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What if there are children involved?

Welcome to the latest issue of the
Roythornes Family team’s review
Divorce and the matrimonial home

I

n the vast majority of cases, the home which
is occupied by the parties during the course
of their marriage is the most valuable asset
available for division. Indeed, it can often be the
only meaningful asset available for division.
How is the former matrimonial home treated
by the Court on divorce?
The former matrimonial home is treated
differently from other assets when it comes to
determining the financial claims arising out of
the breakdown of a marriage. As Lord Nicholls
stated in his judgement in the case of Miller v
Miller; McFarlane v McFarlane [2006] UKHL 24:

“the parties’ matrimonial home, even if this
was brought into the marriage at the outset by
one of the parties, usually has a central place
in any marriage.
So it should normally be
treated as matrimonial property… In principle
the entitlement of each party to a share of the
matrimonial property is the same however long
or short the marriage may have been.”
While this may be the case, the matrimonial
home can be held in a number of different ways.
The legal title to the property could be held in
the sole name of one of the spouses; it could
be held by the parties jointly as either tenants
in common or as joint tenants. The property
could also be held by a company, or through a
structure of a trust. The property may even be
co-owned by a spouse and a third party, such as
a parent.
The way in which the former matrimonial home
is held does potentially impact on the Court’s
ability to deal with it within the context of divorce

proceedings, which has a knock-on effect as to
the amount available for distribution between
the parties. However, so long as the net equity
in the property is available for distribution by the
Court, then, as stated by Lord Nicholls in Miller v
Miller; McFarlane v McFarlane, the way the legal
title is held (e.g. by the parties jointly or in the
sole name of one of the parties) is generally of
limited relevance.
The Court’s power to deal with property to which
the parties are “entitled”, either in possession or
reversion, is contained within section 24A(1) of
the Matrimonial Causes Act 1973 (as amended).
Provided that the Court is satisfied that it has
jurisdiction to deal with the property, the Court
has the power to make one of the following
orders in relation to it:
1. an order for immediate sale and division of the
net proceeds of sale, following the repayment
of any mortgage secured by the property and
the associated costs of sale (i.e. estate agents’
fees and conveyancing costs);
2. an order for a transfer of the property into the
sole name of one of the parties; or
3. a postponed or deferred sale, which may
also be made with a deferred charge. These
are known as Mesher or Martin Orders. By
way of an example, a wife may be permitted
to continue to reside in a property with the
children, subject to a charge-back to her
husband which will only be realised upon
a ‘triggering event’ occurring, such as the
children of the marriage finishing secondary
education.

As with any financial dispute arising on a
divorce, the Court’s overriding objective is
fairness. The Court will be concerned to ensure
that each of the parties’ reasonable housing
needs are met. If there are minor children,
then the Court’s overriding objective is first
to ensure that their needs are catered for. It
therefore follows that in cases where there are
limited assets, preferential treatment may be
given to the child(ren)’s primary carer. However,
each case turns on its own facts. There is often
a balancing act to ensure that the child(ren)
and the spouse with care of the child(ren) are
looked after and securely housed, whilst also
ensuring that the non-resident parent (who will
also need to spend time with the child(ren)) is
also suitably rehoused.
How does the Court address the financial
claims?
In determining the financial claims arising out
of the breakdown of the marriage, the Court
will also have regard to the other factors set in
Section 25 of the Matrimonial Causes Act 1973
(as amended), such as the parties’ standard of
living during the marriage, the duration of the

marriage and each party’s contribution to the
assets in the case. Cases in which there are
very limited assets will be treated differently
from those cases where there is more capital
available to meet the parties’ needs, including
those in relation to their housing.
Following the unfortunate breakdown of a
marriage it is often very difficult for the parties
to continue to live together at the former
matrimonial home, which can lead to friction
and disputes while the divorce and financial
proceedings are resolved. Satellite litigation
to determine such issues as who is to occupy
the former matrimonial home and the parties’
respective obligations towards the household
outgoings (such as monthly mortgage
repayments and utility bills) is common.
Here at Roythornes, members of our specialist
Family Law team will be able to advise you on
dealing with these matters, together with a wide
range of other family law issues; they regularly
deal with cases across the East Midlands, East
Anglia, Kent and beyond. The team is happy to
accommodate a meeting at any of Roythornes’
offices in Spalding, Peterborough, Nottingham
or Alconbury, by telephone or by Skype/video
conferencing.

