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Private law

Private Law Children, Injunction and Domestic Abuse

With over 20 years' experience at the Bar, Nathalie is a highly regarded family law barrister, regularly instructed in complex

and sensitive private law children matters. Her practice includes applications for child arrangement orders, parental

responsibility, prohibited steps and specific issue orders, including internal and international relocation, schooling disputes,

and change of name cases.

Nathalie is frequently instructed in cases involving serious allegations of domestic abuse—emotional, physical, sexual, and

financial. She has a particular interest and growing reputation in cases involving parental alienation, intractable contact

disputes, and instances where children are at risk of or have experienced psychological harm due to high-conflict family

dynamics.

A core area of Nathalie’s expertise lies in representing families where neurodiversity is a central issue. She has developed a

substantial and nuanced understanding of conditions such as autism spectrum disorder (ASD), ADHD, sensory processing

challenges, and related cognitive and emotional needs. Nathalie is adept at working with expert evidence, understanding

complex assessments, and ensuring that the voices and welfare of neurodiverse children are properly recognised and

safeguarded within proceedings. Her approach is consistently strategic, sensitive, and child-focused.

Nathalie appears regularly at all stages of proceedings, including urgent applications, FHDRAs, DRAs, directions, decisions

and review hearings, fact-finding and final hearings, enforcement proceedings, and appeals. She is particularly experienced

in fact-finding hearings, known for her meticulous preparation, forensic attention to detail, and robust advocacy, leaving no

stone unturned.

Nathalie is instructed by both applicants and respondents in applications for non-molestation injunctions, occupation orders

and committal proceedings.

Nathalie is a regular speaker of the 3PB Family Brunch Seminars, having spoken on the following topics: Enforcement of Child

Arrangement Orders, Fact-Finding Hearings, Relocation in Children Act Cases, International Relocation and Arbitration.

An article written by Nathalie entitled ‘Relocation – a practical guide for improving prospects of making or defending

applications’ was published by the Family Law Journal.

Cases:

L v S: private law (represented the mother). The mother applied for permission to relocate out of the jurisdiction from the

Midlands to Scotland. The father opposed the application on the basis that his time with the 7-year-old child would be

significantly reduced and the practicalities involved in the lengthy travel would be difficult and costly. The mother’s

application to relocate was successful. It was in the child’s welfare interests to relocate with her primary carer and her half
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siblings.

P v F: private law (represented the father). The mother made an application for relocation of the children within the UK. At

the two-day final hearing the father successfully opposed the mother’s application and an order was made that the children

must remain at their current educational establishments and the children must continue to live within the locality.

D v D: private law (represented the father). The mother, a practicing GP, alleged the father had sexually abused the child and

abused the mother including: rape, physical abuse, emotional abuse, gaslighting and coercive control. The father denied the

mother’s allegations and he pursued 63 allegations of physical and emotional abuse against mother. A five day fact-finding

hearing took place and resulted in all of the father’s allegations being found against the mother and none of the mother’s

allegations being found against the father. The direct contact between the father and child that had been suspended was

then resumed. The mother underwent a psychiatric assessment and therapy. Thereafter, the proceedings concluded in 2023

by way of a shared care arrangement.

B v B: private law (represented the father). The mother sits as a judge in family law. The mother alleged the father had injured

their two-year old child. The five-day fact-finding hearing concluded that the father had not injured the child. An expert

psychological assessment of the family concluded that the mother had negatively influenced the child about the father. An

independent social worker was instructed to re-build the relationship between the father and child after 2.5 years of no

contact. Direct contact was then ordered to recommence.

Re CD [2021] EWFC 112: care proceedings (represented the father) – Junior counsel led by Queen’s Counsel, appearing at

the Court of Appeal on an appeal concerning public interest immunity brought by Warwickshire Police. Junior counsel at the

fact-finding hearing before a section 9 Judge. The local authority unsuccessfully sought findings that the father had

deliberately inflicted three fractures to his 4 month old baby. A number of expert witnesses from different fields of expertise

were cross examined. The Court found that the father had unintentionally caused the fractures through his careless handling.

The child was returned to the care of her parents. This is a reported case which is available to view on Bailii.

T v T: private law (represented the father). Following allegations raised by the parties 11-year-old daughter to the school staff

and to the police, the Mother alleged that the Father had physically assaulted their daughter. At the fact-finding hearing the

Judge concluded that the Father had not harmed his daughter in any way and the court found that the child had actually lied

to a number of professionals about the untruthful allegation. Direct contact was ordered to resume forthwith.

