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THE LAW SOCIETY OF SCOTLAND

LEGAL AID MEMORANDUM

D. Arthur, Esq. Civil Ta
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Taxation in the case of -

JD v AD
Legal Aid reference number 37/05/031700/80 '

The account of expenses in connection with the above ciase wan texed on a Joint Remit

by the Auditor of Court of Session on 19th May 19€2. The Agents acting for the pursuc
in this case, Messrs. Balfour and lianson, were represented by Messrs. Alex. Quinn and
Co. There are a few points worthy cof note following upon the taxation of this account

This first point relates to the bleck precognition charpe for the Initial statemert

taken from the pursuer. The action commenced without the tenefit of Legal Lid and

had proceeded as far as the adjustment stage before Lepnl Aid was applied for. The
‘ Agents representative argued that the charge for the stutement was good against the
' Legal Aid Fund as the Supreme Court Committee will net =ccept on

unless that Appliceation is acco

to establish a probable couse :
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for this statement should be in the private acnount to be cherped apsing
the client as the statement w Diritiadly to ncoein

which they received instructiors {~ ‘roceed on a
upheld our view on this matter <2 cvcerdingly deleted ]

A charge was allowed for makinpg = cory of this stetement for cubmicsion with tne Legal
Aid Application.

in raising the acticn, for
feor paying besis.  The fudite:

The second point relates io ihc cha: for the full incide:r s’ Frocedure Fee of £78.00.
A Proof had been set down for tue &0 hovever, througe
were taking place which eventusn. i:
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d un to same nepotial
yoesvited in o osettloement being reached four weeks

before the Proof. No HNote on o evidence had heern ovioiucd snd therefore as most
of the work being carried out crected to pegoltistione we dnvited the Avditor to
restrict the fee by an apprevricie -ownle Aflter enre corsiteorazfion the Auditor decide

to restrict the fee by one tlira.

The last point in guestion concer
Lgreement (probative deed). i
bringing to an end the Court yroo
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