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Dear Ms McLean,

Thank you for your draft letter to MRJ.

To

1

help you with the second and third paragraph, I’ll relate the sequence of what was said:

Mr Staddon said | wished to prevent the Applicant’s costs from being charged on the service
charge (I don’t remember the exact wording, but this is the gist of it)

The other side Counsel replied that | had not made an application

The Chair, Mrs Goulden, said that | could do this at a later stage

I think that at this stage (might have been before) Mr Staddon cited various previous LVT cases in
support of my request. These were argued by the other side’s Counsel

The other side’s Counsel said “My client will not charge Ms K-Dit-Rawé for the costs, but intends
to charge other residents™

At this point Mrs Goulden said: “Oh, | don’t know. | am not sure about this. I’ll have to check™.
There was a recess. After the recess she declared: “This will require another day of hearing”.
She then turned to Mr Staddon and said: ““How does your client feel about this?””. Mr Staddon
replied: ““I will have to discuss with my client”

This was the end of it.

In case this is relevant: In a letter dated 7 April 2003 to MRJ, Oliver Fisher wrote: “We write to
confirm that at the next hearing of this matter our Counsel will be making an Application for an Order
under Section 20 ( c¢) of the Act in relation to the costs. In particular, that the legal costs incurred on
behalf of your clients should not be added to the service charge.”

Thank you for your assistance Ms McLean

Best regards

Noélle Rawé
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Drar Ma Mcl.onn,

Thank you for your draft letter ta MIRJ.

To help you with the sceond and third paragraph, I'll relate the sequence of what was said:

1

2
3

™r Swmddon said [ wished 1o prevent the Applicent’s costs from being charged on the service
charge (I don™t resnernber the exact wording, bur this is the gist of it)

The other side Clounsel replied that I had not made an application

The Chair, M1s Goulden, said that I could 4o this at o later stagc

I think thar at this stage (might have been before) Mr Staddon clred various previous L'VT casos in
support of my requess. Thess were argued by the odher side"s Counsel

The other side’s Counsel said *Afy client Will nor charge Ms K-Di-Rawe for he cosis, but inrends
re charge othar revidants*'

At this point Mrs Goulden said: "Oh, I donr 't know. I am not sure abour this, Il have o check ™.
There was @ recops. After the recess she declared: “"Thls will raguire ancther day af heartrig -
She then turnsd o Mr Staddon and said: ~“FHow doas your cliant feel cbowus this? . Mr Staddon
replied: ‘4 will have to discuss with rmy clisne’”

T his was the end of it.

In case this is relevant: In a lerter dated 7 April 2003 o MRERJ, Oliver Fisher wrote: e write 1o
vonfirm that ar the nexs hearing of this matrer owr Counsal will ba making an Applicarion for an Crdar
tender Secrtion 20 (¢ c) of the Act in relardon to the cosss. In parricular. thar the lagal costs incurred on
irehall af your clients showld not be added to tha service charge. ™’

‘Thank yvou for your assistance Mas McLean

‘Besat
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