E-I v E-I: private law (represented the father). International case with the father residing in Bahrain, the mother and children

living in England and the witnesses residing in America. At the fact-finding hearing the mother pursued findings against the

father of coercive control and domestic abuse. The Court did not find any of the disputed allegations proven. The mother

had stopped all contact between the father and children without any justification.

K v K: private law (represented the mother). The father was a practicing GP. Both parties made a number of allegations

against each other. At the fact finding hearing the Court made findings of domestic abuse and violence perpetrated by the

father against the mother in the presence of the child. No findings were made against the mother. The father’s contact with

the child was to remain supervised pending completion of a Domestic Abuse Perpetrators Programme.

H v S: private law (represented the father). The father had obtained a ‘spend time with’ CAO in previous proceedings after

the mother had made unfounded allegations against the father and his partner. One month after the final hearing, the

mother raised further allegations and failed to comply with the CAO. Father issued an enforcement application, a guardian

was appointed, the court made cost orders and penal notices. The father ultimately issued a committal application and a ‘live

with’ application. At the final hearing the father was granted a ‘live with’ order and the court ordered very limited supervised

time to be spent with the mother. The father’s solicitor described this case as one of the worst types of implacable hostility

cases that she had encountered in her career.

H v G: private law (represented the mother). A complex Children Act matter involving a number of issues. One interesting

issue concerned the maternal family’s Jehovah Witness belief. The father felt the child was being indoctrinated by unhealthy

religious views and as a result he sought a PSO to limit the time that the extended maternal family spent with the child on a

supervised basis. On behalf of the mother it was argued that such an order would be religiously discriminative. The Court

refused to limit the maternal family’s time with the child.

https://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWFC/HCJ/2021/112.html
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K v B: private law, represented the father at a fact finding hearing. The father was accused of 7 allegations, which included

rapes, baby shaking, domestic abuse and controlling behaviour. No findings were made against the father.

K v L: parental alienation (represented the father) – the mother refused any form of contact despite a child arrangement

order being in place. A Guardian was appointed to consider a change of residence. Enforcement proceedings were brought

which the mother failed to engage in. A committal order was made against the mother, suspended on the condition that she

engages in the proceedings and with all orders. The mother only then complied with the child arrangement order. A cost

order was made against the mother.

S v S: private law (represented the mother) - following her diagnosis of cancer and the breakdown of her marriage, the

mother resorted to alcoholism, which led to her children being removed from her care and her contact being limited to

supervised. After some time, the mother’s physical and mental health improved and she was able to evidence her sustained

abstinence from alcohol through alcohol tests and the fitting of a SCRAM bracelet. The case resulted in an agreed order of

shared care, in accordance with the wishes of the children and the mother.

H v S, H: private law (represented the paternal grandmother) - the grandmother applied for a child arrangement order in

order to spend time with her granddaughter. As a result of suffering from mental health difficulties, the father was unable to

spend time with his daughter. The grandmother’s application was successful.

P v C: parental alienation (represented the father) – the mother refused any form of contact and alleged serious sexual abuse

perpetrated by the father against the toddler. At the fact finding hearing the mother was found to have concocted the

allegations in an attempt to cut the father out of the child’s life. A Guardian was instructed to consider a change of

residence. Contact recommenced, the mother engaged with and complied with the child arrangement order.

C v N: private law (represented the mother). At a fact finding hearing the Court found that the father had deliberately started

a fire in his bedroom with the intention of killing himself and his two children. The Court made a ‘barring order’ under s.91(14)

Children Act 1989 to prevent the father from making applications under s.8 of the Children Act 1989 for a term of 7 years,

together with a non-molestation injunction for a term of 7 years.

S v S: parental alienation (represented the father) – the mother was incapable of positively promoting contact between the

children and their father. A Guardian was instructed and recommended a change of residence. The children were ordered to

live with their father.

Recommendations

Nathalie Bull is an experienced practitioner who is regularly instructed in private law children cases. She is adept at handling

cases concerning sexual and physical abuse claims, as well as parental alienation matters.

Strengths: "Nathalie provides a high standard of service for the client."

"She's very methodical and knows her stuff."

"Nathalie does more than exceed expectations and is a true professional."

Chambers UK 2025/Family: Children/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie is an excellent advocate and is calm even where there are unusually difficult or unpleasant opponents. She is

impressive in ensuring that judges can grasp her arguments no matter what, is excellent with clients and has the ability to

keep large amounts of relevant facts at her fingertips even over a protracted period of time. She is strategic and persuasive.'