Our services
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Pre and post-nuptial agreements
Matrimonial finance
Cohabitation agreements and disputes
Asset protection and tax mitigation
Parental responsibility, paternity disputes
and surrogacy
Negligence claims against family lawyers
Separation and divorce
Pension and property advice
Children Act proceedings and wardship
Injunctions

For a full list of our family services please see
www.roythornes.co.uk
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Myth-busting:
common misconceptions
in family law

T

he common law marriage myth is
just one of a number of common
misconceptions in relation to family
law. Below are some other issues which we
have had to address.

•

MISCONCEPTION 1
Courts in England and Wales will
automatically
uphold
a
pre-nuptial
agreement regardless of any other factors
Pre-nuptial agreements are now extremely
common in England and Wales. However,
there is a lot of misunderstanding about
when the Courts in England and Wales will
and will not uphold pre-nuptial agreements.
The most important point that people must
understand is that, at present, Courts will
not automatically uphold agreements of
this nature just because they exist. Certain
criteria have to be met for there to be any
possibility that a pre-nuptial agreement will
be recognised as valid and upheld by the
Courts in this country, namely:
•

there will need to be an exchange of
full and frank disclosure;

•

both parties ought to have received
independent
legal
advice
before
executing the agreement, or, at the very
least, they should have been advised
to do so and there must be no duress,
misrepresentation, undue influence or
pressure placed on either party to enter
into the agreement;

•

the pre-nuptial agreement will need to be
executed at least 28 days before the date
of the parties’ wedding or civil partnership;

the agreement will need to provide for a fair
settlement in the event of the breakdown
of the marriage or civil partnership. The
provisions of the agreement must be
regularly reviewed during the course of
the marriage/civil partnership and revised
if there are any material changes in either
party’s circumstances.

Although it is not possible, at present, to oust
the jurisdiction of the Courts in England and
Wales by means of a pre-nuptial agreement,
agreements which are properly being
entered into are now recognised by the
divorce courts in this country and significant
weight is being given to them in any financial
claims on divorce or the dissolution of a civil
partnership. However, the position could
change in the future and agreements of this
type could become legally binding.

MISCONCEPTION 2
A spouse having committed adultery is a
factor which is taken into account by Courts
in England and Wales when determining the
financial claims arising out of the breakdown
of a marriage
The overriding objective in financial remedy
proceedings is to achieve a fair outcome.
Section 25 of the Matrimonial Causes Act
1973 (as amended) sets out the specific
factors that the Court will take into account
when determining this issue.
Essentially, a two-phased exercise will be
conducted against the background of the
Section 25 criteria, namely:
•

computation of the parties’ resources,

•

as identified in Section 25(2)(a) of the
Matrimonial Causes Act 1973; and

MISCONCEPTION 3

distribution of those resources by
reference to the three principles of need,
compensation and sharing.

Grandparents have an automatic right to
see their grandchildren

The principle of need involves consideration
of the financial needs, obligations and
responsibilities of the parties; the standard
of living enjoyed by the family before the
breakdown of the marriage; the ages of each
party; and any physical or mental disability of
either party. The parties’ needs are assessed
generously, and are not a determinative
factor to entitlement.
The principle of compensation is aimed at
redressing any material prospective financial
disparity between the parties arising from the
way that they conducted their marriage. The
concept of compensation for relationshipgenerated disadvantage might also extend
to disadvantages directly related to entry
into, or exit from, the marriage.

Despite the important nature of many
grandparent/grandchild relationships, no
such automatic right exists for grandparents
who for a range of reasons may be denied
access to their grandchildren following
an acrimonious divorce. There has been
a significant rise over recent years in
the number of grandparents seeking
legal advice on this issue, and there is a
legal remedy. Grandparents can ask the
Court for permission to apply for a Child
Arrangements Order. In determining this
issue, the Court will, together with a number
of other considerations, take into account
the following matters:
•
•
•

the applicant’s connection with the child;
the nature of the application for contact;
and whether the application might
be potentially harmful to the child’s
wellbeing in any way.

