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Clive Matthews

Call: 2019
Specialist in:

e Family Law — Public

Experience

Clive was admitted as a solicitor in 1981, and, in 1983, he co-founded Farrell Matthews and
Weir (which was incorporated, as FMW Law Ltd, in 2010, and which became part of GT
Stewart Ltd, in 2018).

He became a children panel solicitor in 1984 and was appointed a children panel interviewer
and assessor in 2000. He has had higher rights of audience (all proceedings) since 1996 and
has always conducted his own advocacy. Clive transferred to the Bar and was called in 2019.

In his 40 years of practice, his advocacy specialism has been representing children in public
law proceedings. He has represented children and parents at every level of court and has
proved to be a fearless advocate for children.

“Clive represented a vulnerable mother in a final hearing, which involved alleged findings of
physical harm to a child, amongst other matters. He was new to the case as at final hearing,
but it was clear at the conference that he had an excellent grasp of the history and facts of the
case. His manner with the client was kind and reassuring. During the final hearing, he
provided regular updates and challenged the evidence in analytical detail, going above and
beyond in fighting for the client.” — National Legal Services

“Once again, thank you for all the work you put in over these past two days, it definitely made
my position easier having such an accomplished and competent representative. | feel very
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privileged to have such an assertive and competent representative in my corner.” — Thomas &
Co’s lay client’s feedback

Cases
Re MH (CFC) [2024] HHJ Cox

| represented a 5 year old child in care proceedings where the Guardian criticised the LA and
opposed the LA care plan to remove the child from his aunt and Special Guardian with whom
he had lived for 3 years. Whilst the Guardian was neutral on threshold there were several
serious problems with the way the LA pleaded it and the evidence upon which they sought to
rely. In any event the Care Plan was inchoate.

* 6-day final hearing
* 1,440 page bundle

The Judge found the Guardian’s criticisms of the LA were justified. She found that the
threshold was not crossed and therefore she had no jurisdiction to make any order.

Stephine Hind for the LA, Jacqui Gilliatt for M

Re BW (CFC) [2024] HHJ Cox

| represented 8 children, aged from 2 to 15 years old, in a final hearing of care proceedings in
which the Guardian strongly opposed the LA care plan for removal, considering it to be social
engineering. We went further and sought a new social worker.

* 6-day final hearing
* 1,900 page bundle

» After 3 days, the LA agreed and proposed an agreement which did not involve removal.

Jemimah Hendrick was for the LA, Amanda Bewley for the mother

Re P (Guildford FC) [2024] HHJ George

| represented a Grandmother of 2 children, aged 5 and 3, in a fact-finding hearing where my
client faced 18 allegations set out over 35 pages of a schedule. The allegations concerned,
amongst other things, multiple injuries, lack of supervision and missed medical appointments.
After much negotiation, a compromise was reached and concessions were accepted by all,
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which reduced the hearing to 5 days and avoided the risk of other findings being made.

e Fact finding hearing listed for 10 days
» Hearing reduced to 5 days after concessions negotiated and accepted
e 2,500 page bundle

Ami Bartholomew for the LA, Sylvester Mcllwain for M, Chris Butterfield for F, Nicholas
Williamson for the maternal aunt and Paula Diaz for the children by their Guardian.

Re AE (Bromley FC) [2023] DDJ Rahman
| represented the mother of an 8-year-old in an opposed care hearing.

The mother faced 7 allegations of physical and emotional abuse which she strongly
contested. She did not accept that the threshold was made out and invited the Court to
reunite her with her son, or place him with a maternal uncle who acted person, represented
himself loquaciously, relying on his own 53-page care plan.

» 7-day final hearing
* The psychologist and others relied on a non-existent ABE interview

* The mother unconvincingly argued that she used words differently to others and her
admissions were consequently misunderstood

¢ A care order was made.

Mark Love for the LA, Fawzia King for the child by is Guardian
Re S| (ELFC) [2024] HHJ Purkiss

Led by John Tughan KC, | represented a father in a fact-finding hearing where the intervenor
(the father’s son) alleged that the father had sexually abused the father’'s 3 daughters (the
intervenor’s siblings). Voluminous police evidence including WhatsApps. The father also
sought contact with his daughters which was opposed by the mother until the conclusion of
the hearing.

