
 

Richard’s public international law cases have included some of the most 
high-profile claims of recent years. He has been involved in many of the 
major claims emanating from the Iraq conflict, Guantanamo Bay, 
extraordinary renditions and the United Nations anti-terrorism measures. He 
has also been instructed in cases concerning the application of sovereign 
immunity as well as litigation arising out of colonial legacies. He regularly 
advises on a wide range of PIL issues including international human rights 
law and international humanitarian law. 

, intervention before the Appeal Chamber of 

the Special Court of Sierra Leone on issue as to whether amnesties for 
crimes against humanity are valid in international law (March 2004) 

, a claim against Saudi Arabian officials 

accused of torturing British citizens and whether it was precluded by 
operation of principles of state immunity (House of Lords , June 2006); 

, a claim examining the 

territorial scope of the Human Rights Act (House of Lords, April 2007); 

, a claim brought by a 

British citizen interned by UK troops in Iraq (House of Lords, November 
2007); 

, concerning a challenge to the vires of financial 
sanctions under the United Nations Act (the very first case before the 
Supreme Court in October 2009); 

, concerning the availability of the ‘act of 

state’ defence during a belligerent occupation (Court of Appeal in 2010); 
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, litigation brought against 
the UK by former and current residents of Guantanamo Bay for alleged 
complicity in rendition and torture,(Supreme Court 2011; 

, a refugee claim 

concerning the test in international law for an act to amount to a crime 
against humanity (Court of Appeal, March 2012). 

, a claim concerning an attempt 

to deprive an individual of citizenship turning on the legality of Coalition 
Provisional Authority legislation enacted in Iraq during the occupation 
(Supreme Court June 2013); 

, concerning the applicability of the Foreign 

Act of State doctrine to claims against the Foreign Secretary and Security 
Services for alleged complicity in rendition (Supreme Court November 2015) 

, concerning the relationship between 

United Nations Security Council Resolutions and the ECHR (Supreme Court 
January 2016) 

, concerning the relationship 

between International Humanitarian Law and the ECHR (Court of Appeal 
June 2015, Supreme Court Part 1 January 2016 and Part 2 listed October 
2016) 

 

Richard’s private international law practice includes acting in almost all high 
profile claims brought by foreign claimants in the English courts against 
multinational corporations for human rights abuses or widespread 
environmental damage committed overseas. In the past few years he had 
advised in cases stemming from South Africa, the DRC, Sudan, the Ivory 
Coast, Kenya, Saudi Arabia, Peru, Bahrain, Iraq, Papua New Guinea, 
Colombia, Bangladesh, Madagascar, Nigeria, Tanzania, Israel & OPT and 
Sierra Leone. Such cases include: 

, a claim brought by 30,000 inhabitants of the 

Ivory Coast following the dumping of toxic waste in Abidjan; 

, a claim brought by environmental protestors against 

the UK parent company of a Peruvian mine subsequent upon their torture 
and mistreatment; 

, a claim brought by Colombian peasant farmers for 

damage caused by the construction of an oil pipeline; 

, a claim on behalf of thousands of 

individuals for losses arising out of two oil spills in the Niger Delta; 

, a claim against a mining company on behalf 

of South African black miners for silicosis injuries; 

, a claim brought by Masai tribes for 

damages caused by unexploded ordnances left on pastoral lands; 

a claim 

brought by inhabitants of the Bengal Delta for a failure to detect arsenic in 
deep well water (House of Lords 2006); 

for 

alleged complicity in human rights abuses against environmental protestors 
(pending before the QBD);
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a claim against a mining 
company on behalf Zambians alleging environmental damage (pending 
before the TCC) 

 

Richard has also been instructed in major private law litigation against the 
UK Government arising out of alleged human rights abuses overseas, 
including: 

, claims for damages by over 200 hundred Iraqi 

civilians arising out of allegations of torture by British troops, including a 
claim for Baha Mousa, tortured to death by soldiers.  Issues concerning 
applicability of Foreign Limitation Periods Act listed before the Supreme 
Court in April 2016; 

, damages claim by former translators employed 

by the British Army in Iraq. 

, the ‘Mau Mau’ 

litigation, settlement of claims for over 3,000 Kenyan victims of systemic 
abuse, following successful High Court hearings; 

 

Richard’s domestic private law practice incorporates complicated claims 
against public authorities including the police and security services. Such 
cases include: 

, a claim arising out a fatal shooting 

(House of Lords 2008); 

, £250,000 for racially motivated torts; 

, the highest ever award against a Forensic Medical Examiner; 

, concerning an academic arrested 

under the Terrorism Act for possession of the Al Qaida Manual which he 
used for academic research; 

, a claim concerning the failure to protect the identity of 

a child witness leading to highest recorded settlement for an Article 8 claim; 

Compensation claims for miscarriage of justice include those on behalf of the 
family of Derek Bentley the last man hanged in England; 

, a group action against the Home 

Office on behalf of several hundred prisoners concerning the treatment of 
their drug dependence; 

Complicated Inquests including into the series of deaths of Irish men in 
Brixton prison, the series of deaths of vulnerable women at Stayl prison, and 
the case of Adam Rickwood, the youngest person to die in custody in the 
modern era; 

, a claim for damages for servicemen killed and 

injured by ‘friendly fire’ and raising the issue of ‘combat immunity’ (Supreme 
Court June 2013); 

, a group claim by children wrongly held in 

the immigration detention system. 

 

Richard’s domestic public law practice incorporates cases concerning 
national security, and the rights of vulnerable members of society. These 
include: 

, a challenge to the refusal of the UK to disclose 

its policy on the interrogation of detainees held by third countries; 
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Smith v Chief Constable of 
Sussex, concerning the obligations owed by the police to investigate crimes 
under the HRA (House of Lords July 2008); 

concerning the rights of 

detainees held under the Mental Health Act (argued before the House of 
Lords, December 2008); 

, a challenge on behalf of families of soldiers killed in 

the Iraq conflict to the refusal to hold an inquiry into the legality of the war 
(Court of Appeal 2007); 

, a challenge on behalf of the Children’s 

Commissioner to a change in the legal basis for the restraint of children 
(argued before the Court of Appeal in 2007); 

, a challenge to the refusal to 

notify children held in custody that their Article 3 rights had been infringed 
(pending before the Court of Appeal); 

, 

Norwich Pharmacal application on behalf of a detainee at Guantanamo Bay; 

whether extradition to the United States 

infringed Article 8 (Supreme Court 2010);

, claim concerning Article 8 rights of refugee prosecuted to entry 

into the UK without a passport (Listed before the Supreme Court July 2016);

, a successful judicial review 

of the Government’s changes to the Legal Aid Exceptional Funding Scheme 
(listed before the Court of Appeal March 2016) 

 

 


