the kind of public law challenges undertaken by the team:

Public law challenges arise in nearly all of Chambers’ specialist areas. Our public law practitioners come from each of these relevant areas

· R (Smith) v Snaresbrook Crown Court [2008] EWHC 1282 (Admin) (challenge to the statutory interpretation of the test for the extension of "crack house" closure orders)

· R (M) v Hammersmith & Fulham LBC [2008] UKHL 14 (challenge to the respective responsibilities of a housing authority and a social services authority for a homeless girl aged 17)

· R (McCarthy and Others) v Basildon DC and the Equality and Human Rights Commission [2008] EWHC 987 (challenge to a decision to take direct action to evict a large encampment of Irish Travellers) 

· R (D) v Sheffield Youth Court [2008] EWHC 601 (Admin) (challenge to a youth court's decision to re-open the question of jurisdiction where the adult magistrates' court failed to consider venue before the entering of a plea and challenge to the use of s142 of the MCA 1980 to vacate an unequivocal guilty plea)

· R (Lisa Smith) v London Development Agency and SSTI [2007] EWHC 1013 (Admin) (challenge to the Compulsory Purchase Order of land used as a Gypsy site for the purposes of the Olympics) 

· R v Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte JJ; KK; GG; HH; NN; LL [2006] EWHC 1623 (Admin) (challenge to the compatibility of control orders with Article 5 of the ECHR)

· A v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2004] UKHL 56 (House of Lords ruling on the compatibility of detention of terrorist suspects without charge with Article 5 of the ECHR)

· R (D) v Camberwell Green Youth Court [2005] 2 Cr. App.R 1. (House of Lords ruling on the compatibility of special measures for young witnesses with Article 6 of the ECHR)

· R (C) v Sunderland Youth Court (2004) 1 Cr.App.R (S) 76. (challenge to the unfairness of post-conviction ASBO procedure in the youth court)

· R (D) v Sheffield Youth Court [2003] EWHC Admin 35; R (B) v Balham Youth Court [2004] EWHC 421 Admin; R (W) v Brent Youth Court [2005] EWHC 95 Admin. (All three cases were challenges to youth court jurisdiction decisions and the related)

· R (P) v Barking Youth Court [2002] Cr.App.R 19 (challenge to the fitness to plead procedure in the youth court)

· R v Director of Public Prosecutions ex parte Manning [2001] QB 330; (2000) 3 WLR 463 (challenge to the failure of CPS to prosecute prisoner officers following an inquest jury's unlawful killing verdict)

Prison Law

Prison Law is a growing area of law and encompasses a number of different areas. Garden Court has long been involved in challenges to the infringement of prisoners’ rights and privileges; challenges to the calculation of length of prison sentences, and the representation of lifers before the Parole Board. 

Following recent decisions of the Strasbourg Court, prisoners are more widely entitled to legal representation at adjudication hearings within the prison system as well as recall hearings before the Parole Board. We have, therefore, broadened our team of prison law practitioners and ensured that all our pupils are appropriately trained. Our team also includes experts in the field of discrimination and welfare benefits – both important issues for prisoners while in prison and once released. 

Last year, the prison law team joined forces with members of Chambers' immigration team in response to recent Home Office policy on the detention and security re-categorisation of foreign national prisoners. Together, we have been instrumental in setting up the Foreign National Prisoners' Network - a valuable information exchange network for lawyers working in the field - and produced an information leaflet for legal advisors in this cross-over area of litigation.

The team has also worked closely with the Mubarek Family and others to produce an analysis of some of the key recommendations made by Mr Justice Keith in his report on the Inquiry into the death of Zahid Mubarek in HMYOI Feltham. 
The following are examples of some our recent cases in the prison law sphere: 

· Gibson, Kelly and Bailey v Secretary of State for Justice [2008] EWCA CIv 177 (challenge to the drafting errors in the CJA 2003 relating to early release of certain prisoners)

· R (on the application of C) (a child by his litigation friend MS) v Secretary of State for Justice [2008] EWHC 171 (Admin) (challenge to the amendments made by the Secretary of State for Justice to the Secure Training Centre Rules 1998 allowing for a wider use of physical force to restrain minors in secure training centres.