The principle of sharing reflects an
acknowledgement that marriage is a
partnership of equals; and that, when it ends,
fairness requires each party to receive an If a grandparent is successful, it is then
equal share of the fruits of that partnership, possible to apply for a Child Arrangements
unless there are good reasons to the Order through the Court to gain access to
contrary. This approach is influenced by the their grandchildren.
contributions which each party has made, or
is likely in the foreseeable future to make, to The misconception trap
the welfare of the family; and to the duration
of the marriage. The source of the parties’ In order to avoid falling victim to the many
assets will also be considered in detail. The misconceptions of family law, you should
principle also involves, where exceptionally seek legal advice as soon as possible so that
appropriate, consideration of each party’s you know where you stand, you know your
conduct, if it would be inequitable to legal rights and the course of action you can
family services
disregard it. At present, adultery does not fallOur
take, if necessary.
within the category of conduct that would
be inequitable for the Court to disregard.

Our family services

A person’s entitlement in financial remedy
proceedings will not be prejudiced if they
have committed adultery. However, if it is
possible to demonstrate that the spouse
who has committed adultery is planning to
live with their new partner, or that they are
currently cohabiting and/or pooling their
resources with their new partner, then this is
a factor that the Court will take into account
in determining what is a fair financial
settlement in the case.
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Intractable contact disputes and parental alienation
Some of the most difficult cases to resolve in Children Act proceedings involve those where
a child has no contact or very limited contact with a non-resident parent and/or no apparent
wish to see or spend time with that parent. Such cases can arise even where there is a Child
Arrangements Order, providing for contact with a non-resident parent, already in place.

S

o why do these cases arise? There is no
obvious answer, as each case is factspecific. Typically, the reasons given are
that the resident parent has prevented contact;
the non-resident parent has not shown an
interest in contact or it is the child’s wish. This
latter reason is probably the most controversial
and difficult to address.

However, what happens if the child’s wishes
and feelings are being influenced by their
parents?

Parental alienation is a developing theme in
English law and arises from the denigration
by one parent causing a child to show an
extraordinary degree of animosity towards
another parent. It is said to arise where one
The paramount consideration for any Court parent has sought to “poison” their child
when addressing matters concerning a child is against the other parent. Parental alienation
the child’s welfare, in accordance with section should not be tolerated, a child should have the
1 of the Children Act 1989 (as amended). When opportunity to exercise their autonomy freely
determining what is in the interests of a child’s and have a say in their relationship with their
welfare, a Court will have regard to the factors parents and other family members. However,
listed in section 1(3) of the Children Act, also the issue for the Court is how to police this.
known as the Welfare Checklist. This includes, How can you distinguish a child’s free wishes
“the ascertainable wishes and feelings of the from those wishes which have been influenced;
child concerned (considered in the light of his and, how do you prove that a child’s wishes
age and understanding).”
have been influenced?
Whether the wishes and feelings of a child
should be a significant factor in a case will
depend on their age and maturity. The older
a child, the more weight is given to their views
as they are seen, in most cases, to be able to
understand the decisions which they make in
comparison with a younger child.

In cases where allegations of alienation have
been raised, the Court will often seek help from
psychologists and the Children and Family Court
Advisory and Support Service (i.e. CAFCASS)
in order to ascertain a child’s true wishes and
protect these from undue pressure, influence
or duress. It may also be necessary to order a
fact-finding hearing to establish the true facts
of a case, for example, to establish whether

“Children who are suborned into
flouting court orders are given
extremely damaging messages”
- Mrs Justice Parker

there have been any acts of alienation.
There have been cases where alienation
is clear, for example, in the matter of Re S
(Contact: Intractable Dispute) [2010] 2 FLR
1517, the children, aged 12 and 13, referred
to their father as “it”. However, these cases
are not by any means “cut and dry”. There
is a fine balance between invading a child’s
right to autonomy and protecting a child
from alienation - which is more important?
Mrs Justice Parker highlighted the impact
of alienation in the case of Re H (children)
[2014] EWCA Civ 733 where she stated:

“I regard parental manipulation of children,
of which I distressingly see an enormous
amount, as exceptionally harmful. It distorts
the relationship of the child not only with the
parent but with the outside world. Children
who are suborned into flouting court orders
are given extremely damaging messages
about the extent to which authority can
be disregarded and given the impression
that compliance with adult expectations is
optional.”