» 4-week fact-finding hearing
* 3,000 page bundle

e 22 witnesses
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* Findings were made against the intervenor but not against the father and contact was
established for the father with his daughters.

Giles Bain for the LA, Gemma Farrington KC and Lorna Cservenka for M, Michael Bailey and
David Bannocks for the Intervenor, Tim Parker KC and Oliver Millington for the children

Re CS (CFC) [2023] DJ Mulkis

| represented the mother of a 19-month-old. Proceedings were issued due to concerns about
the mother’'s mental health and substance misuse. The mother needed a mental health
advocate and intermediary. She mother needed special measures too. Issues about the
mother’s capacity to give instructions arose during the hearing and an application to hear no
more evidence was made. It was granted, and the matter relisted after a Mental Health Act
assessment.

 Final hearing listed for 5 days
» Hearing ineffective, adjourned after 4 days, and relisted for 5 days

» s12 Mental Health Act assessment of mother’s capacity required

Peter Coutts for the LA, Kieran Pugh for the F, Elise Jeremiah for the child by their Guardian

Re MS & DS (CFC) [2022] HHJ Marin

| represented the father in a discharge care orders application. The LA opposed this and
sought a Prohibited Steps Order, limiting where he could go, and a s91(14) order that he
would need permission to apply to the Court.

e There was a 4-day hearing

e HHJ Marin found that the LA had failed to promote contact between the boys and their
father and failed to notify the father about matters. Whilst the Care Orders were not
discharged and a limited s91(14) was made, the Court did make a s34 contact order in
the father’s favour and it declined to make any PSO.

Lauren Suding for the LA, Olivia Bliss for the children by their Guardian

Re JA (WLFC) [2022] DJ Hussain

| represented the father of one of four children in Care proceedings who sought to care for
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that child and one other. The LA sought a Child Arrangements Order (CAQO), “live with”, to my
client, in respect of his child and a Special Guardianship Order (SGO) in respect of the other
child. The mother opposed this and there were several issues around contact that needed to
be resolved.

* There was a 4-day hearing which led to an agreed order with CAOs in respect of both
children living with my client.

e The Judge made CAOs “live with” to my client.

Paul Pavlou was for the LA, Helen Compton for the M, Judith Mayhew for the first father and
Caroline Little for the children by their Guardian.

Re SH (CFC) [2022] HHJ Hughes
| represented the child by her Guardian in care proceedings.

The LA alleged the child was at risk of harm, due to domestic abuse and neglect, and sought
Care and Placement Orders. The Guardian supported the LA but sought different contact
arrangements pre-matching.

» There was a 5-day hearing, with 2,500 pages of evidence.
* | successfully argued for an amended Care Plan per the Guardian’s contact proposals

* HHJ Hughes found the parents were in contact with each other, the mother was
attracted to violent men and could not prioritise her child’s needs, putting the child at risk
of significant harm. She made Care and Placement Orders.

e Andrew Shaw was for the LA, Makanza Cudby for M, Delores O’'Rawe for F

Re KS (CFC) [2022] DJ Cronshaw

| advocated for the 64-year-old maternal grandmother (“MGM”) of an 11-year-old. The LA
sought placement with the paternal grandparents due to the MGM'’s regular Class A drug use
(speedballing heroin and cocaine). The mother had serious drug misuse problems and
supported her son’s placement with the MGM. The MGM gave clear and thoughtful evidence
and accepted dishonesty about previous Class A drug use over a long period.

* | successfully argued not all Class A drug users are the same, this MGM’s parenting
was good, she did school runs, attended all school meetings and there was no evidence
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of harm.

* In a 6-day final hearing, | convinced the court that she was a good enough carer to care
for her 11-year-old grandson, with a Special Guardianship Order in her favour.

The LA were represented by Tahmina Rahman, M by Garfield Braithwaite, F by Olivia Bliss
and C, through his Guardian, by Gemma Neath.

Re Q [2021] EWHC 2262 (Fam) Lieven J

| represented the junior mother, whose siblings and own child were the subject of High Court
Care Proceedings. At a preliminary hearing, the Court considered an application for transfer
to Slovakia. At final hearing, my client wanted her sister in Slovakia to care for her child. That
sister gave video evidence from Slovakia. My client’s interpreter was concerned about the
qguality of the sister’s interpreter so she interpreted for both. The sister was supported by
positive assessments by the Slovakian authorities.