· Secretary of State for Justice v David Walker: Secretary of State for Justice v Brett James [2008] EWCA Civ 30 (challenge to the Secretary of State's failure to provide sufficient offending behaviour courses for IPP prisoners before their minimum terms expired).

Welfare Benefits

Members of the Welfare Benefits team offer advice and representation in the field of social security on all aspects of welfare benefits law including drafting submissions for tribunals and appearing before the Commissioners and the higher courts.

Garden Court regularly advises housing practitioners on housing benefit issues in possession proceedings for rent arrears. Garden Court Chambers has a particular expertise on eligibility questions relating to welfare benefits based on the claimants immigration status and this includes advising migrant workers and their families under Community law. 

Members of the team regularly contribute to publications on welfare benefit issues including: the Housing Benefit Update in LAG Magazine; the Journal of Social Security Law; the JCWI Handbook, 6th edition and contributions to MacDonald's Immigration Law and Practice, 7th edition. 

Recent notable cases include:
· Teixeira (European citizenship) [2010] EUECJ C-480/08 (23 February 2010)
Whether an EEA national who is both a former worker and the primary carer of her children who are in education, is eligible for homelessness assistance.
Adrian Berry
· Secretary of State for Work and Pensions v Dias [2009] EWCA Civ 807 (31 July 2009)
Whether an EC Residence Permit confers eligibility for income support on a single female head of household who left work to care for her child by virtue of Article 16 of Directive 2004/38/EC or Article 18 of the EC Treaty; referred to the European Court of Justice.
Adrian Berry
· R (S) v Walsall MBC and the SSWP [2009] EWHC 2221 Admin
Where a community care organisation provided care, support or supervision to a recipient of housing benefit by agreement with the local authority, that care was not provided "on behalf of" the recipient's social landlord of the accommodation, which therefore was not "exempt accommodation" for the purposes of the Housing Benefit and Council Tax Benefit (Consequential Provisions) Regulations 2006, Schedule 3, paragraph 4(10).
Stephen Knafler and Desmond Rutledge
· Yesiloz v London Borough of Camden & Anor [2009] EWCA Civ 415 (20 May 2009)
Whether a Turkish asylum seeker on temporary admission and subject to immigration control, as a citizen of a state that had ratified ECSMA, and in respect of whom some provision had been made in social security legislation, ought to be considered as having a right to reside for housing benefit purposes.
Adrian Berry
· Ghassemian v Royal Borough of Kensington & Chelsea [2009] EWCA Civ 743 (8 June 2009)
Housing Benefit - Permission hearing - County court judge has jurisdiction to decide whether there is a valid overpayment decision to which CPR Rule 70.5(1)(a) applied when asked to enforce as a debt.
Desmond Rutledge
· Barry v London Borough of Southwark [2008] EWCA Civ 1440 (19 December 2008)
Whether an EEA national was eligible for homelessness assistance as a worker where he had worked for two weeks at a tennis championship and sought to retain worker status.
Adrian Berry
· Humphries and Ors v Secretary of State for Work and Pensions [2008] EWHC 1585 (Admin) (09 July 2008)
Child Support Agency (CSA) The application of the ex gratia compensation scheme and the use of administrative complaints procedures.
Adrian Berry
· Gargett, R (on the application of) v London Borough of Lambeth [2008] EWCA Civ 1450 (18 December 2008)
Whether a claimant can be entitled to a discretionary housing payment if they are in receipt of maximum housing benefit and council tax benefit.
Stephen Knafler
International Advice and Litigation
What others say …..
Sarah Burton, Programme Director, Greenpeace International
"An international campaigning organisation such as ours depends on being able to get excellent legal advice and representation when it matters. I have always found the knowledge, skills and abilities of the barristers at Garden Court, and importantly their understanding and sharing of the values of our organisation, to be a winning combination."
Barristers at Garden Court International have immense collective legal expertise in all areas of international practice.
As the largest set of barristers in London, we are uniquely positioned to assist clients in need of legal expertise. Whether you require legal advice, consultancy or representation in court, we have extensive experience of UK law and are admitted to practise in many jurisdictions worldwide.

