IN THE HIGH COURT OF ENGLAND AND WALES 
(CHANCERY DIVISION)
CLAIM NUMBER: 2024/840A3
BETWEEN:
	
	SARAH MORGAN
	Claimant 

	
	-and-
	

	
	JENNIFER WILLIAMS
	Defendant


	

Skeleton argument on behalf of the Claimant

Introduction
This skeleton argument is filled on behalf of the Claimant, Sarah Morgan, in support of her claim to a 50% beneficial interest in the property known as The Gatehouse, Trinity, Swansea. The legal title to the property is held only by the Defendant, Jennifer Williams. The Claimant seeks a declaration that she holds a half of the beneficial interest, relying on (i) common intention constructive trust, and, in the alternative, (ii) proprietary estoppel. 



The essence of the Claimant’s case is that throughout a long-term cohabiting relationship extending over 15 years, the parties conducted their lives financially and personally, as if they were equal partners. The Claimant made substantial financial contributions to the property, including paying £60,000 from her personal savings for repairs and improvements. The Claimant acted on repeated assurances from the Defendant that she does not have to worry and that their home belonged to them equally. The Claimant submits that it would be unfair and legally unsustainable for the Defendant to deny the Claimant’s beneficial interest at this stage. 

 1.3 The Claimant therefore invites the Court to declare that the parties hold the beneficial interest in equal shares, or such share as the Court considers fair; and to order that the net proceeds of sale be divided accordingly



The issues

2.1  The Court is asked to determine two principal issues: 

Issue 1: 
Whether a common intention constructive trust results, by express discussions or determined from the parties’ conduct, entitling the Claimant to a 50% share. 


Issue 2: If not, whether the Claimant acquires a beneficial interest through proprietary estoppel on the basis of the assurances made by the Defendant, the Claimant’s reliance, and the detriment suffered. 


2.2 Both issues turn largely on the questions of intention, reliance, and fairness. According to the claimant, the parties’ mutual concept of equality was evident in both their personal and financial arrangements. Based on the Defendant’s case, the Claimant made voluntary contributions and never indicated a desire to share ownership. 






The facts

3.1 
The Gatehouse was bought by the defendant in 1995 through inheritance, and they have continued to be the only registered owner. In 2004, the Claimant moved into the property as the parties started a long-term, serious relationship. 

3.2 
During the relationship, the parties maintained joint bank accounts, paid shared household expenses, and worked cooperatively to manage family life. The Claimant retrained as a nurse, a period during which the Defendant covered virtually all household expenses for three years. Their financial life was bound together, and both parties contributed in ways consistent with a shared domestic partnership. 

3.3 
In 2014 and again in 2018, storm damage to the Gatehouse required expensive repairs. The Claimant paid £60,000 from her personal cash ISA to restore the property and modernise the kitchen, bathrooms, and roof. These were not minor improvements but important, value-enhancing works. 

3.4
The Claimant refers to messages exchanged in 2014 and 2018 where the Defendant reassured her that she would not lose out because the property was in the Defendant’s sole name and that both partners were to be treated as equal owners. 


3.5 
 Upon their separation, the Defendant refused to acknowledge any beneficial entitlement or divide the proceeds of sale. The Claimant, having exhausted her savings and contributed to improvements on the shared home, now seeks the Court’s involvement. 

Claim arising under a constructive trust
The law 
Summarise the law for your first claim/response. A skeleton argument is not set out like an IRAC essay where each aspect of the IRAC is set out in the same paragraph. Here you should:
Identify the important sections of legislation and case authorities, with the most important ones first.
If helpful (usually it is easier to summarise) include short, essential quotes if they are helpful, or cross reference to authorities that you will rely upon to support your case. 
If any case authorities go against your case, include them and outline how you will deal with them.
Tell the court if the law is not an issue in dispute. Here you can assume the law is not in dispute, the dispute relates to its application. 

Suggested 200 words.
Submissions 
This is the part of your work that gains the most marks. In this section you present your client’s case against the law (this is similar to your application in IRAC). You should:
Tell the court how you have applied the law to the facts of your case.
Strip your submissions back to the essential points and start with your strongest points first. Remove any weak points or put them last.
Break your submissions down so that each submission is clear, focused and concise.
Make sure the order of your submissions makes sense. This usually means putting the points of your case first, then dealing with those of the other side.
Suggested 400 words.
Conclusions 
Summarise your conclusion for the first ground
Suggested 25 words.
Claim arising under a proprietary estoppel 
The law 
Summarise the law for your second claim/response. Guidance as above.
Suggested 200 words.
Submissions 
In this section you present your client’s case against the law for your second claim. Guidance as above. 
Suggested 400 words
Conclusions 
Summarise your conclusion for the first ground
Suggested 25 words.
Overall conclusions 
Summarise your overall conclusions for the case. What is your position in relation to both grounds, and what you would like the court to do. 
Suggested 50 words.
Your name
Your role
Work/chambers 
Date




Case note

Case Name, e.g. R v Smith
Citation
Court

I would advise writing your case note for a Court of Appeal or Supreme Court case as these will more likely contain a point of law. You might prefer to find a case which is short with less issues. Remember you only need to focus on issues relevant to your case. 

Parties
Give the full name of the parties, and state here which party is the appellant and which is the respondent. (change headings as needed if not Appellant and respondednt) E.g.

Chris Smith (Appellant) 
Regina/The Crown (Respondent)

Procedural History
Give here a brief summary of the procedural history leading to this judgment. E.g. where was the case first heard, and outcome. E.g. 

Trial at Swansea Crown Court, defendant convicted
Defendant appealed to Court of Appeal (Criminal Division). Appeal dismissed.
Leave granted to appeal to Supreme Court. 
Suggested 25 words.
Material facts
Give a brief summary of the facts. 
Suggested 50 words.
Legal questions for the court 
Give a brief summary of the legal issues in the case. If there are multiple issues, just focus on those relevant to your purposes. E.g. 

1) Whether a caravan can constitute a building for the purposes of the s9 Theft Act 1968
2) Whether judge erred in concluding that whether or not a caravan could be classed as a building was a question of fact to be put to the jury. 

Suggested 25 words.
Appellant arguments
Summarise the appellant’s arguments in relation to the legal questions

Suggested 50 words.
Respondent’s arguments
Summarise the appellant’s arguments in relation to the legal questions

Suggested 50 words.

Decision of court
Whether the court upheld or refused the appeal on the question of law. E.g. 

Appeal allowed/refused

Rule of law
What did the court decide in relation to the legal questions

[bookmark: _Hlk183514763]Suggested 50 words.
Reasoning
What reasons did the court give to support its decision on the question(s) of law. 

Suggested 100 words.


Total case note should be about 400 words


Word count: give your overall word count for the entire essay. This should be 2000 words (+/- 10%), including all headings etc. Your references list does not count towards the total word count. 


References
Remember to include a full list of all references used to support your answer. This should include:
· Any sources cited in your skeleton argument
· Any sources you intend to rely on in your oral submissions (you should not really use any not included in your skeleton argument)
· The case found from independent research which you have used to produce your case note.
Your references list should be produced according to Harvard style. 
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