Parental alienation may be an increasingly
common argument. However the issue in
many cases is proving it. In addition, if a
parent is guilty of alienation, what is the
remedy? Whilst contact should, in an ideal
world, be immediately reinstated with the
non-resident parent, this is often not possible,
or very difficult. Parents may seek penal
sanctions against the guilty parent, and in
some countries there are criminal penalties.
In other cases, depending on the facts of the
case, the primary residence of a child could
be changed. However, the key is to find a
way for the parents to work together, going
forward. The paramount consideration is the
child’s welfare. Parents need to find ways,
whether directly or via an intermediary, to
put their child’s interests first.

Q&A

WITH OUR SOLICITOR MEDIATOR

VICTORIA HOPE

What is the purpose of family mediation?
Mediation is a form of non-court dispute
resolution. Individuals can use the process
to address a wide range of family-related
issues. The purpose of family mediation is
to help people address issues, including
arrangements relating to children, finances
and property, arising out of the breakdown of
their marriage or relationship in an informal
and non-confrontational manner.

Will the participants’ solicitors be
present during the process?
No. Usually the parties do not attend with their
solicitors as this will substantially increase the
participants’ legal costs.
Is family mediation legally binding?

No. Any arrangements reached via mediation
will not be legally binding. The mediator will
prepare a Memorandum of Understanding
What are the principles of mediation?
(an MOU) which will record the arrangements
which the participants have reached via
It is important that those taking part in mediation. A copy of this document will
the process understand and adhere to the usually be sent to the participants’ solicitors.
principles of mediation. The main principles
of mediation are:
How many sessions will we need?
• It’s a voluntary process.
• It is a confidential process,
If you want to discuss a relatively
• The mediator is impartial and has no straightforward issue, then usually you will
authority to determine any issues which only have to attend two to three sessions.
are raised during the course of the process. However, if you wish to address more
complex matters, for example, the financial
What are the benefits of family mediation?
claims arising out of the breakdown of your
marriage or relationship, then you may have
The process is intended to give people an to attend between 4 to 6 sessions before you
opportunity to control the outcome of the will be able to come to an overall accord/
dispute themselves, rather than having the arrangement.
matter determined/imposed upon them
by the Court. Court proceedings can cause How much are the mediation costs?
unnecessary rancour and bitterness between
the parties. The legal costs associated with Roythornes Limited charge £100 plus VAT
protracted litigation can also be substantial.
for a Mediation Information and Assessment
The process should also help to preserve good Meeting (a MIAM). Each participant will be
relations between the participants going required to attend a separate MIAM with our
forward. This is particularly important when mediator.
there are children involved. During the course
of mediation, a family mediator will encourage After the initial MIAM, mediation sessions are
those taking part in the process to focus on usually booked for 90 minutes. However, we
the needs and interests of their children. This can offer half day sessions, if requested. We
should help the clients to co-parent and work charge £150 plus VAT (i.e. £180 in total) per
together as separated parents.
person for each 90 minute session. There
will be a separate charge for preparing the
In summary, the mediation process and all of outcome documents and for dealing with
its principles are designed to help maintain any communications or documents received
relations between people and to help them from the participants during the course of the
stay in control of the decisions which affect process.
their lives and also their children’s lives.

