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1. This is an application under Section 60 of the Leasehold Reform Housing and
Urban Development Act 1993 for a determination of the costs payable in respect
of an application for a lease extension.

2. The parties agreed the premium payable on the day before the scheduled hearing
leaving only the costs in dispute.

3. The respondents advised that their Section 60 costs would be £2,999. 16p being
£1,750 plus VAT in legal fees, £750 plus VAT in surveyors' fees, £29.50p plus
VAT in courier fees and £27 in Land Registry fees.

4. Subsequently the respondents produced a costs schedule amounting to £4.431 02p
However they agreed to reduce the costs to £1,750 plus VAT in respect of legal
costs, the surveyors' fees having been agreed.

5. A witness statement from Fleur Leonie Neale, a solicitor in the respondent firm,
detailed the history of the application and the costs including the hourly rates of
the respective fee earners (a partner -- grade B @£300 per hour plus VAT, and a
partner in the conveyancing department - grade A at £350 per hour plus VAT, an
assistant — grade C @ £225 per hour plus VAT and a trainee — grade D at £120
per hour plus VAT.

6. The applicants argued that without knowing the qualification periods of the
respective fee earners it was not possible to know whether they were correctly
graded under the Lord Chancellor's guidelines. In any event they alleged that the
time spent was in many instances excessive.

7. The Tribunal was impressed by the quality of the respondent's justification of
their costs and considered that their offer to reduce their legal fees from £2.,233.
50p to £1,750, plus VAT in both cases, was reasonable.

8. The additional costs in respect of courier (£16.16p inclusive of VAT) and land
registry fees (£28) the Tribunal also determined to be reasonable.

9. In coming to this conclusion the Tribunal also bore in mind Section 33 (2) of the
Act .
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