The Court accepted my submissions that some of the LA’s criticisms of the sister were unfair
but made a Care order.

Tracy Lakin then Basharat Hussain for the LA, Nergis Mathew then Clare Dillon for the senior
mother, Chris Barnes for the father, Alex Laing for the children by their Guardian.

Re TB (Luton FC) [2021] Recorder Newport

| represented the child by his Guardian in a final hearing in care proceedings where the LA
alleged that the mother had maintained a relationship with the father despite his physical
abuse of her. The mother denied this.

* The FH was 12-day and the evidence was over 2,000 pages.

* The evidence included complex mobile phone record evidence and 2 mobile phone
experts gave live evidence

e The Judge found all the allegations proved and made a Care Order and Placement
Order as the Guardian sought.

Xavia Manassi for the LA and Robin Powell for the mother
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Re TB (ELFC) [2021] Recorder Kainth

| represented a father at a 6-day final hearing in care proceedings, where the LA made 15
allegations against the mother but sought to leave the child with the mother, supported by the
Guardian. My client sought a live with Order.

e The Court found 9 of the 15 allegations proved against the mother but made a live with
order in favour of mother with a SO

Manijit Dogra for the LA, Leon Hines for the mother and Rob Littlewood for the child by his
Guardian

Re O (ELFC) [2021] HHJ Reardon

| represented a father in a Fact-Finding hearing in care proceedings where the LA made
several allegations that the parents had physically abused the children

* There was a 6-day Fact-Finding hearing.

e Of the 14 findings alleged, 8 findings were made against the mother but only one
against my client

Ben Zurawel for the LA, Dingle Clark for the mother, William Tautz for the 2nd father, Tamara
Muhammed for the MGM, Meena Gill for the PGM and Jemimah Hendrick for the children by
their Guardian.

Re RL (Barnet FC) [2021] HHJ Jacklin QC

| was led by Allison Munroe QC, represented the father in a complex contested Fact-Finding
hearing in care proceedings where the LA alleged that the father had sexually and physically
abused his daughter over several years.

* There was a 7-day Fact-Finding hearing with 2,260 pages of evidence

* The Judge made no findings of sexual abuse against the father and she rejected the
allegation of punching.

Christopher Archer for the LA, Sima Kothari for the mother and Gill Honeyman for the child by
her Guardian.
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Re C (PRFD) [2014] (unreported) HHJ Michael Horowitz QC.

| represented and advocated for the two children in private law Children Act proceedings. A
children’s Guardian had been appointed for the children under rule 16(4). The children were
abducted by their father to Italy, whilst on holiday with their mother in Spain. | obtained
emergency, out of hours, High Court orders, which assisted in the children being returned to
the jurisdiction. The final hearing was 5 days with witnesses giving evidence by video link
from abroad. HHJ Michael Horowitz QC, unusually, made a cost order against the father due
to the exceptional nature of the case

The Father was represented by Aidan Vine; the Mother by Piers Pressdee QC and Lucy
Owens

Re CT (CFC) [2019] (unreported) HHJ Robin Tolson QC

| represented and advocated for a child in private law Children Act proceedings. A children’s
Guardian had been appointed for the child under rule 16(4). The mother was a litigant in
person and was intractably hostile to any contact with the father. The mother was ordered to
carry out 100 hours of unpaid work under s11J-L of the Children Act 1989 for breaching a
Child Arrangements Order requiring her to use her best endeavours to encourage the child to
read the fathers letters and give the child a mobile phone. This was one of the first uses of
this power.

Joy Brereton was for the father; the mother was a litigant in person

Re K (High Court) [2013] (unreported) Hogg J

| represented and advocated on behalf of the children, in private law Children Act
proceedings. A children’s Guardian had been appointed for the children under rule 16(4). The
father was originally represented by silk but then acted in person with a McKenzie friend. The
father sent email to Baker J in which he made very abusive allegations of corruption,
negligence and prejudice. Baker J ordered the matter listed before another Judge. At the final
hearing Hogg J took the unusual step of making a cost order against the particularly difficult
father due to the exceptional nature of the case.