The “common law marriage”
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D

espite popular belief, there is no such thing as a “common law marriage”. In fact, according
to a recent poll commissioned by Resolution, a quarter of people polled believed that
a couple who have been in a relationship of more than two years would benefit from
“common law marriage”. This concept is a myth. Many couples are under the impression that,
following the breakdown of a relationship (particularly a long relationship of
many years), they will have claims for financial relief against their former
partner, similar to those of spouses on divorce or civil partners in the
event of a dissolution of their civil partnership. However, this is not
the case; the law on relationship breakdown between spouses/
civil partners and cohabitees is significantly different.
According to the Office for National Statistics, in 2017 there were
19 million families in the UK, with 3.3 million of these families
being cohabiting couples. The “cohabiting couple” is, thus, the
fastest growing type of family having more than doubled from
1.5 million families in 1996.
Following the breakdown of a marriage/civil partnership, a spouse/
civil partner may seek financial relief from their spouse/civil partner.
However, a cohabitee does not enjoy the same rights or protection. There is
no financial obligation whatsoever to maintain a former partner. Generally speaking, upon the
breakdown of a cohabiting relationship, each party will retain their own assets and liabilities,
i.e. those assets registered in their own name. Therefore, whilst a cohabiting couple may make
their home together in a property registered in the sole name of just one of the parties, the
other party does not automatically have an interest in that property regardless of the length
of their relationship.
Notwithstanding the above, a party may be able to prove that, whilst an asset is held in the
sole name of their former partner, they have a beneficial interest in that asset. In order to make
such a claim, it is for the party claiming an interest to prove, with evidence, how they acquired
their beneficial interest, i.e. by way of an express agreement, by making financial contributions
(towards the asset in question) or if arguments such as promissory estoppel apply. In many
cases, the difficulty is proving the extent of the beneficial interest.
A cohabitee is not entitled to financial support following the breakdown of a relationship.
Many people see this as unjust, particularly in cases where parties have been together for
many years. A former cohabitee may only claim against assets which they hold jointly with
their former partner or if they can prove that they have a beneficial interest in assets held
by their former partner. Unlike a spouse, a former cohabitee has no potential entitlement
to maintenance. However, where there are children involved, there may be a claim against
the non-resident parent for child maintenance. A parent may also claim for further financial
provision for a child under Schedule 1 of the Children Act 1989. Any order made under the
Children Act 1989 would be for the benefit of the child. In other words, a parent cannot make
an application to subsidise their own needs.
It is essential for parties to know their rights based on their relationship status. It is therefore
important for them to seek advice from a specialist family lawyer so that they know at an early
stage where they stand. Please do not hesitate to contact one of our cohabitation experts for
advice.

Supreme Court Judgment in Owens v Owens

O

n 25th July 2018 the Supreme Court
today handed down its judgment in the
long-running case of Owen v Owens.
The case concerns a married couple, Mr and
Mrs Owens, who were married in 1978. They
have two adult children. Mr and Mrs Owens
separated in February 2015. In May 2015, Mrs
Owens issued a divorce petition. The petition
alleged that the parties’ marriage had broken
down irretrievably and that Mr Owens had
behaved in such a way that Mrs Owens could
not reasonably be expected to live with him.
The petition was drafted in what was described
as “anodyne” terms by the Supreme Court.
Mr Owens chose to defend the divorce suit.
At the substantive hearing of the dispute, Mrs
Owens (having been granted permission by
the Court to do so beforehand) amended her
petition so as to include 27 individual examples
of Mr Owens’ alleged behaviour, including being
‘moody’, ‘argumentative’ and ‘disparaging [her]
in front of others’.
The judge at first instance found that the parties’
marriage had broken down irretrievably, but that
Mrs Owens’ allegations of behaviour were “flimsy
and exaggerated” and the particular incidents
which Mrs Owens opted to highlight at the
hearing were isolated incidents. The Court thus
dismissed
Mrs

Owens’ petition on the grounds that the test
under Section 1(2)(b) of the Matrimonial Causes
Act 1973 (MCA 1973) had not been satisfied.
Mrs Owens subsequently appealed to the Court
of Appeal and, after that appeal was dismissed,
she appealed to the Supreme Court in a final
effort to persuade the Court to grant a decree
nisi of divorce.
The appeal was unanimously dismissed by the
Supreme Court. The Supreme Court confirmed
that, when applying the legislation and, in
particular, Section 1(2)(b) of MCA 1973, the
correct test to apply is:
•
•
•

by reference to the allegations of behaviour
in the petition, to determine what the
respondent did or did not do;
to assess the effect which the behaviour had
had upon this particular petitioner in light of
all of the circumstances in which it occurred;
to make an evaluation as to whether, as a
result of the respondent’s behaviour, and
in light of its effect on the petitioner, an
expectation that the petitioner should
continue to live with the respondent would
be unreasonable.

Whilst the Supreme Court expressed sympathy
with Mrs Owens’ position, they unanimously
dismissed her appeal, finding that the judge at
first instance had applied the correct test.
The judgement in Owens
will no doubt fuel calls
for the introduction
of no-fault divorce.
The majority of the
presiding judges did
invite parliament to
consider replacing the
current law, which has
effectively denied Mrs
Owens a divorce until
2020, when she and Mr
Owens will have been
separated for five years.
Whether such legislation
will see the light of day
remains to be seen.

