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HIS HONOUR JUDGE CLIFFORD BELLAMY

DESIGNATED FAMILY JUDGE FOR LEICESTER

HEARING BUNDLES

On 30th November 2015 I handed down judgment in Re D and R (Children) 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWFC/OJ/2015/B198.html" \o "Link to BAILII version" [2015] EWFC B198. At paragraphs 148 to 150 I raised concerns about the preparation of the hearing bundle and the failure to comply fully with the requirements of FPR 2010 PD27A. I said that in future I proposed to require any party lodging a hearing bundle to file with it a certificate of compliance with the requirements of PD27A. As a result of subsequent discussions with legal representatives of both Leicester City Council and Leicestershire County Council I have agreed, for a trial period of 3 months, to take a step back. Both local authorities have volunteered that when filing a hearing bundle the bundle will be accompanied by a letter in these terms:

Dear Sir/Madam,

I confirm, in my capacity as the representative of Leicestershire County Council/Leicester City Council who has compiled and checked this bundle, that it does not contain any unsigned evidence filed on behalf of the Local Authority.

Where I have noticed unsigned documents from other parties, these have flagged with a tag.

Yours faithfully,
It is a requirement of PD27A that a hearing bundle should not exceed 350 pages without the prior consent of the court. It is not unusual for local authorities to seek permission to extend that limit. Permission is usually sought by e-mail. The information provided in support of the request varies from e-mail to e-mail. Some requests include the right information to enable a decision to be made. Others do not. I have agreed with both local authorities that in future requests for permission to exceed the 350 page limit should be standardised and that applications should be made using the forma set out below. This form may be submitted by e-mail.
Finally, I remind you of the consultation being undertaken by the President of the Family Division concerning proposed amendments to PD27A. A copy of the consultation document, with details of how to respond, can be found on this website. I encourage you to respond.
APPLICATION TO EXCEED HEARING BUNDLE LIMIT
Case No:

Parties:

Extension requested from             pages to             pages
The bundle relates to a CMH/IRH/contested interim/final hearing:

The hearing is listed for                 hours/days

The index has/has not been agreed with the other parties

A copy of the index is attached

Why is it necessary for the bundle to exceed 350 pages?