The father was represented by Stephen Cobb QC, after which he was a litigant in person with
his McKenzie friend, the Mother was represented by Piers Pressdee QC
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Re P (Representation) Court of Appeal [1996] 1 FLR 486, [1996] 1 FCR
457, CA (Russell and Thorpe LJJ and Sir Ralph Gibson)

| acted for seven children in High Court care proceedings. The eldest then instructed their
own solicitor. Then the 2nd eldest sought her own solicitor: she opposed the care plan.
Douglas Brown J refused. | appealed to clarify the representation of children with conflicting
views. The Court of Appeal held that for a solicitor to represent all the children including a
dissenting child was a task incapable of due performance. It was impossible for a single
advocate to support the care plan and at the same time mount an all-out attack upon that plan
on behalf of one dissenting child.

Indira Ramsahoye for the local authority and.Roderic Wood, QC for the guardian ad litem.

Re R (A Minor) (Wardship; Consent to Treatment) [1992] Fam 11;
[1991] 3 WLR 592; [1991] 4 All ER 177; [1992] 1 FLR 190; [1992] 2 FCR
229; The Times, 31 July 1991; The Independent, 25 July 1991, CA
(Lord Donaldson MR, Staughton and Farquharson LJJ)

| represented the father whose child, aged 15, suffered from a fluctuating mental disability.
She absconded from a children’s home and attacked her parents. She was placed in the
psychiatric ward of a hospital and then was transferred to an adolescent psychiatric unit. She
was given sedative medication with her consent. A doctor wished to administer anti-psychotic
medication. The child refused to consent. She was Gillick competent. The Court decided that
Gillick competence was not the appropriate test and the court in its wardship jurisdiction could
decide whether or not to consent having regard to welfare as the paramount consideration.
Charles Geekie for the local authority, Miss V Gilbert for the father and James Munby QC for
the child.

Several national newspapers wanted to interview my client or me but my client did not want
this. They ran the story anyway.

Re EC (Guildford FC) [2020] Recorder Bedingfield

| represented the mother of 3 children contesting their interim immediate removal into foster
care. The LA and Guardian sought removal due to emotional harm. The Guardian gave
evidence that the harm was “drip, drip, drip”. The oldest child had exhibited very concerning
behaviour at school.

» At the 3-day contested, interim hearing, the Judge accepted my submissions that it was
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not possible to say the children’s safety required immediate removal because there was
no evidence before the Court as to what had caused their behaviour.

e The Court made a CAO to the mother’s parents, avoiding interim foster care.

Sylvester Mcllwain was for the LA, Claire Shrimpton for F, Bernard Limbrey for the MGPs,
Charmaine Wilson for the children

Re TS (WLFC) [2020] Recorder Lofthouse

| represented the stepfather in care proceedings. He sought a CAO in respect of his partner’s
8-year-old child, who his partner had assaulted. That child had been born abroad as a result
of the mother’s abduction and rape. The child exhibited severe behavioural issues.

After a 5-day final hearing the Court were not prepared to return the child to his stepfather,
nor to adjourn the proceedings for the child to be psychologically assessed, but the Court did
endorse a Care Plan which increased the stepfather’s contact and might allow the child to
return to his stepfather in 12 months.

Sally Bradley for the LA, Philip Eldin-Taylor for M, Siobhan Kelly for the children
Re ZZ (Chelmsford FC) [2020] HHJ Lewis

| represented the father of a 3-month-old baby, where the LA alleged substance misuse by
the parents. The father’s fallback position was for his son to be placed with the baby’s
paternal uncle in California. The LA would not agree to conduct a full assessment of the
paternal uncle for various reasons.

| convinced the Court to order the LA to undertake a full assessment, by relying on the best
practice, as set out in Re K [2019], so that the Court would have information about the correct
interpretation of the conventions, and the recognition of orders.

Danielle Lewis for the LA, Andrew Bailey for M, Anne-Marie Rainsford for the child
Re AA (WLFC) [2020] HHJ Downey

| represented a father of a baby in care proceeding. The LA alleged his former partner had
attempted to induce her labour. The father wanted the evidence tested.

e There was a 6-day fact-finding hearing. The evidence ran to 3,000 pages and was
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complex. In live evidence the consultant obstetrician altered his view from his reports,
saying he was no longer sure, on the balance of probabilities, that the mother had
attempted an induction. His reasons were “confirmation bias” with hindsight.

* HHJ Downey found that the mother had attempted to induce her labour whilst high on
cocaine.

* The client was granted a CAO.

Kate Hudson was for the LA, Sophie Prolingheuer for M, and Emma Taylor for the Child.
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