Areas of Expertise

Our members have built up expertise in a broad range of practice specialisms. These include:

· Crime, including war crimes, terrorism, money laundering and serious fraud 

· Extradition 

· Family and child law, including trafficking, surrogacy and abduction 

· Immigration and nationality 

· Social rights and housing 

· Human rights 

· Environmental law and policy 

· Post-conflict dispute resolution

The benefit for you is that no matter what legal challenges you face or what areas you need advice on, we can offer a barrister or a bespoke team with the right skills and experience to help.

Global Reach

Between them, our barristers have experience of working in every part of the world, on all six continents. Places include eastern and western Europe, Commonwealth countries, emerging economies, conflict and post-conflict zones. Some members have worked for many years in other jurisdictions and are admitted to practise there, while others make several shorter visits annually. Others are experienced at navigating international law from their practices here in the UK, or through acting at international tribunals established in other countries. So wherever you experience legal problems, we almost certainly have a barrister who is familiar with local law, practice, procedure and customs.

Barrister List in Call Order
	Counsel
	Year of Call

	Owen Davies QC  

Joint Head Of Chambers
	1973 

	Courtenay Griffiths QC 

Joint Head Of Chambers
	1980

	Ian Macdonald QC
	1963 

	Ian Peddie QC
	1971

	David Spens QC
	1973

	Laurie Fransman QC
	1979

	Jan Luba QC
	1980

	Henry Blaxland QC
	1978

	Icah Peart QC
	1978

	Mike Turner QC
	1981

	Jo Delahunty QC
	1986

	Mark Muller QC
	1991

	Dexter Dias QC
	1988

	Mark George QC
	1976

	Richard Harvey
	1971

	David Watkinson
	1972

	Marguerite Russell
	1972

	Michael House
	1972

	Terry Munyard
	1972

	Lalith de Kauwe
	1978

	James Bowen
	1979

	Kathryn Cronin
	1980

	Celia Graves
	1981

	Michael Hall
	1983

	Ravinder Rahal
	1983

	Nerida Harford-Bell
	1984

	Stephen Cottle
	1984

	James Scobie
	1984

	Beatrice Prevatt
	1985

	Peter Jorro
	1986

	Mary McKeone
	1986

	Amanda Meusz
	1986

	Elizabeth Veats
	1986

	Marc Willers
	1987

	Sorrel Dixon
	1987

	Adrian Eissa
	1988

	Leslie Thomas
	1988

	Judy Khan
	1989

	Alexander Taylor-Camara
	1989

	Alison Grief
	1990

	Bethan Harris
	1990

	Colin Hutchinson
	1990

	Maggie Jones
	1990

	Edward Fitzpatrick
	1990

	Peter Rowlands
	1990 (solicitor 1984 -1989)

	Stephanie Harrison
	1991

	Michael Ivers
	1991

	Malek Wan Daud
	1991

	Sonali Naik
	1991

	Nadine Finch
	1991

	Catrin Lewis
	1991

	Stephen Simblet
	1991

	Julia Krish
	1992 (solicitor 1984-1991)

	Alastair Edie
	1992

	Helen Curtis
	1992

	Pete Weatherby
	1992

	Valerie Easty
	1992

	Rajiv Menon
	1993

	Robert Littlewood
	1993

	Kieran Vaughan
	1993

	Rajeev Thacker
	1993

	Stephen Knafler
	1993 (solicitor 1986-1993)

	Kelly Webb
	1993

	Henry Drayton
	1993

	David Jones
	1994

	Liz Davies
	1994 (solicitor 1989-1993)