Legal 500 2025/Divorce and Financial Remedy/Leading juniors/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie's particular strength is for having compassion and empathy for clients whilst also providing clear and concise legal

advice. Her written documents are well structured and she is able to explain complex legal matters simply. Nathalie is

persuasive and unwavering but in a respectful and considered way.'

Legal 500 2025/Family: Children and Domestic Violence/Leading Juniors/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie prepares submissions extremely well. Her communication is strong with lay clients and solicitors.’

Legal 500 2024/Divorce and Financial Remedy/Leading juniors/Midlands Circuit
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‘Nathalie is well-prepared and takes a forensic approach to cases. She is a very calm advocate and a skilled negotiator.’

Legal 500 2024/Family: Children and Domestic Violence/Leading Juniors/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie is an extremely competent and highly skilled barrister who represents clients in an excellent way leading clients to

feel confident that their matter is being expertly handled. She also balances this with empathy and support for clients that

are going through very challenging personal situations.’

Legal 500 2023/Divorce and Financial Remedy/Leading juniors/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie is always meticulous in her preparation and presentation of the case with documentation being filed on time,

without prompting. She is always available to instruct solicitors to discuss matters arising from the case and to talk though

options.’

Legal 500 2023/Child Law (Public and Private)/Leading Juniors/Midlands Circuit

‘Nathalie is extremely professional at all times. She is well prepared, highly knowledgeable and presents her well reasoned

arguments calmly but firmly. She immediately grasps the issues and presents a case plan that can be followed.’

Legal 500 2022/Child Law (Public and Private)/Leading Juniors/Midlands Circuit

Legal 500 2022/Divorce and Financial Remedy/Leading juniors/Midlands Circuit

Thank you so much for your work yesterday. Your calm and focused approach made the whole experience so much easier for

me. I’m really pleased I followed the recommendation to instruct you. It was a really positive result. Thanks again for

everything.

Lay client

“Nathalie’s knowledge, skill and ability in court and during all the supporting negotiations were exemplary and it was a

comfort to be in such competent hands.”

Lay client

"Thank you so much for everything that you have done for me and my daughter. The future outlook for both of us now feels a

world apart from what I thought we were facing two years ago. It has been very reassuring to have you represent me in court

throughout this process and I could not have expected a better outcome... thank you."

Lay client

"Thank you again for yesterday. It really was an incredible, life changing, result."

Instructing solicitor

"Nathalie worked wonders yesterday and we achieved a great result!"

Instructing solicitor

"Now that the dust has settled and I have taken stock on what was a difficult and emotional few days, I just wanted to

wholeheartedly thank you for your brilliant representation on behalf of myself at the final hearing this week. It's a result that I

truly believe benefits the children and I just wanted to say a big thank you to you for achieving it. You are a credit to your

profession."

Lay client

"Once again, I would like to thank you for all the hard work you have put in over the course of the case, I will never forget what

you have done, and I mean it when I say, I really appreciate it."

Lay client

"Nat’s performance was exceptional."

"This is a very tough and complex case; she was forensic and clearly put the work in with regards to understanding my case

and executed an excellent strategy.  I really feel she got my side across in a very articulate way."

Lay client

“I instructed Nathalie on behalf of the father in a case of implacable hostility by the mother and was one of the worst of this

type I had encountered in my career. Immediately, Nathalie grasped the detailed history of the case and the issues involved

and set out a comprehensive case strategy. Her manner with the client showed empathy for his predicament, whilst



explaining the legalities and gained the confidence and trust of the client. Nathalie changed her personal commitments to

ensure she could represent him at all hearings. She successfully fought this difficult matter on behalf of a client that could ill

afford the case.”

“I feel sure that without Nathalie’s expertise, the end result of this case would not have been such a happy one for the father.

His words were that he could never thank his legal team enough and that he would be grateful for the rest of his life.”

“I would have no hesitation in instructing Nathalie on a case in the future and cannot recommend her highly enough”

Instructing solicitor

Academic qualifications

(2004) Inner Temple

LLB (HONS) First Class, UWE (Bristol)

BVC Very Competent, UWE (Bristol)

Scholarships

(2003) Awarded a Major Exhibition by the Inner Temple on the basis of academic achievement

(2003) Awarded the Duke of Edinburgh Entrance Scholarship by the Inner Temple

Professional bodies

Member of the Chartered Institute of Arbitrators (CIArb)

Family Law Bar Association

West Midlands Family Law Bar Association

Association of Lawyers for Children

Mentor for the Association of Women Barristers

Mentor for Her Bar