Key cases of note
Sargeant v Sargeant [2018] EWHC 8 (Ch)
A widow made an application for permission to
pursue a claim under the Inheritance (Provision
for Family and Dependants) Act 1975 out of
time. Generally, a claim must be brought against
an estate within six months of the date of the
grant of representation, e.g. grant of probate.
The widow in this case sought permission to
pursue an application some 10 years after the
grant. Whilst a Court may, if it is just to permit,
allow parties to make an application out of
time, it was held that the widow had chosen
to live with the provision made for her under
her late husband’s estate, despite her financial
difficulties, and could have explored her options
in terms of making a claim against the estate.
The widow chose not to and, thus, permission
was refused. Applications out of time are few
and far between. If an individual is considering
making a claim against an estate, then they
should seek advice immediately so as to ensure
their claim is made within the prescribed time
limit.
Hayat Youssef Alireza v Hossam Youssef
Ibrahim Radwan and others [2017] EWCA Civ
1545
The wife appealed a decision in financial
proceedings in which the trial judge had limited
her award on the basis that she would inherit
significant sums on her father’s death. The wife’s

father, a successful businessman with estimated
wealth of £500 million, would make provision
for the wife under the Saudi “forced heirship”
laws. However, the wife’s father had a life
expectancy of at least 16 years. The wife’s appeal
was successful as the Court held that, although
she would inherit significant sums in the future,
this does not mean that the Court should make
an award which left the wife dependent on
this inheritance. Whilst inherited assets are not
ring-fenced during divorce proceedings, Courts
are slow to invade such assets unless they are
required to meet the parties’ needs. In this case,
the Court held that the wife’s needs could be
met by the parties’ resources and she should
not have to rely on a future inheritance.
AAZ v BBZ [2016] EWHC 3234
In our last Family Law Review, we brought you
details of one of the largest divorce awards in the
UK, where the wife received an award totalling
£453,576,152, comprising 41.5% of the total
assets which amounted to £1,092,334,626. The
award has now been appealed with the wife
claiming that she has not received ‘a penny.’
The case continues!
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Your Family team
Nick Ingrey

John Boon

nickingrey@
roythornes.co.uk

johnboon@
roythornes.co.uk

01775 842555

01775 842529

A partner in the team, Nick has vast experience in
relation to high value financial claims arising out of
the breakdown of a marriage with particular reference to
farming cases – those involving the division of agricultural
assets.
His client base is wide and varied, ranging from significant
farmers/landowners, and successful business men/
women.
Despite being predominantly based in Spalding, Nick
has clients from Leicestershire down to East Sussex. The
majority of his clients are reputation-based referrals.

John joined the firm as a paralegal in 2005, after
completing his law degree and post-graduate training
in Nottingham. He qualified into the Family department
in July 2008, and was promoted to associate in July 2015.
In addition to his own varied caseload advising on
divorce proceedings/financial proceedings, children
issues, cohabitee disputes, pre-nuptial agreements and
injunction proceedings, John also assists Nick Ingrey with
more complex and high-value cases.

Victoria Hope

Joel Tweddell

victoriahope@
roythornes.co.uk

joeltweddell@
roythornes.co.uk

01775 842544

Victoria is an associate, with 13 years’ experience
in family matters, she specialises in divorce/
financial remedy proceedings, pre-nuptial and postnuptial agreements, cohabitation disputes and issues
affecting children (such as child support, relocation
cases and disputed living arrangements). She is
particularly experienced in dealing with complex
cases, including those involving businesses, farms,
pensions, non-matrimonial property and family trusts.
She has also represented trustees in financial remedy
proceedings. Clients value Victoria’s attention to detail,
her pro-active approach to matters and also her ability
to secure, where possible, their long term objectives.
Victoria is a trained mediator with Resolution.
She is presently working towards accreditation.

01775 842623

Joel joined Roythornes in August 2011 as a paralegal
after graduating from the University of Warwick
reading Law with European Legal Studies. Once qualified,
he quickly found his niche within the Family team.
His specialisms include divorce and dissolution
proceedings, financial proceedings and child disputes. He
has been involved in a wide range of work, managing his
own caseload and assisting other members of the team
on more complex matters. Most of the time, Joel is based
at our Spalding office but also advises clients from all
areas of the country.

When you are affected by the breakdown of a family relationship through divorce or
separation, a member of our Family team can be retained to act as your trusted advisor.

@roythornes
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Tel: 01775 842500

