
YEAR OF CALL

1998

AREAS OF LAW

Civil Law, Criminal Law

OVERVIEW

Cecilia was called to the Bar at the Middle Temple in 1998 and worked as a fee earner for 2 solicitors firms in the North West until 

undertaking pupillage in 2003.

Prior to pupillage she gained valuable experience in personal injury law, dealing with predominantly fast track work. She was responsible for 

defendant and claimant cases including road traffic, public and employers liability cases.

Cecilia prides herself on her attention to detail in preparing her cases and ensuring that the client knows what to expect from the trial 

process. She understands the importance of building a good relationship with the client, often in short time periods so that they have 

confidence in the advice given, even when detrimental to their own cases.

When representing the client at trial she acts fearlessly and always ensures that she uses her best endeavours to achieve the most 

favourable outcome.
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CIVIL LAW

Personal Injury:

Cecilia undertakes fast-track and multi-track work in the following areas for both claimant and defendant:

Road traffic, employers’ liability, highway cases, public liability, landlord and tenant personal injury claims and more recently product liability, 

involving an exploding e-cigarette.

Other Personal Injury Work:

Recently she has advised, drafted pleadings and appeared at hearings for a claimant in a civil action against the police, which concluded in 

a successful settlement.

She has also represented a number of claimants in successful appeals to the tribunal, against undervalued criminal injuries awards.

Costs:

Cecilia continues to be interested in costs work, stemming from her time as a fee earner when she handled her own costs and has 

appeared at a number of detailed assessment hearings.

Other Civil Work:

She has appeared in a number of cases involving contract disputes in fast-track and multi-track commercial work for small and large 

businesses, including defending the Royal Mail.

She has also represented multiple claimants in a property dispute involving park homes, which has since concluded in a successful 

settlement.

Mental Health Work:

Cecilia has represented a number of claimants at court in disputes, particularly regarding challenging the appointment of a deputy under 

the Mental Capacity Act 2005.

CRIMINAL LAW

She undertakes both prosecution and defence work for legally aided and privately funded clients.

Cecilia has been instructed in relation to a variety of offences including dishonesty, violence, drugs and sexual allegations. The most serious 

cases she has been involved with have been multi-defendant robberies, conspiracy to steal and s.18 woundings.

She recently represented, at trial, a young client charged with rape and other sexual offences who was acquitted of all charges.

She has prosecuted in cases involving revenue and customs offences and also appeared for both defence and prosecution in allegations of 

benefit fraud.

Cecilia accepts instructions from privately funded clients for all types of work and is frequently instructed in road traffic matters.



COSTS

I have had an interest in costs, dating from when I worked as a fee earner negotiating my own costs both for Claimant and Defendant 

firms, prior to being called to the Bar.

Since then, I have dealt with numerous summary assessments both within the fixed costs regime Part 45 and assessments under Part 

44. I have appeared in a number of CCMCs where I have argued contested costs budgets as well as appearing in detailed assessments.

Most recent costs cases of interest:

1)Issue: Advocates Fee under Fixed Costs Regime CPR 45 for multiple Claimants

Bhat and Bhat v Adams and LVI, Medway County Court, 17th December 2021, Before DDJ Holmes-Milner

Whether 2 Advocates fees should be paid where 2 Claimants are represented by the same Counsel at trial, following successful claims.

I appeared to represent 2 Claimants in a claim governed by the Low Value Personal Injury RTA Fixed Costs Regime. Defence argued that 

only 1 Counsel’s fee was payable, referring to Karnicka v Zborek, countered with case of Neary and Neary.

Successfully argued in my favour and 2 Counsel’s fees awarded.

2)Issue: Whether P36 offer involving a claim against 2 Defendants required permission of the Court to be accepted, under 

CPR36.15.Hayward v Markerstudy Insurance Co Ltd and AIG UK Ltd, Preston County Court, 14th January 2022, before His Honour Judge 

Dodd.

I acted for D2 at trial, D1 argued that previously compromised claim by way of Part 36 between D2 and Claimant required permission of 

court as the claim in liability against D1 and D2 was either in the alternative or joint.

If D1 was successful this would render D2 liable for costs of D1, in respect of an adjourned trial.

Argued successfully that the compromise did not require permission as the claim was based on several liability as per CPR 36.15.3, 

albeit the Particulars of Claim had been drafted in the alternative, this did not reflect the factual assertions of the Claim.

Judge held that D2 was correct and that the claim was advanced on the basis of several liability not joint or in the alternative. Costs 

payable by D1 to D2, as a consequence.

3)Issue: Costs application under s.19 Prosecution of Offences Act 1985 by Defendant

Acting for Prosecution and instructed to deal with trial on landlord licensing and building regulations charges which included an 

application by Defendant for costs payable by Prosecution, under s.19 - claim in excess of £60,000.

Written arguments prepared both on merit of application and quantum of costs.

Case heard at South Sefton Magistrates Court before District Judge Clarke on 12th October 2021.

At the conclusion of the trial and hearing of application, no costs order was made against the Prosecution.
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