ACN

THE ADMINSTRATIVE COURT NORTH

Combined User Group Meeting
Administrative Court (North East) Leeds (‘ACL’) and Administrative Court (North)
Manchester (‘(ACM?) 08/10/2025 at 4:30 pm by MS Teams

Minutes
In attendance

Mrs Justice Hill (Liaison Judge) [“HH™]
Shahida Islam (Clerk to Mrs Justice Hill)

Julie Bagnall (ACM)

Laura McMullan (Lawyer, ACM)
Sabina Kuraishe (ACM)

Shava Gibbs (ACM)

Celestino Dos-Santos (ACM)

Martin Lee (Lawyer, ACL)
Dominique Cole (ACL)
Noeleen Conneely (ACL)

Jasvinder Young (GLD) [“JY™]

Mathieu Culverhouse (Irwin Mitchell) [“MC”]
Michael Blackwood (CPS)

Darren Lightfoot (GMC)

(1): Introduction by Mrs Justice Hill

1. HH welcomed all present. She introduced Shahida Islam as her new clerk and informed
all users that Chris Diwan was no longer working in ACM and that ACL has a new team
member, Nicholas Mwappe.

(2): Matters arising from Minutes of meeting 7 May 2025 found here.

2. The minutes were approved, subject to HH correcting the date in the title. There were
no matters arising.

(3): Discussion

Timescale for permission decisions

3. MC raised an issue his colleague encountered at ACL, in that it had taken 2 months for
a decision permission to be made (from mid-July to mid-September 2025) in a case that
had been certified as fit for expedition.
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4. HH apologised for the delay in this particular case. She explained that the
Administrative Court works to a target of 60% of paper applications, including
application for permission, being determined within 3 months (13 weeks). She
acknowledged that ACL had been struggling with resources and so in the period from
1 April to 31 August 2025 had not met this target: in only 26% of cases had this
timescale been achieved.

5. HH explained that concerted efforts had been made to address the resources issues in
ACL over the summer: staff had worked overtime, some assistance had been provided
by ACM staff and a new team member, Nicholas Mwappe, had been recruited. It was
hoped that this would assist with the resource issues going forward.

6. In more positive news, ACL exceeded its target for substantive hearings: 62% were
listed within 9 months (39 weeks), against a target of 60%.
Methods of communication with the court

7. JY asked whether it would be possible for court staff to acknowledge that emails had
been received so that individuals did not need to continuously make follow up
enquiries.

8. Court staff in both ACL and ACM confirmed that CE-File was the preferred method of
communication with the court: this would lead to an automatic response and save staff
time. It also had the benefit of being visible to staff and judges in different locations.

9. Ifemail was to be used, the shared inboxes rather than personal email addresses should
be used.

(5): Date and format of next meeting

10. This will be arranged in the same format for a date in the Hilary Term. Users should
nevertheless feel free to contact the court delivery managers or HH via her clerk if any
issues arise in the meantime.
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