	Keir Monteith
	1994

	Duran Seddon
	1994

	Navita Atreya  
	1994

	Dafna Spiro
	1994

	Sam Momtaz
	1995

	Michael Paget
	1995

	Shereener Browne
	1996

	David Emanuel
	1996

	Judith Trustman
	1996

	Birinder Kang
	1996

	Edward Grieves
	1996

	Sean Horstead
	1996

	Louise Hooper
	1997

	Anya Lewis
	1997

	Patrick Lewis
	1997

	Roger Pezzani
	1997

	Maya Sikand
	1997

	Sharon Love
	1997

	Adrian Marshall Williams
	1998

	Josephene Uzuegbunam
	1998

	Rachael Rowley-Fox
	1998

	Adrian Berry
	1998

	Ronan Toal
	1999

	Emma Favata
	1999

	Michelle Brewer
	1999

	Femi Omere
	1999

	Catherine O’Donnell
	2000

	Marina Sergides
	2000

	Sadat Sayeed
	2001

	Kate Aubrey-Johnson
	2001

	Desmond Rutledge
	2001

	Allison Bailey
	2001

	Timothy Baldwin
	2001

	Navtej Ahluwalia
	2001

	Archangelo Power
	2001

	Sareta Ashraph
	2002

	Smita Shah
	2002

	Brenda Campbell
	2002

	Maya Naidoo 
	2002

	Irena Sabic
	2002

	John Beckley
	2003

	Bansi Soni
	2003

	Tom Wainwright
	2003

	Alex Rose
	2003

	Andrew Eaton
	2004

	Mark Symes
	2004

	Christopher McWatters
	2004

	Stephen Marsh
	2005

	Hossein Zahir
	2005 (solicitor 1998 – 2005)

	Roy Ledgister
	2005 (solicitor 1998 – 2005)

	Vikki Kerly
	2005

	Stephanie Ward
	2005

	Jonathan Wilkinson
	2006 (solicitor 1988 – 2006)

	Anna Morris
	2006

	Omar Shibli
	2006

	Sarah Hemingway
	2006

	Shiraz Aziz
	2006 (solicitor 2001 – 2006)

	Shu Shin Luh
	2006

	Anthony Vaughan
	2006

	Deirdre Malone
	2006

	Jo Wilding
	2007

	Alex Grigg
	2007

	Kirsten Heaven
	2007

	Livio Zilli
	2007

	David Renton
	2008

	Paul Murray
	2009

	Helen Foot 
	2009

	Artis Kakonge 
	2009

	Marie Philippou
	2009

	Bryony Poyner
	2009

	Raza Halim
	2009

	Claire McGregor
	2009


Information for Applicants
Chambers takes six pupils a year, each for twelve months. Within the twelve months all pupils will gain experience in a variety of areas of practice.

Applications, shortlisting and interviews

We ask applicants to apply to Garden Court through the Pupillage Portal  scheme administered by the Bar Council. Please note that the summer season opens on 29th March 2011, and the closing date for applications (10:00am on 26th April 2011) is final and we will not consider any applications received after this date.

We aim to notify those who have been shortlisted for interview as soon as possible after the Pupillage Portal closing date. Interviews are held during July.
Chambers operates an equal opportunities selection policy for both pupils and tenants. As a result a much higher proportion of the tenants in Garden Court are women or from ethnic minorities than is the case across the whole of the Bar. We continue to positively encourage applications from ethnic minorities and from women

In selecting pupils we aim to treat all applicants fairly, irrespective of race, religion, gender, sexual orientation, marital status, disability and age.

Shortlisting and interviewing will be carried out by a representative sample of members of chambers. Each applicant will be assessed against our selection criteria by at least 2 people. At interview all applicants will be asked the same questions and marked on the same basis. The interview process will include a short advocacy exercise. We will keep written records of the decision-making and interview stage.

In circumstances where a vacancy unexpectedly becomes available it will be advertised on the Bar Council and Chambers’ website, in Counsel and in Legal Action Journal. The procedures for submitting an application in those circumstances will be clearly outlined.

Tenancy
Towards the end of the pupillage year, chambers assess all six pupils with a view to taking one pupil on as a tenant. The assessment procedure involves completing two formal pieces of written work, followed by an interview and an advocacy exercise.
Chambers reserves the right not to take on any of the pupils if no candidate reaches the requisite standard and there is in any case no guarantee that a pupil will be recruited. 
Chambers also reserves the right to change the Tenancy application and interview process.

Selection Criteria

Our criteria for selecting pupils will be as follows:

1. Whilst we do not consider that the class of degree obtained by an applicant is necessarily a good indicator of their potential as a barrister, particularly in the case of older applicants and those who have taken unconventional routes, excellent academic records will be given due weight. The institution from which an applicant has obtained his or her degree is not relevant.

2. We will be looking for an applicant's ability to grasp complex issues and concepts and think on his or her feet.

3. We will be looking for an applicant's ability to present clear, concise and logical arguments and express himself or herself confidently and articulately.

4. We will be looking for evidence of interest in and commitment to working in the law, e.g. work in advice centres and law centres, involvement in campaigning organisations, work for FRU, outdoor clerking and other work with solicitors, mini-pupillages, relevant research.

5. We will be looking for knowledge of or interest in those areas of law in which Chambers specialises.

6. We will be looking for a demonstrable commitment to Chambers’ founding principles in particular offering representation to those disadvantaged by poverty and discrimination.

7. In the case of older candidates we will be looking at the range of their previous legal or employment experience, and we will also give weight to the life experience of those who may have been outside the workforce because of family commitments. In the case of younger candidates we will take into account the fact that they have had less time to engage in extra-curricular activity.

8. We will be looking for an applicant's ability to communicate with a wide range of people from different backgrounds.

9. We will be looking for an applicant's ability to work hard and for a high level of motivation.

10. We will be looking for an indication that an applicant has given thought to the future of the Bar and to the likely problems for intending barristers.

We look forward to receiving your application. We hope that those applicants who are successful will enjoy their time as pupils at Garden Court. We aim to provide all our pupils with a good training, and believe that we are friendly and approachable, at the same time as striving for excellence in all the work that we do.

Finance

All pupils will receive an award of £16,000 over twelve months. Pupils will receive all earnings during their second six but those earnings will be subject to a 10% management fee. 
Chambers will contribute the cost of a pupil’s annual travelcard within zones 1-4. If second six months pupils have to travel outside London for cases (i.e. outside zone 4) their travel costs will be reimbursed. 
Discretionary loans may be available dependent upon a pupil’s individual circumstances;

We are very aware of the increasing financial burdens experienced by those training for the Bar, particularly for those who do not come from well off backgrounds and those with family and other commitments, and we will keep our financial provision for pupils under review. 
Appraisal of Progress

We carry out a formal appraisal of each pupil's progress at three and nine months through pupillage and a written report will go to the Pupillage and Training Committee. All pupils are required to complete the Bar Council’s pupillage checklists. Where work is undertaken for members of chambers other than the pupil’s supervisor a work assessment form is provided for feedback.
Work for Pupils in their Second Six

We aim to provide pupils in their second six months with as much court work as possible to provide them with plenty of experience in court and to enable them to start earning money. All our pupils in their second six months are usually in court several times a week. We monitor the work given to pupils in their second six months and endeavour to ensure that there is a fair distribution of work.

We strive to balance the tension between the demands of the clerks who are able to place pupils in court daily and the need for pupils to consolidate what they are learning. There is, however, no escape from the fact that pupillage is hard work and stamina is needed. Chambers continues to maintain a supportive, friendly environment within which pupils can learn and develop. 

Chambers in-house pupillage training aids this - cross discipline substantive topics are dealt with during the first 6 months and there are advocacy classes throughout the year.

Areas of Practice

The work of Chambers is broadly divided into six areas – criminal law, family law, housing law, employment, immigration law and civil litigation.

We seek to recruit able pupils with inquiring minds who will be receptive to a broad training base. Through working with a number of talented practitioners in a variety of fields pupils will have a stimulating and challenging pupillage equipping them with the fundamental skills required for successful practice at the bar. Whilst wishing to accommodate pupils’ interests Chambers is committed to providing broad based legal training. 

Pupils are encouraged to continue to undertake pro bono work/FRU etc and also pursue other interests which are within practice groups e.g. inquests/mental health.

Pupillage Enquiries

All enquiries to Carolyn Entwistle, Office Services Administrator
Garden Court Chambers
57-60 Lincoln’s Inn Fields

LONDON
WC2A 3LJ
Tel: 020 7993 7600
Fax: 020 7993 7700
Email: pupillage@gclaw.co.uk

Web: www.gardencourtchambers.co.uk

Mini Pupillage

The mini pupillage system is currently undergoing changes. Please see our website for more details.
All applications are assessed by a member of the Pupillage Training Committee.
Successful applicants will be notified and must return the confirmation notification supplied in order to ensure that the place offered will be taken up. Where a place is not confirmed, it will be offered to another applicant. 
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